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Abstract. In this paper, we investigate a non-interacting scalar field cosmology with an ar-
bitrary potential using the f -deviser method that relies on the differentiability properties of
the potential. Using this alternative mathematical approach, we present a unified dynamical
system analysis at a scalar field’s background and perturbation levels with arbitrary poten-
tials. For illustration, we consider a monomial and double exponential potential. These two
classes of potentials comprise the asymptotic behaviour of several classes of scalar field po-
tentials, and, therefore, they provide the skeleton for the typical behaviour of arbitrary po-
tentials. Moreover, we analyse the linear cosmological perturbations in the matterless case
by considering three scalar perturbations: the evolution of the Bardeen potentials, the co-
moving curvature perturbation, the so-called Sasaki-Mukhanov variable, or the scalar field
perturbation in uniform curvature gauge. Finally, an exhaustive dynamical system analysis
for each scalar perturbation is presented, including the evolution of Bardeen potentials in
the presence of matter.
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1 Introduction

Scalar fields are prominent in the physical description of the Universe in the inflationary
scenario [1] and can be used to explain the late-time Universe’s acceleration. Although
ΛCDM has an excellent concordance with observations, describes the structure formation,
and successfully provides a late-time acceleration [2], Λ has yet to succeed in quantifying
the quantum vacuum fluctuations [3, 4]. That is the primary motivation for introducing
Dark Energy as an alternative to ΛCDM. Some examples are quintessence field [5–8], a
phantom scalar field (which, however, suffers ghosts instabilities [9]), a quintom scalar field
model [10–23], a chiral cosmology [23–25], or multi-scalar field models. The latter describes
various epochs of the cosmological history [26–28]. On the other hand, the Hubble constant
value measured with local observations (see SH0ES [29]) is in tension with that estimated
from early observations (see Planck [30]). A possible alternative to solve this tension is
considering extensions beyond ΛCDM [31]. There could be other reasons for the H0 ten-
sion, e.g., incomprehension between the SnIa absolute magnitude and the Cepheid-based
distance ladder, rather than an exotic late-time physics [32]. Even more, H0 tension seems
to permeate Dark Energy Models (including quintessence), whereby H0 is sent to lower
values by any dark energy model with wDE(z) > −1, whereas local (model-independent)
H0 determinations are biased to more significant values than Planck-ΛCDM [33, 34]. Even
though the exploration of scalar field models has the attention of several researchers, such
that Scalar field evolution at the background level was studied in several works, say [35–46].
To analyse the early and late-time dynamics of cosmological problems, the perturbation and
averaging methods [47–53] were used in [54–60] to single field scalar field cosmologies, and
for scalar field cosmologies with two scalar fields which interact only gravitationally with
the matter in [61]. In reference, [62], scalar field cosmology with a generalised harmonic
potential was investigated in Friedmann-Lemaı̂tre-Robertson-Walker with flat and negative
spatial curvature and for Bianchi I metrics. Besides, an interaction between the scalar field
and matter was considered in the conservation equations. In these references, asymptotic
methods and the theory of averaging in nonlinear dynamical systems are essential tools to
obtain relevant information about the solution space of scalar field with generalised har-
monic potential in a vacuum, and adding matter, [59–66]. The amplitude-angle transfor-
mation was used in [57, 62, 64, 65, 67]. In references [64, 65], scalar field cosmologies with
generalised harmonic potentials and exponential couplings to matter in the sense of [68–70]
were examined. In [58], a theorem about the large-time behaviour of solutions of Spatially
Homogeneous (SH) cosmology with oscillatory behaviour was presented. Moreover, slow-
fast methods were used, for example, in analysing theories based on a Generalised Uncer-
tainty Principle (GUP), say in [71, 72]. In [72], a preliminary study of linear perturbations
in the matter-dominated phase in the context of GUP was presented. More precisely, the
dynamical equations for linear cosmological perturbations were derived, forming a singu-
lar differential equations system. In contrast to the usual quintessence, one can explicitly
write the perturbed equations’ solution in fast and slow manifolds. The extra components
enhance the scalar perturbations’ growth due to the higher-order derivative terms of the

– 2 –



GUP in the fast manifold. However, the scalar perturbations either decay, grow or describe
an oscillatory solution in the slow manifold. Consequently, the perturbation equations are
also affected by the minimum length [72].

Similarly, dynamical system methods are useful for investigating scalar field cosmolo-
gies for a wide class of potentials. To use this procedure and to handle the involved differen-
tiation, it is necessary to determine a specific potential form V(φ) of the scalar field φ. This
procedure has the disadvantage that for each different potential, one must repeat all the cal-
culations from the beginning. Therefore, developing an extended method that could handle
the potential differentiation in a unified way would be beneficial, without the need for any
a priori specification. That is the method of f -devisers improved in [73] and applied in [74]
for scalar-field Friedman-Lemaı̂tre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) cosmologies in the presence
of a Generalised Chaplygin Gas. With this method, it can be studied the classes of models
discussed in [5, 74–99].

On the other hand, there is an interest in simultaneously investigating cosmological
linear perturbations and background equations. One can obtain a unified dynamical system
analysis at a scalar field cosmology’s background and perturbation levels in cosmological
studies. That can be done using the methods by [100–110] (see references for the notation as
well as for the theory to improve the background analysis of a cosmological model). Gen-
erally, one can investigate the dynamical system for the model consisting of a system of
autonomous nonlinear first-order ordinary differential equations. The state-space S has a
product structure S = B × P, where B is the background state space, which describes the
dynamics of a Robertson-Walker (RW) background, and P are the perturbation state space.
This space contains Fourier decomposed gauge-invariant variables that describe linear cos-
mological perturbations. In this way, the background dynamics determine the perturba-
tions’ dynamics. Several recent studies examine the stability of cosmological perturbations
on top or in an extended phase space that incorporates both perturbed scalar quantities and
normalised (background) phase space variables [105–123].

In [108], the authors performed this dynamical system analysis of the background and
perturbation equations for a ΛCDM cosmology and quintessence scenario with exponen-
tial potential in a unified way. For the ΛCDM cosmology, the perturbations do not change
the stability of the late-time attractor of the background equations, and the system still re-
sults in the dark-energy dominated de Sitter solution, with a transition by a dark-matter era
with growth index γ ≈ 6/11. Here γ is defined through the relation d ln δm/d ln a ≈ Ωγ

m,
where δm is the matter contrast, and Ωm, the fractional energy density of matter. In the
case of quintessence, incorporating linear perturbations results in a change in the stability
and properties of the background evolution. The only conditionally stable points present ei-
ther an exponentially increasing matter clustering not favoured by observations or suffering
Laplacian instabilities and, thus, are not of physical interest. This result severely disadvan-
tages quintessence cosmology compared to the ΛCDM paradigm. In this line, the work [109]
introduced a dynamical system method to describe linear scalar and tensor perturbations
of the ΛCDM model. That provided pedagogical examples showing the global illustrative
powers of dynamical systems in cosmological perturbations. It discussed the validity of
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the perturbations as approximations to the Einstein field equations. Furthermore, the linear

growth rate, d ln δm/d ln a ≈ Ωγ
m was corrected to d ln δm/d ln a ≈ Ω

6
11
m − 1

70 (1−Ωm)
5
2 , and

showed that it is much more accurate than the previous ones in the literature. That was
the starting point of a series of technical papers. For example, in [110], a new regular dy-
namical system was derived on a three-dimensional compact state space describing linear
scalar perturbations of spatially flat RW geometries for relativistic models with a minimally
coupled scalar field with exponential potential. That enables them to construct the global
solution space, where known solutions are shown to reside on some invariant sets. They use
their dynamical systems approach to obtain new results about the comoving and uniform
density curvature perturbations. Finally, they show how to extend this approach to more
general scalar field potentials. That leads to state spaces where the state space of the models
with an exponential potential appears as invariant boundary sets, thereby illustrating their
role as building blocks in a hierarchy of increasingly complex cosmological models. More
generalisations appeared in [120] and [124, 125], which examined the imprints of interacting
dark energy in linear scalar field perturbations. These results extend the analysis of [108].
Moreover, in reference, [126] investigated the linear cosmological perturbations for a two-
field quintom model interacting through the kinetic terms, following the results of [24] for
N-field chiral action.

In [122], the authors applied the formalism of [108] to investigate interacting dark en-
ergy scenarios at the background and the perturbation levels in a unified way. An extra
perturbation variable related to the matter over-density was introduced. The combined
analysis found critical points describing the non-accelerating matter-dominated epoch with
the proper growth of matter structure. These saddles provide the natural exit from this
phase. Furthermore, late-time stable attractors correspond to dark energy-dominated accel-
erated solutions with constant matter perturbations. It is claimed that interacting cosmology
describes the matter and dark energy epochs correctly, both at the background and pertur-
bation levels, which reveals the capabilities of the interaction.

In [123], the authors studied cosmological models based on f (Q) gravity, which is
based on the non-metricity scalar Q [127]. The systems were analysed for background and
perturbation levels using a dynamical system analysis. Two f (Q) models of the literature
are examined: the power law and the exponential ones. Both cases obtained a matter-
dominated saddle with the correct growth rate of matter perturbations. This epoch is fol-
lowed by the transition to a stable dark-energy-dominated accelerated Universe in which
matter perturbations remain constant. Furthermore, analysing the behaviour of f σ8 was
deduced that the models fit the observational data successfully, obtaining a behaviour simi-
lar to that of the ΛCDM scenario. However, the exponential model does not possess ΛCDM
as a limit. That is, through the independent approach of dynamical systems, it was verified
that f (Q) gravity can be considered an up-and-coming alternative to the ΛCDM concor-
dance model.

This paper investigates a non-interacting scalar field cosmology with an arbitrary po-
tential using the f -deviser method. We present a unified dynamical system analysis at a
scalar field’s background and perturbation levels with arbitrary potentials using this alter-
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native mathematical approach. Using this procedure, we perform a dynamical system anal-
ysis of Background quantities using Hubble-normalised variables. For simplicity, we as-
sume the matterless case for analysing linear cosmological perturbations. Nonetheless, our
analysis with perturbation will be perfectly viable during scalar field-dominated epochs of
the Universe, e.g. inflation and late-time acceleration. Following the line of Ref. [110], we in-
vestigated the dynamics of linear scalar cosmological perturbations for a generic scalar field
model by dynamical systems methods. We considered three types of gauge-invariant scalar
perturbation quantities. For the case of a single scalar field, we investigate the Bardeen
potentials [100–104], the comoving curvature perturbation [128], and the so-called Sasaki-
Mukhanov variable or the scalar field perturbation in uniform curvature gauge [129, 130].
An exhaustive dynamical system analysis for each scalar perturbation will be presented.

The paper is organised as follows: In section 2, we present the field equations for a
scalar field minimally coupled to gravity, with an arbitrary potential V(φ) in the presence
of matter. We discuss there the f -devisers method. In section 3, we perform a dynami-
cal system analysis of background quantities using Hubble-normalised variables and the
method of f -devisers. For illustration, we consider the monomial potential in subsection
3.2 as a first example. This potential V(φ) =

∣∣ µ
n

∣∣ φn has been investigated in [5, 90–99]. As
a second example, we study the usual exponential potential in section 3.3. For f = 0 and
λ constant, we recover the quintessence scenario with an exponential potential V = V0e−λφ

as studied in [131]. As a final example, in section 3.4, we investigate the double exponen-
tial, say, V(φ) = V1eαφ + V2eβφ [87–89]. This example contains the particular case of the
hyperbolic cosine V(φ) = 1

2

(
eαφ + e−αφ

)
by setting V1 = V2 = 1/2 and β = −α. When one

of the exponents is zero, this corresponds to the exponential potential plus a Cosmological
Constant [76, 81, 86]. The potentials that are sums of two exponents are interesting in the
context of F(R) gravity because the conformal transformation of metric gives F(R) in an-
alytic form [132]. These two classes of potentials, monomial (power-law) and exponential
(double or single exponential plus a cosmological constant), comprise the asymptotic be-
haviour of several classes of scalar field potentials. Therefore, they provide the skeleton for
the typical behaviour of arbitrary potentials. For simplicity, we assume the matterless case
for analysing linear cosmological perturbations in section 4. An exhaustive dynamical sys-
tem analysis for three types of gauge-invariant scalar perturbation quantities, the Bardeen
potentials, the comoving curvature perturbation, and the Sasaki-Mukhanov variable, is pre-
sented in section 5. In section 6, we investigate cosmological perturbations in the presence
of two matter components, e.g. a perfect fluid plus a cosmological constant or perfect fluid
plus a scalar field with exponential potential. A widespread practice in literature concen-
trates on a particular cosmological epoch when only one matter component is dominant. In
that sense, even though not generic, our subsequent analysis is still relevant when the Uni-
verse is a scalar field dominated, e.g. during the early inflationary epoch or the late-time
acceleration. Conclusions are presented in section 7.
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2 The equations

The action we are working with is

S =
∫

d4x
√
−g
[

R
2κ2 −

1
2

φµφµ −V(φ)

]
+ Sm, (2.1)

where we denote φ as the scalar field, R is the Ricci scalar, Sm denotes the matter action, and
we use units where κ2 = 8πG = 1. Now, for a scalar field φ with self-interacting potential
V(φ), we have that their energy density and pressure are given by

ρφ =
φ̇2

2
+ V(φ), (2.2)

pφ =
φ̇2

2
−V(φ), (2.3)

respectively. Also, for a pressure-less matter, we can write the Friedman equation as follows

3H2 = ρm + ρφ, (2.4)

Ḣ = −1
2
(ρm + φ̇2), (2.5)

where H is the Hubble parameter defined as H = ȧ
a , being a the scale factor, and ρm is the

matter-energy density, whose corresponding conservation equation is given by

ρ̇m + 3Hρm = 0. (2.6)

On the other hand, given the scalar field Lagrangian, we can get the Klein-Gordon
equation as follows

φ̈ = −3Hφ̇− dV
dφ

. (2.7)

To extend the standard dynamical analysis method to generic classes of potentials,
one uses the method of f -devisers in which it is introduced two new dynamical variables,
namely, λ and f , as

λ ≡ −V ′(φ)
V(φ)

, (2.8)

f ≡ V ′′(φ)
V(φ)

− V ′(φ)2

V(φ)2 , (2.9)

such that

V ′(φ) = −λV(φ), (2.10)

V ′′(φ) =
(

f + λ2)V(φ). (2.11)
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The only requirement is that f can be expressed as an explicit function of λ, that is, f =

f (λ). Following the above procedure, one can transform a cosmological system into a closed
dynamical system for a set of auxiliary normalised variables and the new one λ. Then,
using this procedure, one can investigate a wide range of potentials. In particular, the usual
ansatzes of the cosmological literature can be covered by simple forms for f , as seen in Tab.
1. Note that the λ variable is not required for the single exponential potential since it is a
constant, i.e., f is automatically zero.

Potential V(φ) f (λ)∣∣ µ
n

∣∣ φn [5, 90–99] −λ2

n
V0e−αφ + V1 [76, 81, 86] −λ(λ− α)

V1eαφ + V2eβφ [87–89] −(λ + α)(λ + β)

V0/ sinhα(βφ) [5, 75, 78, 79, 83, 84, 86] λ2

α − αβ2

V0 [cosh (ξφ)− 1] [5, 74, 75, 77, 78, 80, 82–86] − 1
2 (λ

2 − ξ2)

Table 1. The function f (λ) for the most common quintessence potentials [73].

On the other hand, when the function f (λ) is given, we can straightforwardly recon-
struct the corresponding potential form starting with

dλ

dφ
= − f ,

dV
dφ

= −λV, (2.12)

which leads to

φ(λ) = −
∫ 1

f
dλ, (2.13)

V(λ) = V0e
∫

λ
f dλ. (2.14)

Note that the relations (2.13) and (2.14) are always valid, giving the potential in an implicit
form. However, for the usual cosmological cases of Tab. 1 we can additionally eliminate λ

between (2.13) and (2.14), and write the potential explicitly as V = V(φ). Finally, note that
the f -devisers method also allows reconstructing a scalar field potential from a model with
stable equilibrium points. In particular, choosing a function f with the requested proper-
ties (existence of minimum, intervals of monotony, differentiability) to have late-time stable
attractors, one uses (2.13) and (2.14) to explicitly obtain V(φ). That is similar to the super-
potential construction method [133], which allows for the construction of stable kink-type
solutions in scalar-field cosmological models, starting from the dynamics, and specifically
for the Lyapunov stability. One field model with a stable kink solution was considered
earlier in [134].

Nevertheless, this method is not universal. That means it cannot be applied to any
arbitrary potential. The procedure can be fully implemented only when f is an explicit
function of λ. For instance, in some specific forms in the inflationary context, such as
V(φ) ∝ φp lnq(φ) [135] and V(φ) ∝ φne−qφm

[136], the expression f cannot be expressed
as a single-valued function of λ. In general, for a wide range of potential the introduction of
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the variables f and λ add an extra direction in the phase space, whose neighbouring points
correspond to “neighbouring” potentials.

3 Dynamical system in terms of Background quantities

It is well-known that for the investigation of cosmological models, one can introduce auxil-
iary variables which transform the cosmological equations into an autonomous dynamical
system [131, 137–150]. Hence, we obtain a system of the form X′ = f(X), where X is the
column vector of the auxiliary variables and f(X) is a vector field for autonomous equations.
Prime denotes the differentiation with respect to a logarithmic time scale. The stability anal-
ysis comprises several steps. First, the critical points Xc are extracted under the requirement
of X′ = 0. Then, one consider linear perturbations around Xc as X = Xc + U, with U the col-
umn vector of the auxiliary variable’s perturbations. Therefore, up to first order we obtain
U′ = Ξ ·U, where the matrix Ξ contains coefficients of the perturbed equations. Finally, the
type and stability of each hyperbolic critical point are determined by the eigenvalues of Ξ.
The point is stable (unstable) if the reals parts of the eigenvalues are negative (positive) or
saddle if the eigenvalues have real parts with different signs.

To proceed forward, we can take equation (2.4) and divide them by 3H2, and also
putting the value of ρφ from equation (2.2), we get

1 =
ρm

3H2 +
φ̇2

6H2 +
V

3H2 . (3.1)

Now we denote the following

x2 =
φ̇2

6H2 , y2 =
V

3H2 , Ωm =
ρm

3H2 . (3.2)

So the equation (3.1) becomes

1 = Ωm + x2 + y2 or 1− x2 − y2 = Ωm. (3.3)

As we see from equation (3.3), x2 + y2 ≤ 1 and x2 + y2 ≥ 0, i.e., the system is bounded
for a non-negative fluid density ρm ≥ 0. Then, the evolution of this system is completely
described by trajectories within the unit disc, where the lower half-disc, y < 0, corresponds
to contracting universes. As the system is symmetric under the reflection (x, y) 7→ (x,−y)
and time reversal t 7→ −t, we only consider the upper half-disc, y ≥ 0 in the following
discussion.

Now we write a dynamical equation for each of the variables. Using the dynamical
variable N = ln(a) with dN = Hdt, we write our dynamical system for (x, y, λ) as a system
of first-order equations.

x′ = −3
2

x
(
y2 − x2 + 1

)
+

√
3
2

λy2, (3.4)

y′ = −
√

3
2

λxy− 3
2

y
(
y2 − x2 − 1

)
, (3.5)

λ′ = −
√

6x f , (3.6)
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where to close the system, we assume that f can be written as an implicit function of λ. That
is, f (λ) can be explicitly obtained by inverting (2.8) and (2.9). This procedure only gives a
closed dynamical system when we can explicitly obtain f = f (λ). In Tab. 1, we present
cases where this approach can be completely implemented.

An important cosmological parameter is the deceleration parameter which can be writ-
ten in terms of the dynamical variables as

q ≡ −1− Ḣ
H2 =

1
2
(
1 + 3x2 − 3y2) . (3.7)

From the above equation, we can see that, at the equilibrium points, the deceleration pa-
rameter is constant. Then, we can obtain an expression for the scale factor a(t) that is valid
asymptotically according to whether the constant q = −1 or q 6= −1. Indeed, for the q
constant, integrating the expression

aä
ȧ2 = −q, (3.8)

with the initial values a(tU) = 1, ȧ(tU) = H0, where tU is the age of the Universe and
H(tU) = H0 is the current value of the Hubble parameter, we can obtain a(t). Then, by
definition, we obtain H(t) = ȧ(t)/a(t). Summarising,

a(t) =

{
(1 + H0 (q + 1) (t− tU))

1
q+1 , q 6= −1

eH0(t−tU), q = −1
, (3.9)

H(t) =

{
H0

H0(q+1)(t−tU)+1 , q 6= −1

H0, q = −1
. (3.10)

Finally, because x is a constant at the equilibrium points, we have

φ(t) = φ0 +
√

6xc

∫ t

tU

H(s)ds = φ0 +

 ln
(
(H0 (q + 1) (t− tU) + 1))

√
6xc

(1+q)

)
, xc 6= 0

0, xc = 0
. (3.11)

The asymptotic behaviours of the scale factor, the Hubble scalar and the scalar field as
a function of t depend on the value of xc at the equilibrium points.

• Case xc = λ∗/
√

6 for any λ∗ satisfying f (λ∗) = 0,−
√

6 < λ∗ <
√

6:

a(t) =


(

H0
2 λ∗2 (t− tU) + 1

) 2
λ∗2

, λ∗ 6= 0

eH0(t−tU), λ∗ = 0
, (3.12)

H(t) =

{ H0
H0
2 λ∗2(t−tU)+1

, λ∗ 6= 0

H0, λ∗ = 0
, (3.13)

φ(t) = φ0 +

 ln
((

1
2 H0λ∗2 (t− tU) + 1

) 2
|λ∗|
)

, λ∗ 6= 0

0, λ∗ = 0
. (3.14)
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• Case xc = ±1:

a(t) = (3H0 (t− tU) + 1)
1
3 , (3.15)

H(t) =
H0

3H0 (t− tU) + 1
, (3.16)

φ(t) = φ0 ±
√

6
3

ln (3H0 (t− tU) + 1) . (3.17)

• Case −1 < xc < 1:

a(t) =

{ (
3H0xc

2 (t− tU) + 1
) 1

3xc2 , xc 6= 0
eH0(t−tU), xc = 0

, (3.18)

H(t) =

{
H0

3H0xc2(t−tU)+1 , xc 6= 0

H0, xc = 0
, (3.19)

φ(t) = φ0 +
√

6xc

∫ t

tU

H(s)ds = φ0 +

 ln
((

3H0xc
2 (t− tU) + 1

) √6
3|xc |

)
, xc 6= 0

0, xc = 0
.

(3.20)

• Case xc = ±
√

3/3:

a(t) = H0 (t− tU) + 1, (3.21)

H(t) =
H0

H0 (t− tU) + 1
, (3.22)

φ(t) = φ0 ±
√

2 ln (H0 (t− tU) + 1) . (3.23)

3.1 Physical interpretation and stability of the equilibrium points

The equilibrium points of the system (3.4), (3.5), and (3.6), in the finite region for an arbitrary
function f (λ) are presented in Tab. 2. For arbitrary potentials, we have the following.

1. The set of equilibrium points O corresponds to matter-dominated solutions, which, as
expected, are saddles, i.e. intermediate cosmological epochs. The deceleration param-
eter is q = 1

2 . Then, we have the asymptotic solutions a(t) =
( 3

2 H0 (t− tU) + 1
)2/3,

H(t) = H0
3
2 H0(t−tU)+1

, ρm(t) = ρm0
( 3

2 H0 (t− tU) + 1
)−2, and φ(t) = 0.

2. K±(λ∗) exist for f (λ∗) = 0, and they represent kinetic-dominated solutions. They are
associated with the Universe’s early stages and correspond to stiff solutions.

3. K−(λ∗) is a source for λ∗ > −
√

6, f ′(λ∗) > 0. It is a saddle for λ∗ < −
√

6 or
f ′(λ∗) < 0. Non-hyperbolic for λ∗ = −

√
6 or f ′(λ∗) = 0.

4. K+(λ∗) is a source for λ∗ <
√

6, f ′(λ∗) < 0. It is a saddle for λ∗ >
√

6 or f ′(λ∗) > 0.
Non-hyperbolic for λ∗ =

√
6 or f ′(λ∗) = 0.
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For these solutions, the value of the deceleration parameter is q = 2. Then, we have
the same asymptotic behaviour a(t) = (3H0 (t− tU) + 1)

1
3 , H(t) = H0

3H0(t−tU)+1 , φ(t) =

φ0 ±
√

6
3 ln (3H0 (t− tU) + 1), and ρm(t) = 0.

5. MS−(λ∗) exists for f (λ∗) = 0, λ∗ < −
√

3. It represents a matter-scalar field scaling
solution where neither the scalar field nor the matter field dominates.
It is a sink for λ∗ ≤ −2

√
6
7 , f ′(λ∗) < 0 (stable spiral) or −2

√
6
7 < λ∗ < −

√
3, f ′(λ∗) <

0 (stable node). It is non-hyperbolic for λ∗ = −2
√

6
7 or f ′(λ∗) = 0. It is a saddle

otherwise.

6. MS+(λ∗) exists for f (λ∗) = 0, λ∗ >
√

3. It represents a matter-scalar field scaling
solution where neither the scalar field nor the matter field dominates.
It is a sink for λ∗ ≥ 2

√
6
7 , f ′(λ∗) > 0 (stable spiral) or

√
3 < λ∗ < 2

√
6
7 , f ′(λ∗) > 0

(stable node). It is non-hyperbolic for λ∗ = 2
√

6
7 or f ′(λ∗) = 0. It is a saddle otherwise.

For these solutions, the deceleration parameter is q = 1
2 . Then, we have the asymptotic

solutions ρm(t) = 0, a(t) =
( 3

2 H0 (t− tU) + 1
)2/3, H(t) = H0

3
2 H0(t−tU)+1

. Since xc =

√
3
2

λ∗ ,

we have φ(t) = φ0 + ln
(( 3

2 H0 (t− tU) + 1
)2/λ∗

)
. For λ = λ∗ and f (λ∗) = 0, the po-

tential asymptotically behaves as V(φ) = 3y2
c H(t)2 =

3H2
0

2λ∗2( 3
2 H0(t−tU)+1)

2 ∼ e−λ∗(φ−φ0).

7. S f (λ∗) exists −
√

6 < λ∗ <
√

6. It represents an scalar-field dominated solution. It is
a sink for −

√
3 < λ∗ < 0, f ′(λ∗) < 0 or 0 < λ∗ <

√
3, f ′(λ∗) > 0. It is non-hyperbolic

for λ∗ ∈
{
−
√

3, 0,
√

3
}

or f ′(λ∗) = 0. It is a saddle otherwise. For this solution,

the deceleration parameter is q = 1
2

(
λ∗2 − 2

)
. Then, a(t) =

( 1
2 H0λ∗2 (t− tU) + 1

) 2
λ∗2 ,

H(t) = 2H0
H0λ∗2(t−tU)+2 , φ(t) = φ0 + ln

(( 1
2 H0λ∗2 (t− tU) + 1

)2/λ∗
)

, and ρm(t) = 0. For

λ = λ∗ and f (λ∗) = 0, the potential asymptotically behaves as V(φ) = 3y2
c H(t)2 =

2H2
0
(
6− λ∗2

)
/
(

H0λ∗2 (t− tU) + 2
)2 ∼ e−λ∗(φ−φ0).

8. dS is a potential dominated solution representing de Sitter solutions. It is stable for
f (0) > 0 or a saddle for f (0) < 0. For this solution, the deceleration parameter is
q = −1. Then, a(t) = eH0(t−tU), H(t) = H0, φ(t) = φ0, V(φ) = 3H2

0 , and ρm(t) = 0.

To illustrate the potentiality of the f -devisers method, we consider some examples.

3.2 First Example: monomial potential

Consider the potential V(φ) =
∣∣ µ

n

∣∣ φn [5, 90–99], which produces the function f (λ) = −λ2

n .
For this potential, the evolution equations are (3.4), (3.5), together with

λ′ =

√
6

n
xλ2. (3.24)

For the function f (λ) we have f ′(λ) = − 2λ
n and f (λ) = 0 ⇐⇒ λ = 0. Then, λ∗ = 0 and

f ′(λ∗) = 0. The equilibrium points of this example are the following, summarised in Tab. 3.
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Label x y λ Existence k1 k2 k3

O 0 0 λc λc ∈ R − 3
2

3
2 0

K−(λ∗) −1 0 λ∗ f (λ∗) = 0 3
√

3
2 λ∗ + 3

√
6 f ′(λ∗)

K+(λ∗) 1 0 λ∗ f (λ∗) = 0 3 3−
√

3
2 λ∗ −

√
6 f ′(λ∗)

MS−(λ∗)
√

3
2

λ∗ −
√

3
2

λ∗ λ∗ f (λ∗) = 0, λ∗ < −
√

3 −
3
(√

24−7λ∗2+λ∗
)

4λ∗
3
4

(√
24−7λ∗2

λ∗ − 1
)

− 3 f ′(λ∗)
λ∗

MS+(λ∗)

√
3
2

λ∗

√
3
2

λ∗ λ∗ f (λ∗) = 0, λ∗ >
√

3 −
3
(√

24−7λ∗2+λ∗
)

4λ∗
3
4

(√
24−7λ∗2

λ∗ − 1
)

− 3 f ′(λ∗)
λ∗

S f (λ∗) λ∗√
6

√
1− λ∗2

6 λ∗ f (λ∗) = 0,−
√

6 < λ∗ <
√

6 1
2

(
λ∗2 − 6

)
λ∗2 − 3 −λ∗ f ′(λ∗)

dS 0 1 0 always −3 1
2

(
−3−

√
9− 12 f (0)

)
1
2

(
−3 +

√
9− 12 f (0)

)

Table 2. Equilibrium points of the system (3.4), (3.5), and (3.6), and their eigenvalues k1, k2 and k3,
in the finite region for an arbitrary function f (λ). λ∗ represent zeros of the function f (λ). Note that
O is actually a line of fixed points whereas all the others are isolated fixed points.

Label x y λ Existence k1 k2 k3 Stability
O 0 0 λc λc ∈ R − 3

2
3
2 0 saddle

K−(0) −1 0 0 always 3 3 0 unstable
K+(0) 1 0 0 always 3 3 0 unstable

dS 0 1 0 always −3 −3 0 saddle (n > 0); sink (n < 0)

Table 3. Equilibrium points of the system (3.4), (3.5), and (3.6), in the finite region for f (λ) = − λ2

n .

Analysing the case of the de Sitter solution dS in detail, note that the eigenvalues are
−3,−3, 0, i.e., non-hyperbolic. Using the Centre Manifold theorem, we obtain that the graph
locally gives the centre manifold of the origin{

(x, y, λ) ∈ [−1, 1]× [0, 1]×R : x =
λ√
6
+ h1(λ), y = 1 + h2(λ),

h1(0) = 0, h2(0) = 0, h′1(0) = 0, h′2(0) = 0, |λ| < δ
}

, (3.25)

for a small enough δ, where the functions h1 and h2 satisfy the differential equations

− 24λ2
((√

6h1(λ) + λ
)

h′1(λ) + h1(λ)
)
+ 6n

(√
6λ
(
3h1(λ)

2 + h2(λ)(h2(λ) + 2)
)

+ 6h1(λ)
(
h1(λ)

2 − h2(λ)(h2(λ) + 2)− 2
)
+ 3λ2h1(λ)

)
+
√

6λ3(n− 4) = 0, (3.26)

−
λ2
(√

6h1(λ) + λ
)

h′2(λ)

n
− 1

4
(h2(λ) + 1)

(
−6h1(λ)

2 + 6h2(λ)(h2(λ) + 2) + λ2) = 0.

(3.27)
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Then, using the Taylor series, we have the solutions

x(λ) =
λ√
6
− λ3

3
(√

6n
) − (n− 8)λ5

18
(√

6n2
) − ((n− 18)(n− 6))λ7

108
(√

6n3
)

+
(1984− n((n− 48)n + 592))λ9

648
√

6n4
+

(−n(n((n− 80)n + 1880)− 16320)− 45280)λ11

3888
√

6n5

+
(1223424− n(n(n((n− 120)n + 4560)− 72896) + 504624))λ13

23328
√

6n6
+ O

(
λ14
)

, (3.28)

y(λ) = 1− λ2

12
− (n− 16)λ4

288n
− ((n− 48)n + 288)λ6

3456n2

+
(n(−5(n− 96)n− 8064) + 31744)λ8

165888n3 +
(n(376832− 7n((n− 160)n + 5184))− 1159168)λ10

1990656n4

+

(
n(5147648− 21n((n− 240)n + 12672))− 40069120

47775744n4 +
59

27n5

)
λ12 + O

(
λ14
)

.

(3.29)

The 1D dynamical system dictates the dynamics at the centre manifold is

dλ

dN
= −U′(λ), (3.30)

which corresponds to a gradient-like equation with potential

U(λ) = −λ4

4n
+

λ6

18n2 +
λ8(n− 8)

144n3 +
λ10(n− 18)(n− 6)

1080n4 − λ12(1984− n((n− 48)n + 592))
7776n5

+
λ14(n(n((n− 80)n + 1880)− 16320) + 45280)

54432n6

− λ16(1223424− n(n(n((n− 120)n + 4560)− 72896) + 504624))
373248n7 + O

(
λ17
)

. (3.31)

Therefore, since U(4)(0) = −6/n 6= 0, the origin is a degenerate maximum of the potential
for n > 0, and the centre manifold of the origin and the origin are unstable (saddle). At the
same time, it is stable if n < 0. In this example, the points MS−(λ∗) and MS+(λ∗) do not
exist and S f (λ∗) reduces to dS. However, there are equilibrium points at the invariant sets
λ = ±∞, where the dynamics are given, under a time re-scaling which does not affect the
orbits of the phase space, by

dx
dτ

= ±
√

3
2

y2,
dy
dτ

= ∓
√

3
2

xy. (3.32)

The orbits as λ = ±∞ are semicircles x2 + y2 = x2
0 + y2

0.
One can define

u =
2 tan−1(λ)

π
,−1 < u < 1, (3.33)

obtaining a compactification of phase space and the vector field, which defines a global
phase space that comprises the dynamics at finite λ, and, i.e.,
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Figure 1. Compact 3D phase space of the system (3.34), (3.35), and (3.36), for n = −1, 1, 2, and 3.

dx
dN

=


√

3
2 y2, u = 1√

3
2 y2 tan

(
πu
2

)
+ 3

2 x
(
x2 − y2 − 1

)
, −1 < u < 1

−
√

3
2 y2, u = −1

, (3.34)

dy
dN

=


−
√

3
2 xy, u = 1

− 1
2 y
(√

6x tan
(

πu
2

)
− 3x2 + 3y2 − 3

)
, −1 < u < 1√

3
2 xy, u = −1

, (3.35)

du
dN

= −
√

6x(cos(πu)− 1)
πn

. (3.36)

In Fig. 1 is represented the flow of the system (3.34), (3.35), and (3.36), for n = −1,
n = 1, 2, and 3. The dynamics as λ → ±∞ is represented on the top and bottom disks (u =

±1, x2 + y2 ≤ 1), where the orbits are concentric semicircles. The planes u = ±1 correspond
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C.P. x y Existence Stability Ωd wd

A 0 0 Always Saddle for 0 < γm < 2 0 Undefined
B 1 0 Always Unstable node for λ <

√
6 1 1

Saddle for λ >
√

6
C −1 0 Always Unstable node for λ > −

√
6 1 1

Saddle for λ < −
√

6
D λ/

√
6 [1− λ2/6]1/2 λ2 < 6 Stable node for λ2 < 3γm 1 λ2

3 − 1
Saddle for 3γm < λ2 < 6

E (3/2)1/2 γm/λ [3(2− γm)γm/2λ2]1/2 λ2 > 3γm Stable node for 3γm < λ2 < 24γ2
m/(9γm − 2) 3γm/λ2 wm

Stable spiral for λ2 > 24γ2
m/(9γm − 2)

Table 4. The critical points, their stability conditions (the corresponding eigenvalues are given in
[131]), and the values of Ωφ and wφ, for the quintessence scenario, with γm ≡ wm + 1 and wd =

γφ − 1.

to the limiting cases when the scalar field potential has an infinite negative/positive slope
(see the definition of λ in Eq.(2.8)). One half of this plane acts as an attracting invariant
submanifold while the other half acts as a repelling invariant submanifold, with x = 0
separating the two regions (see Eq.(3.36)).

3.3 Second Example: exponential potential

For f = 0 and λ constant, we recover the quintessence scenario with an exponential poten-
tial V = V0e−λφ as studied in [131], where for generality, we have considered a perfect fluid
with linear equation of state pm = wmρm, and barotropic index γm ≡ wm + 1.

The dynamical system equations are

dx
dN

= −3x + λ

√
3
2

y2 +
3
2

x
[
2x2 + γm

(
1− x2 − y2)] , (3.37)

dy
dN

= −λ

√
3
2

xy +
3
2

y
[
2x2 + γm

(
1− x2 − y2)] , (3.38)

defined in the phase space {
(x, y) ∈ R2 : x2 + y2 ≤ 1, y ≥ 0

}
. (3.39)

In table 4 are presented the critical points, their stability conditions (the corresponding
eigenvalues are given in [131]), and the values of Ωφ and wφ, for the quintessence scenario,
with a perfect fluid with linear equation of state pm = (γm − 1)ρm and γφ ≡

ρφ+pφ

ρφ
=

φ̇2

V+φ̇2/2 = 2x2

x2+y2 .
In Fig. 2 is presented a compact 2D phase space of the system (3.37) and (3.38), for

different values of λ and wm = 0.
The equilibrium points at finite values of x and y in the phase-plane correspond to

solutions where the scalar field has a barotropic equation of state and the scale factor of the
universe evolves as a ∝ tp where p = 2/3γφ.

Two of the fixed points (B and C) correspond to solutions where the Friedman con-
straint Eq. (3.3) is dominated by the kinetic energy of the scalar field with a stiff equation of
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Figure 2. Compact 2D phase space of the system (3.37) and (3.38), for different values of λ and
wm = 0.

state, γφ = 2. As expected these solutions are unstable and are only expected to be relevant
at early times.

Moreover, we find that the barotropic fluid dominated solution (A) where Ωφ = 0 is a
saddle for all values of γm > 0 (saddle). For any γm > 0, and however steep the potential
(i.e. whatever the value of λ), the energy density of the scalar field never vanishes with
respect to the other matter in the universe. Generically, the system admits only two possible
late-time attractor solutions. One of these is the well-known scalar field-dominated solution
(Ωφ = 1) which exists for sufficiently flat potentials, λ2 < 6. The scalar field has an effective
barotropic index γφ = λ2/3 giving rise to a power-law inflationary expansion [151, 152]
(ä > 0) for λ2 < 2. Previous phase-plane analyses to [131], as [137, 153, 154] have shown
that a wide class of homogeneous vacuum models approach the spatially-flat FRW model
for λ2 < 2.This scalar field-dominated solution is a late-time attractor in the presence of a
barotropic fluid when λ2 < 3γm.

However, for λ2 > 3γm, we find a different late-time attractor where neither the scalar
field nor the barotropic fluid entirely dominates the evolution. Instead, there is a scaling
solution where the energy density of the scalar field remains proportional to that of the
barotropic fluid with Ωφ = 3γm/λ2. This solution was first found by Wetterich [75] and
shown to be the global attractor solution for λ2 > 3γm in Ref. [155].

1. λ2 < 3γm. Both kinetic-dominated solutions are unstable nodes. The fluid-dominated
solution is a saddle point. The scalar field-dominated solution is the late-time attractor
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and is inflationary in parameter region λ2 < min{2, 3γm} and non-inflationary in
region 2 < λ2 < 3γm.

2. 3γm < λ2 < 6. Both kinetic-dominated solutions are unstable nodes. The fluid-
dominated solution is a saddle point. The scalar field-dominated solution is a saddle
point. The scaling solution is a stable node/spiral.

3. 6 < λ2. The kinetic-dominated solution with λx < 0 is an unstable node. A saddle
point is a kinetic-dominated solution with λx > 0. The fluid-dominated solution is a
saddle point. The scaling solution is a stable spiral.

The bifurcation value γ = 0 was studied in [131], where the largest eigenvalue for
linear perturbations vanishes. Thus, higher-order perturbations about the critical point are
involved to determine its stability. The result is that x = y = 0 is a stable attractor, but
that trajectory only approaches this as the logarithm of the scale factor, N. The late-time
evolution is given by y2 =

√
6

λ x ≈ 1
λ2 N .

3.4 Third Example: double exponential potential

Consider the potential V(φ) = V1eαφ + V2eβφ [87–89] which provides the function f (λ) =

−(λ + α)(λ + β). This example contains the particular case of the hyperbolic cosine V(φ) =
1
2

(
eαφ + e−αφ

)
by setting V1 = V2 = 1/2 and β = −α.

For this potential we have f ′(λ) = −α − β − 2λ and f (λ) = 0 ⇐⇒ λ ∈ {−α,−β},
with f ′(−α) = α− β and f ′(−β) = −(α− β). Moreover, we have f (0) = −αβ and f ′(0) =
−α − β. Without losing generality, we can assume α < β. The equilibrium points of this
example are the following, summarised in Tab. 5.

As in section 3.2, using the same compact variable as defined in Eq.(3.33), we obtain a
compactification of the phase space and the vector field, which defines a global phase space
that comprises the dynamics at finite λ, and the dynamics at infinity under a time re-scaling,
which does not affect the orbits of the phase space, i.e.,

dx
dN

=


√

3
2 y2, u = 1√

3
2 y2 tan

(
πu
2

)
+ 3

2 x
(
x2 − y2 − 1

)
, −1 < u < 1

−
√

3
2 y2, u = −1

, (3.40)

dy
dN

=


−
√

3
2 xy, u = 1

− 1
2 y
(√

6x tan
(

πu
2

)
− 3x2 + 3y2 − 3

)
, −1 < u < 1√

3
2 xy, u = −1

, (3.41)

du
dN

=
2
√

6x cos2 (πu
2

) (
α + tan

(
πu
2

)) (
β + tan

(
πu
2

))
π

. (3.42)

In Fig. 3 is represented the flow of the system (3.40), (3.41), and (3.42), for different
values of α and β. The planes u = ±1 correspond to the limiting cases when the scalar field
potential has an infinite negative/positive slope (see the definition of λ in Eq. (2.8)).
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Label x y λ Existence k1 k2 k3 Stability
O 0 0 λc λc ∈ R − 3

2
3
2 0 saddle

K−(−α) −1 0 −α always 3 3−
√

3
2 α

√
6(α− β) saddle

K−(−β) −1 0 −β always 3 3−
√

3
2 β −

√
6(α− β) source for

α < β <
√

6
saddle for

α < β, β >
√

6

K+(−α) 1 0 −α always 3 3 +
√

3
2 α −

√
6(α− β) source for

−
√

6 < α < β

saddle for
α < β, α < −

√
6

K+(−β) 1 0 −β always 3 3 +
√

3
2 β

√
6(α− β) saddle

MS−(−α) −
√

3
2

α

√
3
2

α −α α >
√

3 − 3(α−
√

24−7α2)
4α − 3(α+

√
24−7α2)

4α 3
(

1− β
α

)
sink for

β > α >
√

3

MS−(−β) −
√

3
2

β

√
3
2

β −β β >
√

3 −
3
(

β−
√

24−7β2
)

4β −
3
(

β+
√

24−7β2
)

4β 3
(

1− α
β

)
saddle

MS+(−α) −
√

3
2

α −
√

3
2

α −α α < −
√

3 − 3(α−
√

24−7α2)
4α − 3(α+

√
24−7α2)

4α 3
(

1− β
α

)
saddle

MS+(−β) −
√

3
2

β −
√

3
2

β −β β < −
√

3 −
3
(

β−
√

24−7β2
)

4β −
3
(

β+
√

24−7β2
)

4β 3
(

1− α
β

)
sink for

α < β < −
√

3

S f (−α) − α√
6

√
1− α2

6 −α −
√

6 < α <
√

6 1
2

(
α2 − 6

)
α2 − 3 α(α− β) sink for

0 < α <
√

3, β > α

saddle otherwise

S f (−β) − β√
6

√
1− β2

6 −β −
√

6 < β <
√

6 1
2

(
β2 − 6

)
β2 − 3 −β(α− β) sink for

−
√

3 < β < 0, α < β

saddle otherwise
dS 0 1 0 always −3 1

2

(
−3−

√
9 + 12αβ

) 1
2

(
−3 +

√
9 + 12αβ

)
stable for αβ < 0

Table 5. Equilibrium points of the system (3.4), (3.5), and (3.6), in the finite region for f (λ) = −(λ +

α)(λ + β), α 6= β. Without loss generality, we can assume α < β.

When β = −α, the potential reduces to a hyperbolic cosine, and when one parameter
is zero, it reduces to an exponential potential plus a Cosmological Constant. Therefore, we
cover three of the most common quintessence potentials displayed in the Tab. 1.

4 Evolution of Cosmological perturbations

In this section, following the line of Ref. [110], we investigate the dynamics of linear scalar
cosmological perturbations for a generic scalar field model by the methods of dynamical
systems. We use the perturbation of a scalar field φ0 in the background. The most generic
scalar perturbed FLRW metric can be written as [100]

ds2 = − (1 + α) dt2− 2a(t) (β,i−Si) dtdxi + a2(t)
[
(1 + 2ψ) δij + 2∂i∂jγ + 2∂(iFj) + hij

]
dxidxj,

(4.1)
where the inhomogeneous perturbation quantities α, β, ψ, γ, Fi, hij are functions of both t
and x̄. The quantity ψ(t, x̄) is directly related to the 3-curvature of the spatial hyper-surface

(3)R = − 4
a2∇

2ψ. (4.2)

For a scalar field, one also needs to take into account the perturbation of the scalar field
δφ(t, x̄) and, for a perfect fluid, the perturbed energy-momentum tensor is

T0
0 = − (ρ(t) + δρ(t, x̄)) , T0

i = − (ρ(t) + P(t)) ∂iv(t, x̄), Ti
j = (P(t) + δP(t, x̄)) δi

j, (4.3)
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Figure 3. Compact 3D phase space of the system (3.40), (3.41), and (3.42), for different values of α

and β.

being v(t, x̄) the velocity potential. In what follows, we will restrict ourselves to the case
when there is no matter, but only a scalar field is present. The reason is simplicity.
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Suppose one wants to investigate cosmological perturbations in the presence of two
matter components, e.g. a perfect fluid and a scalar field. In that case, one needs to con-
sider entropy perturbations as well. A widespread practice in literature concentrates on a
particular cosmological epoch when only one matter component is dominant. In that sense,
even though not generic, our subsequent analysis is still relevant when the Universe is a
scalar field dominated, e.g. during the early inflationary epoch or the late-time accelera-
tion. Of course, there is the gauge issue; the perturbation quantities defined above are not
gauged invariant [101–104, 128]. In this sense, various gauge-invariant perturbation quan-
tities have been introduced in the literature. In this article, we will consider the following
three gauge-invariant perturbation quantities.

• Bardeen potential Φ: James Bardeen introduced Bardeen potentials [100], who gave
the first-ever gauge-invariant formulation for cosmological perturbations. These quan-
tities are gauge-invariant perturbation quantities constructed solely out of metric per-
turbations. There are two such quantities

Φ ≡ α− d
dt

[a (β + aγ)] , Ψ ≡ −ψ + aH (β + aγ̇) . (4.4)

It can be shown that for the case of a single scalar field, both the Bardeen potentials
are equal and follows the equation [100–104]

Φ′′ + 2
(
H− φ′′0

φ′0

)
Φ′ + 2

(
H′ −Hφ′′0

φ′0

)
φ−H−2∇2Φ = 0, (4.5)

where H = aH, and ′ denotes derivative with respect to the conformal time η given
by

dη =
dt

a(t)
. (4.6)

Time derivatives with respect to t and η are related as

d
dη

= a
d
dt

,
d2

dη2 = a2H
d
dt

+ a2 d2

dt2 . (4.7)

The variable ψ gives the 3-curvature perturbation of the otherwise spatially flat con-
stant time slice: (3)R = − 4

a2∇2ψ.

• Comoving curvature perturbation R: For single scalar field models, comoving cur-
vature perturbation is defined as

R ≡ ψ− H
φ̇

δφ (4.8)

The name comes from the fact that this variable coincides with the 3-curvature pertur-
bation of the spatial slice in the comoving gauge, which, for single scalar field models,
is given by δφ = 0. At the linear level, comoving curvature perturbation evolves
according to the following equation [128]:

R̈+

(
a3 φ̇2

H2

).(
a3 φ̇2

H2

) Ṙ − 1
a2∇

2R = 0 (4.9)
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• Sasaki-Mukhanov variable ϕc: Another gauge-invariant perturbation variable that
we will consider is the so-called Sasaki-Mukhanov variable [129, 130], or the scalar
field perturbation in uniform curvature gauge, defined as

ϕc ≡ δφ− φ̇

H
ψ. (4.10)

At the linear level, this variable follows the perturbation equation

d2ϕc

dN2 +
dϕc

dN

(
V
H2

)
+

V,φφ + 2 φ̇
H V,φ +

(
φ̇
H

)2
V

H2

 ϕc −H−2∇2ϕc = 0. (4.11)

The perturbation equations (4.5), (4.9), and (4.11) are valid strictly only in the absence of
matter.

To obtain a dynamical system that describes the evolution of perturbations, we first
introduce Cartesian spatial coordinates and make the Fourier transform of the perturbation
variables. This results in

H−2∇2 −→ −k2H−2. (4.12)

We now consider the evolution of the three perturbation quantities in separate sections.

4.1 Evolution of perturbed quantities

We have confirmed that, generically, for q 6= −1, the scale factor a has a power law depen-
dence on conformal/cosmic time, and thereby a constant deceleration parameter.

In analysing the solutions, we need the following properties of conformal time that
follow from the assumption that q is a non-zero constant (and different from −1).

For fixed xc 6= 0, a(t) = (3H0xc
2 (t− tU) + 1)

1
3xc2 and q = −1 + 3x2

∗ 6= 0 and q 6= −1.
Moreover, from (4.7) it follows

η =
∫ dη

dt
dt =

∫
a−1dt =

∫ (
3H0xc

2 (t− tU) + 1
)− 1

3xc2 dt

=

(
3H0xc

2 (t− tU) + 1
)1− 1

3xc2

H0 (3xc2 − 1)
=

(H0(q + 1) (t− tU) + 1)
q

q+1

H0q
. (4.13)

On the other hand,

a = (H0(q + 1) (t− tU) + 1)
1

q+1 , H =
H0

H0(q + 1) (t− tU) + 1
. (4.14)

Then,

H = aH = H0 (H0(q + 1) (t− tU) + 1)−
q

q+1 = H0a−q. (4.15)

Finally,

Hη =
1
q

, η =
aq

H0q
= η0eqN , H = H0e−qN . (4.16)
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where η0 = 1
H0q ,H0 = a0H0 = H0, recall that we have taken a0 = 1 such that N = ln a.

In this case, it is convenient to introduce a new variable

ν = ap × Perturbed quantity, (4.17)

(where p is chosen to remove the first order derivative of ν) and to use conformal time η

instead of e-fold time N. In making the transition from N to η, we use the relations

d
dN

= H−1 d
dη

,
d2

dN2 = H−2 d2

dη2 + qH−1 d
dη

. (4.18)

4.1.1 Bardeen potential

Using the dynamical variables, we can write the perturbation equation (4.5) as

d2Φk

dN2 +

[
7− 3x2 +

√
6λ

(
1− x2

x

)]
dΦk

dN
+

[
6
(
1− x2)+√3

2
λ

(
1− x2

x

)
+

k2

a2H2

]
Φk = 0.

(4.19)

When q is a constant, q /∈ {0,−1}, dq/dN = 0, dx/dN = 0, hence,
(

6x−
√

6λ
) (

1− x2) =
0. Therefore, either x = λ/

√
6 or x = ±1, such x 6= 0. Then, 6x

(
1− x2) =

√
6λ
(
1− x2)

implies λ
(

1−x2

x

)
=
√

6
(
1− x2). Then, equation (4.19) becomes

d2Φk

dN2 +
(
13− 9x2) dΦk

dN
+

[
9
(
1− x2)+ k2

a2H2

]
Φk = 0. (4.20)

But q = −1 + 3x2 implies

d2Φk

dN2 + [10− 3q]
dΦk

dN
+

[
6− 3q +

k2

a2H2

]
Φk = 0. (4.21)

Then, passing to the variable η, and using the relationHη = 1/q, equation (4.21) becomes

d2Φk

dη2 + [10− 2q] (qη)−1 dΦk

dη
+
[
(6− 3q)(qη)−2 + k2]Φk = 0. (4.22)

Defining
vk = apΦk, (4.23)

we have
d2Φk

dη2 =
pvka−p(p + q + 1)

η2q2 − 2pa−p

ηq
dvk

dη
+ a−p d2vk

dη2 , (4.24)

and
dΦk

dη
= a−p dvk

dη
− pvka−p

ηq
(4.25)

Then,

d2vk

dη2 −
2(p + q− 5)

ηq
dvk

dη
+ vk

(
k2 +

p(p + 3q− 9)− 3q + 6
η2q2

)
= 0. (4.26)
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Because q is constant at the fixed points, we can eliminate the first-order derivative of vk by
defining the constant p such that

(p + q− 5) = 0. (4.27)

Then we obtain the Bessel equation for the function vk,

d2vk

dη2 + vk

(
k2 − (q− 2)(2q− 7)

η2q2

)
= 0, (4.28)

This equation can be written as

d2vk

dη2 + vk

(
k2 −

(
ν2 − 1

4

)
η−2

)
= 0. (4.29)

by defining

ν2 =
14− 11q

q2 +
9
4

. (4.30)

The resulting equation admits the solution

vk(η) = C+
√

η Jν(kη) + C−
√

ηYν(kη). (4.31)

C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.
In the special case xc = ±

√
3/3, q = 0, the previous asymptotic analysis fails. To

analyse this case, we use the relation H = aH = H0 (constant), and that λ is constant at the
equilibrium point. Then, equation (4.19) becomes

d2Φk

dη2 + 2
[
3±
√

2λ
]
HdΦk

dη
+
[(

4±
√

2λ
)
H2 + k2

]
Φk = 0. (4.32)

Defining
Φk(η) = vk(η)e

−H0η(3±
√

2λ), (4.33)

equation (4.32) becomes

d2vk

dη2 + vk

(
k2 − H2

0

(
2λ2 + 5

√
2λε + 5

))
= 0, (4.34)

with ε = ±1. The solution is

vk(η) = C+eη
√

H2
0(2λ2+5

√
2λε+5)−k2

+ C−e−η
√

H2
0(2λ2+5

√
2λε+5)−k2

, (4.35)

where C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

– 23 –



4.1.2 Comoving curvature perturbation

Using the dynamical variables, we can write the perturbation equation (4.9) as

d2Rk

dN2 +
√

6λ

(
1− x2

x

)
dRk

dN
+

(
k2

a2H2

)
Rk = 0. (4.36)

Using the relation λ
(

1−x2

x

)
=
√

6
(
1− x2), valid for constant q, equation (4.36) be-

comes

d2Rk

dη2 + (4− q)
1

qη

dRk

dη
+ k2Rk = 0. (4.37)

Defining
vk = apRk, (4.38)

we have

d2vk

dη2 −
(2p + q− 4)

ηq
dvk

dη
+ vk

(
k2 +

p(p + 2q− 3)
η2q2

)
= 0. (4.39)

Defining

p = 2− q
2

, (4.40)

we have
d2vk

dη2 + vk

(
k2 − (q− 4)(3q− 2)

4η2q2

)
= 0. (4.41)

Defining

ν2 = − 7
2|q| +

2
q2 + 1, (4.42)

the equation can be written as

d2vk

dη2 + vk

(
k2 −

(
ν2 − 1

4

)
η−2

)
= 0, (4.43)

that admits the solution

vk(η) = C+
√

η Jν(kη) + C−
√

ηYν(kη). (4.44)

C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.
In the special case xc = ±

√
3/3, q = 0, the previous asymptotic analysis fails. To

analyse this case, we use the relation H = aH = H0 (constant), and that λ is constant at the
equilibrium point. In this case, the equation (4.36) becomes

d2Rk

dη2 ± 2
√

2λHdRk

dη
+ k2Rk = 0. (4.45)

Defining
Rk(η) = vk(η)e∓H0η

√
2λ, (4.46)
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equation (4.45) becomes

d2vk

dη2 + vk
(
k2 − 2H2

0 λ2) = 0. (4.47)

The solution is
vk(η) = C+eη

√
2H2

0 λ2−k2
+ C−e−η

√
2H2

0 λ2−k2
, (4.48)

where C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

4.1.3 Sasaki-Mukhanov variable

Using the dynamical variables, we can write the perturbation equation (4.11) as

d2 ϕck

dN2 + 3
(
1− x2) dϕck

dN
+

[
18
(
1− x2) ( f

6
+

(
x− λ√

6

)2
)
+

k2

a2H2

]
ϕck = 0. (4.49)

As before, when q is constant, dx/dN = 0, hence,
(

6x−
√

6λ
) (

1− x2) = 0. Therefore,

either x = λ/
√

6 or x = ±1 (note that x 6= 0). Using x 6= 0 in equation (3.6), it follows at the

fixed point that λ is constant and f (λ) = 0. At equilibrium,
(
1− x2) ( f

6 +
(

x− λ√
6

)2
)
= 0.

Then, passing to the time variable η, equation (4.49) becomes

d2ϕck

dη2 + 2(ηq)−1 dϕck

dη
+ k2ϕck = 0. (4.50)

Defining
vk = aϕck, (4.51)

we have

d2vk

dη2 + vk

(
k2 + η−2|q|−1

)
= 0, (4.52)

with the solution

vk(η) = C+
√

η Jν(kη) + C−
√

ηYν(kη), (4.53)

where
ν =

1
2

√
1− 4|q|−1. (4.54)

C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.
In the special case xc = ±

√
3/3, λ = ±

√
2, with f (±

√
2) = 0 and q = 0, the previous

asymptotic analysis fails. To analyse this case, we use the relationH = aH = H0 (constant).
In this case, the equation (4.49) becomes

d2ϕck

dη2 + 2H0
dϕck

dη
+ k2ϕck = 0. (4.55)

Defining
ϕck(η) = vk(η)e−H0η , (4.56)
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equation (4.55) becomes

d2vk

dη2 + vk
(
k2 − H2

0
)
= 0, (4.57)

with ε = ±1. The solution is

vk(η) = C+eη
√

H2
0−k2

+ C−e−η
√

H2
0−k2

, (4.58)

where C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

5 Dynamical system analysis at background and perturbation levels for the mat-
terless case

Defining

Z = k2(aH)−2, (5.1)

then Z′ satisfies the following equation via the deceleration parameter q

Z′ = 2qZ, (5.2)

this last one is related to the Hubble parameter through the expression Ḣ = −(1 + q)H2 or,
as d

dN = H−1 d
dt ,

H′ = −(1 + q)H. (5.3)

Finally, the above expression can be written as

1 + q =
1
2

φ̇2

H2 = 3x2. (5.4)

For q 6= −1 and x 6= 0, we have at the equilibrium points

1 + q∗ = 3x∗2. (5.5)

Then,

d ln H
d ln a

= −3x∗2 =⇒ H = H0a−3x∗2

=⇒ a(t) =
(

3H0x∗2 (t− tU) + 1
) 1

3x∗2
, H(t) =

H0

3H0x∗2 (t− tU) + 1
, (5.6)

where tU is the age of the Universe, and we have assumed H(tU) = H0, and a(tU) = 1.
When x∗ = 0, q∗ = −1 we have a de Sitter expansion with

a(t) = eH0(t−tU), H(t) = H0. (5.7)

Deepening into the interpretation of the variable Z = k2

H2 , with H = aH. Perturbations
with k2H−2 � 1 are called long wavelength or super-horizon. Those with k2H−2 � 1 are
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considered short wavelengths or sub-horizon. Long wavelength perturbations are usually
studied by choosing the idealised limiting value k = 0, corresponding to Z = 0. On the
other hand, short wavelength perturbations correspond to Z → ∞. We also note that in
choosing Z = k2

H2 as a dynamical variable, we have that the wave number k is absorbed in
the definition when formulating the dynamical system. However, if we choose the reference
time t = tU (i.e., when N := ln a = 0) to be the time for setting initial data in the state space,
then different choices of Z0 = k2

H2
0

for a given H0 (we assume a(tU) = 1) yield solutions with
different wave number k [110].

The evolution of the background quantities leads to the (not bounded) dynamical sys-
tem

x′ = −
(

3x−
√

3
2

λ

) (
1− x2) , λ′ = −

√
6x f , Z′ = 2(3x2 − 1)Z, (5.8)

To do the compactification, we denote

Z̄ =
Z

1 + Z
=

k2

k2 + (aH)2 , Z =
Z̄

1− Z̄
. (5.9)

We note that

Z̄′ = 2(3x2 − 1)Z̄ (1− Z̄) . (5.10)

However, as we can see from that, when Z̄ → 1, we have a singularity, so we change
the “e folding time” from N to N̄ through

dN̄
dN

=
1

1− Z̄
= 1 + Z. (5.11)

Recall that we refer to the invariant set Z̄ = 0 as the long wavelength boundary (or
the super-horizon boundary), and Z̄ = 1 as the short wavelength boundary (or sub-horizon
boundary). After compactification of Z to Z̄, we get the final set of equations as

dx
dN̄

= −
(

3x−
√

3
2

λ

) (
1− x2) (1− Z̄) , (5.12a)

dλ

dN̄
= −
√

6x f (1− Z̄) , (5.12b)

dZ̄
dN̄

= 2(3x2 − 1)Z̄ (1− Z̄)2 . (5.12c)

The function λ can be negative, zero, positive, or unbounded. However, in some excep-
tional cases, say, when f (λ) is an even function, f (λ) = f (−λ), there is no loss of generality
in assuming that λ is non-negative. In this case, the field equations are invariant under the
transformation (x, φ) → −(x, φ) and λ → −λ. That is the case of the exponential potential
where f ≡ 0.

For an arbitrary potential, and given λ∗, with f (λ∗) = 0, the equilibrium point S f (λ∗),
with x∗ = λ∗/

√
6 exists for −

√
6 < λ∗ <

√
6 and is a sink for −

√
3 < λ∗ < 0, f ′(λ∗) < 0
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or 0 < λ∗ <
√

3, f ′(λ∗) > 0. Also, dS is stable for f (0) > 0. That is, at the future attractor,
we have x∗ = λ∗/

√
6 or zero at the background state space. At these equilibrium points

the deceleration parameter q = −1 + λ∗2/2 or q = −1 and is thus constant. The range
−
√

6 ≤ λ∗ ≤
√

6 corresponds to the range−1 ≤ q ≤ 2 for q. This range of q also describes a
space-time with a perfect fluid with a linear equation of state p = wρ, with w := (2q− 1)/3
in the range −1 ≤ w ≤ 1. Thus λ∗ = 0 corresponds to a cosmological constant while the
bifurcation value λ∗ = ±

√
6 corresponds to a stiff fluid with the speed of sound equal to

that of light. On the other hand, λ∗2 > 6 yields an equation of state with superluminal
speed. Therefore, at the physically interesting late-time attractors, λ is bounded. However,
we can handle the cases λ→ ±∞ using the new variable (3.33).

5.1 Stability analysis of the fixed points on the background space B

The dynamics at the background space B = {(x, λ, Z̄) ∈ [−1, 1]×R× [0, 1]} is given by

dx
dN

= −
(

3x−
√

3
2

λ

) (
1− x2) ,

dλ

dN
= −
√

6x f ,
dZ̄
dN

= 2(3x2 − 1)Z̄ (1− Z̄) , (5.13)

where it is convenient to use the e-folding variable as the time variable.
The equilibrium points in the background space are the following.

1. P1(λ
∗) : (x, λ, Z̄) =

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 0

)
that exists for −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6. The eigenvalues

are 1
2

(
λ∗2 − 6

)
, λ∗2 − 2,−λ∗ f ′(λ∗). It is a saddle for f ′(λ∗) < 0,−

√
2 < λ∗ < 0,

or f ′(λ∗) > 0, 0 < λ∗ <
√

2, or 2 < λ∗
2
< 6 or λ∗ f ′(λ∗) < 0. It is non-hyperbolic

otherwise.

2. P2(λ∗) : (x, λ, Z̄) = (−1, λ∗, 0) that always exists. The eigenvalues are
4,
√

6λ∗ + 6,
√

6 f ′(λ∗). It is a source for λ∗ > −
√

6, f ′(λ∗) > 0. It is a saddle for
λ∗ < −

√
6 or f ′(λ∗) < 0. It is non-hyperbolic otherwise.

3. P3(λ∗) : (x, λ, Z̄) = (1, λ∗, 0) that always exists. The eigenvalues are
4, 6 −

√
6λ∗,−

√
6 f ′(λ∗). It is a source for λ∗ <

√
6, f ′(λ∗) < 0. It is a saddle for

λ∗ >
√

6 or f ′(λ∗) > 0. It is non-hyperbolic otherwise.

4. P4(λ
∗) : (x, λ, Z̄) =

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 1

)
that exists for −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6. The eigenvalues are

1
2

(
λ∗2 − 6

)
, 2− λ∗2,−λ∗ f ′(λ∗). It is a sink for 2 < λ∗

2
< 6 and λ∗ f ′(λ∗) > 0. It is a

saddle for 0 ≤ λ∗
2
< 2 or λ∗ f ′(λ∗) < 0. It is non-hyperbolic otherwise.

5. P5(λ∗) : (x, λ, Z̄) = (−1, λ∗, 1) that always exists. The eigenvalues are
−4,
√

6λ∗ + 6,
√

6 f ′(λ∗). It is a sink for λ∗ < −
√

6 and f ′(λ∗) < 0. It is a saddle for
λ∗ < −

√
6 or f ′(λ∗) > 0. It is non-hyperbolic otherwise.

6. P6(λ∗) : (x, λ, Z̄) = (1, λ∗, 1) that always exists. The eigenvalues are
−4, 6−

√
6λ∗,−

√
6 f ′(λ∗). It is a sink for λ∗ >

√
6 and f ′(λ∗) > 0. It is a saddle for

λ∗ <
√

6 or f ′(λ∗) < 0. It is non-hyperbolic otherwise.
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Label x λ Z̄ Existence k1 k2 k3 Stability

P1(λ
∗) λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6 1

2

(
λ∗2 − 6

)
λ∗2 − 2 −λ∗ f ′(λ∗) Saddle for

f ′(λ∗) < 0,−
√

2 < λ∗ < 0,
or f ′(λ∗) > 0, 0 < λ∗ <

√
2,

or 2 < λ∗
2
< 6,

or λ∗ f ′(λ∗) < 0.
N. H. otherwise.

P2(λ∗) −1 λ∗ 0 always 4
√

6λ∗ + 6
√

6 f ′(λ∗) Source for
λ∗ > −

√
6, f ′(λ∗) > 0.

Saddle for λ∗ < −
√

6
or f ′(λ∗) < 0.

N. H. otherwise.
P3(λ∗) 1 λ∗ 0 always 4 6−

√
6λ∗ −

√
6 f ′(λ∗) Source for

λ∗ <
√

6, f ′(λ∗) < 0,
saddle for λ∗ >

√
6,

or f ′(λ∗) > 0.
N. H. otherwise.

P4(λ
∗) λ∗√

6
λ∗ 1 −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6 1

2

(
λ∗2 − 6

)
2− λ∗2 −λ∗ f ′(λ∗) sink for

2 < λ∗
2
< 6, λ∗ f ′(λ∗) > 0.

saddle for 0 ≤ λ∗
2
< 2,

or λ∗ f ′(λ∗) < 0.
N. H. otherwise.

P5(λ∗) −1 λ∗ 1 always −4
√

6λ∗ + 6
√

6 f ′(λ∗) sink for
λ∗ < −

√
6, f ′(λ∗) < 0.

saddle for λ∗ < −
√

6,
or f ′(λ∗) > 0.

N. H. otherwise.
P6(λ∗) 1 λ∗ 1 always −4 6−

√
6λ∗ −

√
6 f ′(λ∗) sink for

λ∗ >
√

6, f ′(λ∗) > 0.
saddle for λ∗ <

√
6.

or f ′(λ∗) < 0
N. H. otherwise

P7 − 1√
3
−
√

2 Z̄c
f (−
√

2) = 0,
0 ≤ Z̄c ≤ 1

−2 0
√

2 f ′
(
−
√

2
)

saddle if f ′
(
−
√

2
)
> 0

sink for f ′
(
−
√

2
)
< 0

P8
1√
3

√
2 Z̄c

f (
√

2) = 0,
0 ≤ Z̄c ≤ 1

−2 0 −
√

2 f ′
(√

2
)

. saddle if f ′
(√

2
)
< 0.

sink for f ′
(√

2
)
> 0.

P9 0 0 0 always −2 − 1
2

(
3 +

√
9− 12 f (0)

)
− 1

2

(
3−

√
9− 12 f (0)

)
sink for f (0) > 0.

saddle for f (0) < 0.

P10 0 0 1 always 2 − 1
2

(
3 +

√
9− 12 f (0)

)
− 1

2

(
3−

√
9− 12 f (0)

)
saddle.

Table 6. Equilibrium points of system (5.13) in the finite region for an arbitrary function f (λ). N. H.
stands for Non-hyperbolic.

7. The line P7 : (x, λ, Z̄) =
(
− 1√

3
,−
√

2, Z̄c

)
exists for f (−

√
2) = 0 and 0 ≤ Z̄c ≤ 1.

The eigenvalues are −2, 0,
√

2 f ′
(
−
√

2
)

. The eigenvector associated with the zero
eigenvalues is tangent to the line. Then, it is normally hyperbolic. This implies it is a
saddle if f ′

(
−
√

2
)
> 0 or a sink for f ′

(
−
√

2
)
< 0.

8. The line P8 : (x, λ, Z̄) =
(

1√
3
,
√

2, Z̄c

)
exists for f (

√
2) = 0 and 0 ≤ Z̄c ≤ 1. The eigen-

values are −2, 0,−
√

2 f ′
(√

2
)

. The eigenvector associated with the zero eigenvalues
is tangent to the line. Then, it is normally hyperbolic. This implies it is a saddle if
f ′
(√

2
)
< 0 or a sink for f ′

(√
2
)
> 0.

9. P9 : (x, λ, Z̄) = (0, 0, 0). The eigenvalues are
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Label x λ Z̄ Existence k1 k2 k3 Stability
P1(0) 0 0 0 always −3 −2 0 saddle (n > 0); sink (n < 0)
P2(0) −1 0 0 always 4 6 0 unstable
P3(0) 1 0 0 always 4 6 0 unstable
P4(0) 0 0 1 always −6 2 0 saddle
P5(0) −1 0 1 always −4 6 0 saddle
P6(0) 1 0 1 always −4 6 0 saddle

Table 7. Equilibrium points of system (5.14) in the finite region for f (λ) = − λ2

n .

−2,− 1
2

(
3 +

√
9− 12 f (0)

)
,− 1

2

(
3−

√
9− 12 f (0)

)
. It is a sink for f (0) > 0 or a sad-

dle for f (0) < 0.

10. P10 : (x, λ, Z̄) = (0, 0, 1). The eigenvalues are
2,− 1

2

(
3 +

√
9− 12 f (0)

)
,− 1

2

(
3−

√
9− 12 f (0)

)
. It is a saddle.

Now we present some numerical solutions. As we commented, λ is generically bounded
at late-time attractors. However, we handle the cases λ→ ±∞ using the new variable (3.33).

5.1.1 First Example: monomial potential

Substituting the function f (λ) = −λ2

n in (5.13) we obtain

dx
dN

= −
(

3x−
√

3
2

λ

) (
1− x2) , (5.14a)

dλ

dN
=

√
6

n
xλ2, (5.14b)

dZ̄
dN

= 2(3x2 − 1)Z̄ (1− Z̄) , (5.14c)

defined on the background space B = {(x, λ, Z̄) ∈ [−1, 1]×R× [0, 1]}.
Tab. 7 presents the equilibrium points of system (5.14) in the finite region.
Interestingly, the de Sitter point P1(0) : (x, λ, Z̄) = (0, 0, 0) always exists. The eigenval-

ues are −3,−2, 0. It is non-hyperbolic. Using the Centre Manifold theorem, we obtain that
the graph locally gives the centre manifold of the origin{

(x, λ, Z̄) ∈ [−1, 1]×R× [0, 1] : x =
λ√
6
+ h1(λ), Z̄ = h2(λ),

h1(0) = 0, h2(0) = 0, h′1(0) = 0, h′2(0) = 0, |λ| < δ
}

(5.15)
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for a small enough δ. The functions h1 and h2 satisfy the differential equations

6λ2
((√

6h1(λ) + λ
)

h′1(λ) + h1(λ)
)
− 3nh1(λ)

(
2
√

6λh1(λ) + 6h1(λ)
2 + λ2 − 6

)
+
√

6λ3 = 0,

(5.16)

−
λ2
(√

6h1(λ) + λ
)

h′2(λ)

n
−
(

2
√

6λh1(λ) + 6h1(λ)
2 + λ2 − 2

)
h2(λ)

2

+
(

2
√

6λh1(λ) + 6h1(λ)
2 + λ2 − 2

)
h2(λ) = 0. (5.17)

Using the Taylor series, we have the solution for x(λ) given by (3.28) and

Z(λ) = O
(

λ14
)

. (5.18)

The 1D dynamical system dictates the dynamics at the centre manifold

dλ

dN
= −U′(λ). (5.19)

That is a gradient-like equation with potential U(λ) defined through (3.31). Since U(4)(0) =
−6/n 6= 0, the origin is a degenerate maximum of the potential for n > 0. Therefore, the
centre manifold of the origin and the origin are unstable (saddle), and if n < 0, it is stable.

In Fig. 4 is represented the flow of the system (5.14) in the phase space (x, u, Z̄) for
n = −1, 1, 2, 3.

In Fig. 5 is represented the flow of the system (5.14) restricted to the plane (x, u) for
n = −1, 1, 2, 3.

As shown in these Figs. 4 and 5, for n > 0 the late time attractor corresponds to λ →
±∞ (along the centre manifold of the origin). Which corresponds to (x, λ, Z̄) = (±1,±∞, 1).
For n < 0, the attractor is the origin. For n > 0, the origin is a saddle point. These numerical
results illustrate the analytical results in Tab. 7, therefore, the stability analysis is numeri-
cally confirmed.

5.1.2 Second Example: double exponential

Substituting the function f (λ) = − (λ + α) (λ + β) in (5.13) we obtain

dx
dN

= −
(

3x−
√

3
2

λ

) (
1− x2) , (5.20a)

dλ

dN
=
√

6x (λ + α) (λ + β) , (5.20b)

dZ̄
dN

= 2
(
3x2 − 1

)
Z̄ (1− Z̄) , (5.20c)

defined on the background space B = {(x, λ, Z̄) ∈ [−1, 1]×R× [0, 1]}.
Recall that f ′(λ) = −α− β− 2λ, and f (λ) = 0⇐⇒ λ ∈ {−α,−β} and f ′(−α) = α− β,

f ′(−β) = − (α− β). Moreover, we have f (0) = −αβ, and f ′(0) = −α− β. Without losing
generality, we can assume α < β.
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Figure 4. Flow of the system (5.14) in the representations (x, u) for n = −1, 1, 2, 3.

Tab. 8 presents the equilibrium points of system (5.20) in the finite region.
Figs. 6 and 7 represent the flow of the system (5.20) for different values of α and β in

the phase space (x, u, Z̄).
Figs. 8 and 9 represent the flow of the system (5.20) in the plane (x, u) for different

values of α and β. These numerical results illustrate the analytical results in Tab. 8, therefore,
the stability analysis is numerically confirmed.

5.2 Extended phase space at background and perturbation levels: Bardeen Potential

In equation (4.19), we first note that Φk is generally complex (as it came from Fourier trans-
formation). So, we write Φk = F1 + iF2, where F1 and F2 are the real and imaginary parts of
Φk, respectively. Moreover, the resulting equation has the structure

F′′ + PF′ + QF = 0, (5.21)

where

P =

[
7− 3x2 +

√
6λ

(
1− x2

x

)]
, Q =

[
6
(
1− x2)+√3

2
λ

(
1− x2

x

)
+

k2

a2H2

]
, (5.22)
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Figure 5. Flow of the system (5.14) in the plane (x, u) for n = −1, 1, 2, 3.

that is the same for F1 and F2. Generically, we denote Fi = ri cos θi and F′i = ri sin θi where
i = 1, 2. So,

F′ = F tan θ, (5.23)

where F′
F = Y has a period of π. Hence, the mapping Y = tan θ is two-to-one and, therefore,

when θ makes one revolution (0 → 2π) Y has to be traversed twice −∞ → +∞ [110].
Following this line, Equation (5.21) can be expressed then as

Y ′ = −Y2 − PY −Q, (5.24)

or
θ′ = − sin2 θ − P sin θ cos θ −Q cos2 θ. (5.25)

We also note that it is possible to get Fi from Yi through the expression

Fi(N) = Fi(0) exp
(∫ N

0
Yi(Ñ)dÑ

)
. (5.26)

The sign of tan θ denotes whether the Fi(N) (for i = 1 it is the real part) will grow or decay
as θ ranges from (−π, π].
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Label x λ Z̄ Existence k1 k2 k3 Stability
P1(−α) − α√

6
−α 0 −

√
6 < α <

√
6 1

2

(
α2 − 6

)
α2 − 2 α(α− β) N. H. for

α ∈
{
−
√

2, 0,
√

2
}

sink for
0 < α <

√
2, β > α

saddle otherwise
P1(−β) − β√

6
−β 0 −

√
6 < β <

√
6 1

2

(
β2 − 6

)
β2 − 2 β(β− α) N. H. for

β ∈
{
−
√

2, 0,
√

2
}

sink for
−
√

2 < β < 0, α < β

saddle otherwise
P2(−α) −1 −α 0 always 4 6−

√
6α

√
6(α− β) N. H. for α =

√
6

saddle otherwise
P2(−β) −1 −β 0 always 4 6−

√
6β

√
6(β− α) N. H. for β =

√
6

source for α < β <
√

6
saddle otherwise

P3(−α) 1 −α 0 always 4
√

6α + 6
√

6(β− α) N. H. for α = −
√

6
source for −

√
6 < α < β

saddle otherwise
P3(−β) 1 −β 0 always 4

√
6β + 6

√
6(α− β) N. H. for β = −

√
6

saddle otherwise
P4(−α) − α√

6
−α 1 −

√
6 < α <

√
6 1

2

(
α2 − 6

)
2− α2 α(α− β) N. H. for

α ∈
{
−
√

2, 0,
√

2
}

sink for√
2 < α <

√
6, β > α

saddle otherwise
P4(−β) − β√

6
−β 1 −

√
6 < β <

√
6 1

2

(
β2 − 6

)
2− β2 β(β− α) N. H. for

β ∈
{
−
√

2, 0,
√

2
}

sink for
−
√

6 < β < −
√

2, α < β

saddle otherwise
P5(−α) −1 −α 1 always −4 6−

√
6α

√
6(α− β) N. H. for α =

√
6

sink for
√

6 < α < β

saddle otherwise
P5(−β) −1 −β 1 always −4 6−

√
6β

√
6(β− α) N. H. for β =

√
6

saddle otherwise
P6(−α) 1 −α 1 always −4

√
6α + 6

√
6(β− α) N. H. for α = −

√
6

saddle otherwise
P6(−β) 1 −β 1 always −4

√
6β + 6

√
6(α− β) N. H. for β = −

√
6

sink for α < β < −
√

6
saddle otherwise

P7 − 1√
3
−
√

2 Z̄c
β > α =

√
2,

0 ≤ Z̄c ≤ 1
−2 0

√
2
(√

2− β
)

sink

α < β =
√

2,
0 ≤ Z̄c ≤ 1

−2 0
√

2
(√

2− α
)

saddle

P8
1√
3

√
2 Z̄c

β > α = −
√

2,
0 ≤ Z̄c ≤ 1

−2 0
√

2
(√

2 + β
)

saddle

α < β = −
√

2,
0 ≤ Z̄c ≤ 1

√
2
(√

2 + α
)

sink

P9 0 0 0 always −2 1
2

(
−
√

12αβ + 9− 3
) 1

2

(√
12αβ + 9− 3

)
stable for αβ < 0

P10 0 0 1 always 2 1
2

(
−
√

12αβ + 9− 3
) 1

2

(√
12αβ + 9− 3

)
saddle

Table 8. Equilibrium points of system (5.20) in the finite region for f (λ) = −(λ + α)(λ + β), α 6= β.
Without losing generality, we can assume α < β. N.H. stand for Non-hyperbolic

Therefore, equation (5.1) becomes

Z′ = 2
(
3x2 − 1

)
Z, (5.27)
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Figure 6. Flow of the system (5.20) for different values of α and β.

and equation (4.19) lead for the Bardeen potential Φ to
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Figure 7. Flow of the system (5.20) for different values of α and β.

θ′ = − sin2 θ −
[

7− 3x2 +
√

6λ

(
1− x2

x

)]
sin θ cos θ

−
[

6
(
1− x2)+√3

2
λ

(
1− x2

x

)
+ Z

]
cos2 θ. (5.28)
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Figure 8. Flow of the system (5.20) in the plane (x, u) for different values of α and β.

The final equations for the Bardeen potential are the background equations (5.12) with
the perturbation equation

dθ

dN̄
= −

[
sin2 θ +

(
7− 3x2 +

√
6λ

(
1− x2

x

))
sin θ cos θ

+

(
6
(
1− x2)+√3

2
λ

(
1− x2

x

))
cos2 θ

]
(1− Z̄)− Z̄ cos2 θ, (5.29)
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Figure 9. Flow of the system (5.20) in the plane (x, u) for different values of α and β.

defined in the phase-space B× P modulo nπ, n ∈ Z, where the background space is

B = {(x, λ, Z̄) ∈ [−1, 1]×R× [0, 1]} , (5.30)

and the perturbation space is
P = {θ ∈ [−π, π]} . (5.31)

The scalar field perturbations from Bardeen potentials, the comoving curvature per-
turbation, and the Sasaki-Mukhanov variable are growing up, decaying or frozen, accord-
ing to the θ-values. They are classified as super- or sub-horizon perturbations according to
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whether Z̄ → 0 or Z̄ → 1. Therefore, we omitted the analysis of non-hyperbolic equilibrium
points; the analysis of those points can be done numerically.

5.2.1 Sub-horizon boundary

Recall that the limit k2H−2 � 1 corresponds to the short wavelength or sub-horizon bound-
ary. It is related to the limit Z̄ = 1. In this limit (5.12) and (5.29) becomes

dx
dN̄

= 0,
dλ

dN̄
= 0,

dθ

dN̄
= − cos2 θ. (5.32)

Then, we have two asymptotic behaviours as k2H−2 � 1, say there are two set of equi-
librium points with constant x, λ and θ = π/2 + nπ, n = −1, 0. When cos2 θ > 0, θ is
monotonically decreasing at constant x, λ. Then, the invariant set is spanned by a family of
heteroclinic cycles with constant x, λ. They are denoted by A19 and A20 in Tab. 9. Because of
their physical importance, we have distinguished some special points, say A21(λ

∗), to A30.
At θ = π/2 + nπ, n = −1, 0 we have

dθ

dN̄
|cos θ=0 = − (1− Z̄) ,

dθ

dN
|cos θ=0 = −1. (5.33)

which implies that the orbits near Z̄ = 1 shadow the heteroclinic cycles and do not end at
the equilibrium points in these cycles.

Now passing to the e-folding time, the stability of the set of equilibrium points on
Z̄ = 1 can be examined by analysing the fast-slow system

dx
dN

= −
(

3x−
√

3
2

λ

) (
1− x2) , (5.34a)

dλ

dN
= −
√

6x f , (5.34b)

dε

dN
= −2

(
3x2 − 1

)
ε (1− ε) , (5.34c)

ε
dθ

dN
= − cos2 θ. (5.34d)

where 0 < (1− Z̄) := ε ≤ 1. We see, that, whenever q := (3x2 − 1) > 0 the perturbation
variable ε monotonically tends to zero, so that the surface Z̄ = 1 is approached as q∗ :=(

3x∗2 − 1
)
> 0 for a fixed value of x. On the other hand, for q∗ < 0 for a fixed value of

x = x∗ the perturbation ε is enhanced and ε→ 1, whence, Z̄ → 0.
The angular variable produces an eigenvalue −2 (cos θ sin θ) /ε along the θ-axis, that

is zero at θ = π/2+ nπ, n = −1, 0 as ε→ 0. Therefore, at the points with Z̄ = 1, we have, in
addition to the eigenvalues presented in section 5.1, a zero eigenvalue corresponding to θ.
The stability conditions in the background space are the building blocks for the analysis of
the extended phase space B× P, modulo nπ, n ∈ Z, where the background space is (5.30)
and the perturbation space is (5.31).
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Label x λ Z̄ θ k1 k2 k3 k4 a(t), H(t), φ(t)

A1(λ
∗) λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 − cos−1(−∆1)

1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 Γ1 +

(
8− 3λ∗

2

2

)
sin
(
2 sin−1(∆1)

)
−λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

A2(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 cos−1(∆1)

1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 Γ1 +

(
8− 3λ∗

2

2

)
sin
(
2 cos−1(∆1)

)
−λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

A3(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 − cos−1(∆1)

1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 Γ1 +

(
3λ∗

2

2 − 8
)

sin
(
2 cos−1(∆1)

)
−λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

A4(λ
∗) λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 cos−1(−∆1)

1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 Γ1 +

(
3λ∗

2

2 − 8
)

sin
(
2 sin−1(∆1)

)
−λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

A5(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 − cos−1(−∆2)

1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 Γ2 +

(
8− 3λ∗

2

2

)
sin
(
2 sin−1(∆2)

)
−λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

A6(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 cos−1(∆2)

1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 Γ2 +

(
8− 3λ∗

2

2

)
sin
(
2 cos−1(∆2)

)
−λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

A7(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 − cos−1(∆2)

1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 Γ2 +

(
3λ∗

2

2 − 8
)

sin
(
2 cos−1(∆2)

)
−λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

A8(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 cos−1(−∆2)

1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 Γ2 +

(
3λ∗

2

2 − 8
)

sin
(
2 sin−1(∆2)

)
−λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

A9(λ∗) −1 λ∗ 0 0 −4 4
√

6λ∗ + 6
√

6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)
A10(λ

∗) −1 λ∗ 0 −π −4 4
√

6λ∗ + 6
√

6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)
A11(λ

∗) −1 λ∗ 0 π −4 4
√

6λ∗ + 6
√

6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

A12(λ
∗) −1 λ∗ 0 sec−1

(
−
√

17
)

4 4
√

6λ∗ + 6
√

6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

A13(λ
∗) −1 λ∗ 0 − sec−1

(√
17
)

4 4
√

6λ∗ + 6
√

6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

A14(λ
∗) 1 λ∗ 0 0 −4 4 6−

√
6λ∗ −

√
6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

A15(λ
∗) 1 λ∗ 0 −π −4 4 6−

√
6λ∗ −

√
6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

A16(λ
∗) 1 λ∗ 0 π −4 4 6−

√
6λ∗ −

√
6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

A17(λ
∗) 1 λ∗ 0 sec−1

(
−
√

17
)

4 4 6−
√

6λ∗ −
√

6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

A18(λ
∗) 1 λ∗ 0 − sec−1

(√
17
)

4 4 6−
√

6λ∗ −
√

6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

A19 xc λc 1 −π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.18), (3.19), (3.20)

A20 xc λc 1 π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.18), (3.19), (3.20)

A21(λ
∗) λ∗√

6
λ∗ 1 −π

2 0 0 0 0 (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

A22(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 1 π

2 0 0 0 0 (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

A23 −1 λc 1 −π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

A24 1 λc 1 −π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

A25 −1 λc 1 π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

A26 1 λc 1 π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

A27 − 1√
3

λc 1 −π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.21), (3.22), (3.23)

A28
1√
3

λc 1 −π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.21), (3.22), (3.23)

A29 − 1√
3

λc 1 π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.21), (3.22), (3.23)

A30
1√
3

λc 1 π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.21), (3.22), (3.23)

Table 9. Equilibrium points of the system (5.12) and (5.29).

5.2.2 Stability analysis of the fixed points on the space B× P

In Tab. 9 the equilibrium points of the system (5.12) and (5.29) are presented, where we
denote by λ∗ any zeroes of f (λ) and we define the quantities

∆1,2 =
2
√

2√
9λ∗4 ± 3

(√
9λ∗4 − 132λ∗2 + 532∓ 48

)
λ∗2 ∓ 26

√
9λ∗4 − 132λ∗2 + 532 + 612

,

(5.35)

and

Γ1,2 =
6
(

3λ∗2 − 26
) (

3λ∗2 − 23
)

−9λ∗4 + 108λ∗2 ± 3λ∗2
√

9λ∗4 − 132λ∗2 + 532∓ 26
√

9λ∗4 − 132λ∗2 + 532− 320
.

(5.36)

These equilibrium points and the stability conditions are summarised as follows:
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A1,2(λ
∗) :

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 0,∓ cos−1(∓∆1)

)
exist for −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6, they are saddles for

f ′(λ∗) < 0,−
√

2 < λ∗ < 0, or f ′(λ∗) > 0, 0 < λ∗ <
√

2, or 2 < λ∗
2
< 6 or λ∗ f ′(λ∗) < 0.

They are non-hyperbolic otherwise. We have a cosmological solution for these equilibrium

points with an asymptotic scale factor (3.12). Since Φ′
Φ =

√
1−∆2

1
∆1

, and ∆1 > 0, the amplitude
of super-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation growth up an at an exponential rate. Using
the procedures of section 4.1.1, that is, under the transformation

Φk = a
−
(

6− λ∗
2

2

)
vk, (5.37)

we obtain the equation

d2vk

dη2 + vk

k2 −
2(λ∗ − 3)(λ∗ + 3)

(
λ∗2 − 6

)
η2
(

λ∗2 − 2
)2

 = 0, (5.38)

with solution
vk(η) = C+

√
η Jν(kη) + C−

√
ηYν(kη), (5.39)

where

ν =

√
9λ∗4 − 124λ∗2 + 436

2
(

λ∗2 − 2
) , (5.40)

and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.
A3,4(λ

∗) :
(

λ∗√
6
, λ∗, 0,∓ cos−1(±∆1)

)
, with −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6, are sinks for f ′(λ∗) <

0,−
√

2 < λ∗ < 0, or f ′(λ∗) > 0, 0 < λ∗ <
√

2. For the range 2 < λ∗
2
< 6 or λ∗ f ′(λ∗) < 0

they are saddles. They are non-hyperbolic otherwise. We have a cosmological solution

for these equilibrium points with an asymptotic scale factor (3.12). Since Φ′
Φ = −

√
1−∆2

1
∆1

,
and ∆1 > 0, the amplitude of super-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation exponentially
decays. Introducing the transformation (5.37), we acquire the Bessel equation (5.38) with
solution (5.39) where the parameter ν is defined by (5.40), and C+ and C− are complex
constants depending on k.

A5,6(λ∗) :
(

λ∗√
6
, λ∗, 0,∓ cos−1(∓∆2)

)
, with −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6, are saddles for f ′(λ∗) <

0,−
√

2 < λ∗ < 0, or f ′(λ∗) > 0, 0 < λ∗ <
√

2, or 2 < λ∗
2
< 6 or λ∗ f ′(λ∗) < 0. They are

non-hyperbolic otherwise. We have a cosmological solution for these equilibrium points

with an asymptotic scale factor (3.12). Since Φ′
Φ =

√
1−∆2

2
∆2

, and ∆2 > 0, the amplitude of
super-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation growth up an at an exponential rate. Intro-
ducing the transformation (5.37), we acquire the Bessel equation (5.38) with solution (5.39)
where the parameter ν is defined by (5.40), and C+ and C− are complex constants depending
on k.

A7,8(λ∗) :
(

λ∗√
6
, λ∗, 0,∓ cos−1(±∆2)

)
, with −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6, are saddles for f ′(λ∗) <

0,−
√

2 < λ∗ < 0, or f ′(λ∗) > 0, 0 < λ∗ <
√

2, or 2 < λ∗
2
< 6 or λ∗ f ′(λ∗) < 0. They are

non-hyperbolic otherwise. We have a cosmological solution for these equilibrium points
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with an asymptotic scale factor (3.12). Since Φ′
Φ = −

√
1−∆2

2
∆2

, and ∆2 > 0, the amplitude of
super-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation exponentially decays. Introducing the trans-
formation (5.37), we acquire the Bessel equation (5.38) with solution (5.39) where the pa-
rameter ν is defined by (5.40), and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

A9(λ∗) : (−1, λ∗, 0, 0), A10(λ
∗) : (−1, λ∗, 0,−π) and A11(λ

∗) : (−1, λ∗, 0, π) are sad-
dles. We have a cosmological solution for these equilibrium points with an asymptotic scale
factor (3.15). Since Φ′

Φ = 0, the amplitude of super-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation
is frozen. Under the transformation

Φk = a−3vk, (5.41)

we obtain the equation
d2vk

dη2 + k2vk = 0, (5.42)

with solution
vk(η) = C+ cos(kη) + C− sin(kη) (5.43)

where C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.
A12,13(λ

∗) :
(
−1, λ∗, 0,± sec−1

(
∓
√

17
))

are sources for λ∗ > −
√

6, f ′(λ∗) > 0. They

are saddles for λ∗ < −
√

6 or f ′(λ∗) < 0. They are non-hyperbolic otherwise. We have a
cosmological solution for this equilibrium point with an asymptotic scale factor (3.15). Since
Φ′
Φ = −4, the amplitude of super-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation exponentially de-
cays. Introducing the transformation (5.41), we acquire the equation (5.42) with solution
(5.43) where C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

A14(λ
∗) : (1, λ∗, 0, 0), A15(λ

∗) : (1, λ∗, 0,−π) and A16(λ
∗) : (1, λ∗, 0, π) are saddles.

We have a cosmological solution for these equilibrium points with an asymptotic scale fac-
tor (3.15). Since Φ′

Φ = 0, the amplitude of super-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation is
frozen. Introducing the transformation (5.41), we acquire the equation (5.42) with solution
(5.43) where C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

A17,18(λ
∗) :

(
1, λ∗, 0,± sec−1

(
∓
√

17
))

are sources for λ∗ <
√

6, f ′(λ∗) < 0. They are

saddles for λ∗ >
√

6 or f ′(λ∗) > 0. They are non-hyperbolic otherwise. We have a cos-
mological solution for these equilibrium points with an asymptotic scale factor (3.15). Since
Φ′
Φ = −4, the amplitude of super-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation exponentially de-
cays. Introducing the transformation (5.41), we acquire the equation (5.42) with solution
(5.43) where C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

As we commented, the invariant set Z̄ = 1 is spanned by a family of heteroclinic
cycles with constant x, λ. They are denoted by A19 and A20 in Tab. 9. Because of their
physical importance, we have distinguished some special points, say A21(λ

∗), to A30. The
eigenvalues of the linearisation of system (5.12) are 0, 0, 0, 0 at those equilibrium points.
Therefore they are non-hyperbolic.

A19 :
(
xc, λc, 1,−π

2

)
, with −1 ≤ xc ≤ 1. We have a cosmological solution for this

equilibrium point with an asymptotic scale factor (3.18). For xc = 0 we have a de Sitter
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expansion with a(t) = eH0(t−tU). Since Φ′
Φ → −∞, the amplitude of sub-horizon Bardeen

potential perturbation quickly decays.
Assume xc /∈ {0,±

√
3/3}, then, under the transformation

Φk = a−(6−3x2
c)vk, (5.44)

we obtain the equation

d2vk

dη2 + vk

(
k2 −

9(xc − 1)(xc + 1)
(
2x2

c − 3
)

η2 (1− 3x2
c )

2

)
= 0, (5.45)

with solution
vk(η) = C+

√
η Jν(kη) + C−

√
ηYν(kη), (5.46)

where

ν =

√
81x4

c − 186x2
c + 109

2− 6x2
c

, (5.47)

and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.
A20 :

(
xc, λc, 1, π

2

)
. For this equilibrium point, we have a cosmological solution with an

asymptotic scale factor (3.18). For xc = 0 we have a de Sitter expansion with a(t) = eH0(t−tU).
Since Φ′

Φ → ∞, the amplitude of sub-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation quickly di-
verges. Introducing the transformation (5.44), we acquire the Bessel equation (5.45) with
solution (5.46) where the parameter ν is defined by (5.47).

A21(λ
∗) :

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 1,−π

2

)
, with −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6. We have a cosmological solution for

this equilibrium point with an asymptotic scale factor (3.12). Since Φ′
Φ → −∞, the amplitude

of sub-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation quickly decays. Introducing the transforma-
tion (5.37), we acquire the Bessel equation (5.38) with solution (5.39) where the parameter ν

is defined by (5.40), and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.
A22(λ∗) :

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 1, π

2

)
, with −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6. We have a cosmological solution for

this equilibrium point with an asymptotic scale factor (3.12). Since Φ′
Φ → ∞, the amplitude

of sub-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation quickly diverges. Introducing the transfor-
mation (5.37), we acquire the Bessel equation (5.38) with solution (5.39) where the parameter
ν is defined by (5.40), and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

A23 :
(
−1, λc, 1,−π

2

)
and A24 :

(
1, λc, 1,−π

2

)
always exist. We have a cosmological

solution for these lines of equilibrium points with an asymptotic scale factor (3.15). Since
Φ′
Φ → −∞, the amplitude of sub-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation quickly decays.
Introducing the transformation (5.41), we acquire the equation (5.42) with solution (5.43)
where C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

A25 :
(
−1, λc, 1, π

2

)
and A26 :

(
1, λc, 1, π

2

)
always exist. We have a cosmological solution

for these lines of equilibrium points with an asymptotic scale factor (3.15). Since Φ′
Φ → ∞,

the amplitude of sub-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation quickly diverges. Introducing
the transformation (5.41), we acquire the equation (5.42) with solution (5.43) where C+ and
C− are complex constants depending on k.
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A27 :
(
− 1√

3
, λc, 1,−π

2

)
and A28 :

(
1√
3
, λc, 1,−π

2

)
always exist. We have a cosmological

solution for these lines of equilibrium points with an asymptotic scale factor (3.21). Since
Φ′
Φ → −∞, the amplitude of sub-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation quickly decays. In-
troducing the new variable (4.33), equation (4.32) becomes (4.34) with solution (4.35) where
ε = −1, λ = λc, and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

A29 :
(
− 1√

3
, λc, 1, π

2

)
and A30 :

(
1√
3
, λc, 1, π

2

)
always exist. We have a cosmological

solution for these lines of equilibrium points with an asymptotic scale factor (3.21). Since
Φ′
Φ = tan

(
π
2

)
→ ∞, the amplitude of sub-horizon Bardeen potential perturbation quickly

diverges. Introducing the new variable (4.33), equation (4.32) becomes (4.34) with solution
(4.35) where ε = 1, λ = λc, and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

5.3 Extended phase space at background and perturbation levels: comoving curvature
perturbation

First, note that in equation (4.36),Rk is generally complex (as it came from Fourier transfor-
mation). So, we writeRk = F1 + iF2, where F1 and F2 are the real and imaginary parts of the
Rk, respectively. Substituting Rk = F1 + iF2 in (4.36), we would get the same equation for
both real and imaginary parts. Denoting by F in equation (4.36), we get

F′′ +
√

6λ

(
1− x2

x

)
F′ +

(
k2

a2H2

)
F = 0. (5.48)

This equation has the structure of equation (5.21), where

P =
√

6λ

(
1− x2

x

)
, Q =

(
k2

a2H2

)
. (5.49)

As before, note that (5.48) is a two-degree equation of f . We can expect to use phase space
type analysis for this equation. Using (5.23) we obtain

θ′ = − sin2 θ − P sin θ cos θ −Q cos2 θ. (5.50)

Replacing the equation (5.1) in Q and considering equation (4.36), we obtain for the Comov-
ing curvature perturbationR the expression

θ′ = − sin2 θ −
√

6λ

(
1− x2

x

)
sin θ cos θ − Z cos2 θ. (5.51)

The final equations for comoving curvature perturbation are given by the background
equations (5.12) and the perturbation equation

dθ

dN̄
= −

[
sin2 θ +

√
6λ

(
1− x2

x

)
sin θ cos θ

]
(1− Z̄)− Z̄ cos2 θ, (5.52)

defined in the phase-space B× P, modulo nπ, n ∈ Z, where the background space is (5.30)
and the perturbation space is (5.31).
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5.3.1 Sub-horizon boundary

In the limit Z̄ = 1, (5.12) and (5.52) becomes (5.32). As before, we have two asymptotic
behaviours as k2H−2 � 1, say there are two set of equilibrium points with constant x, λ

and θ = π/2 + nπ, n = −1, 0. When cos2 θ > 0, θ is monotonically decreasing at constant
x, λ. Then, the invariant set is spanned by a family of heteroclinic cycles with constant x, λ.
They are denoted by B14 and B15 in Tab. 10. Because of their physical importance, we have
distinguished some special points from these sets of equilibrium points (B16(λ

∗) to B25).

5.3.2 Stability analysis of the fixed points on the space B× P

Label x λ Z̄ θ k1 k2 k3 k4 a(t), H(t), φ(t)

B1(λ
∗) λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 − cos−1

(
− 1√

(λ∗2−6)2+1

)
1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

6− λ∗
2

λ∗
2 − 2 −λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

B2(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 cos−1

(
1√

(λ∗2−6)2+1

)
1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

6− λ∗
2

λ∗
2 − 2 −λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

B3(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 − cos−1

(
1√

(λ∗2−6)2+1

)
1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

(λ∗
2 − 6)

[
4

(λ∗2−6)2+1
− 1
]

λ∗
2 − 2 −λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

B4(λ
∗) λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 cos−1

(
− 1√

(λ∗2−6)2+1

)
1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

(λ∗
2 − 6)

[
4

(λ∗2−6)2+1
− 1
]

λ∗
2 − 2 −λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

B5(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 0 1

2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 6 λ∗

2 − 2 −λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

B6(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 −π 1

2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 6 λ∗

2 − 2 −λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

B7(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 π 1

2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 6 λ∗

2 − 2 −λ∗ f ′(λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

B8(λ∗) −1 λ∗ 0 0 4 0
√

6λ∗ + 6
√

6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)
B9(λ∗) −1 λ∗ 0 −π 4 0

√
6λ∗ + 6

√
6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

B10(λ
∗) −1 λ∗ 0 π 4 0

√
6λ∗ + 6

√
6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

B11(λ
∗) 1 λ∗ 0 0 4 0 6−

√
6λ∗ −

√
6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

B12(λ
∗) 1 λ∗ 0 −π 4 0 6−

√
6λ∗ −

√
6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

B13(λ
∗) 1 λ∗ 0 π 4 0 6−

√
6λ∗ −

√
6 f ′(λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

B14 xc λc 1 −π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.18), (3.19), (3.20)

B15 xc λc 1 π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.18), (3.19), (3.20)

B16(λ
∗) λ∗√

6
λ∗ 1 −π

2 0 0 0 0 (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

B17(λ
∗) λ∗√

6
λ∗ 1 π

2 0 0 0 0 (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

B18 −1 λc 1 −π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

B19 1 λc 1 −π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

B20 −1 λc 1 π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

B21 1 λc 1 π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

B22 − 1√
3

λc 1 −π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.21), (3.22), (3.23)

B23
1√
3

λc 1 −π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.21), (3.22), (3.23)

B24 − 1√
3

λc 1 π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.21), (3.22), (3.23)

B25
1√
3

λc 1 π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.21), (3.22), (3.23)

Table 10. Equilibrium points of system (5.12) and (5.52).

In Tab. 10, the equilibrium points of system (5.12) and (5.52) are presented.
These equilibrium points and the stability conditions are summarised as follows:

B1,2(λ
∗) :

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 0,∓ cos−1

(
∓ 1√

(λ∗−6)2+1

))
exist for −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6. They are

saddles. For a perturbation k-mode, this corresponds to the super-horizon limit of a cos-
mology with an asymptotic scale factor (3.12). Since R

′

R = |λ∗ − 6|, the amplitude of super-
horizon comoving curvature perturbation is exponentially increasing.

Using the procedures of section 4.1.2, that is, under the transformation

Rk = a−
(

5
2−

1
4 λ∗

2
)

vk, (5.53)
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we obtain the equation

d2vk

dη2 + vk

k2 −

(
λ∗2 − 10

) (
3λ∗2 − 10

)
4η2

(
λ∗2 − 2

)2

 = 0, (5.54)

with solution
vk(η) = C+

√
η Jν(kη) + C−

√
ηYν(kη), (5.55)

where

ν =

√
λ∗4 − 11λ∗2 + 26

λ∗2 − 2
, (5.56)

and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

B3,4(λ
∗) :

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 0,∓ cos−1

(
± 1√

(λ∗−6)2+1

))
exist for −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6. They are

saddles for f ′(λ∗) < 0,−
√

2 < λ∗ < 0, or f ′(λ∗) > 0, 0 < λ∗ <
√

2 or 2 < λ∗
2
<

6 or λ∗ f ′(λ∗) < 0. They are non-hyperbolic otherwise. For a perturbation k-mode, this
corresponds to the super-horizon limit of a cosmology with an asymptotic scale factor (3.12).
Since R

′

R = −|λ∗ − 6|, the amplitude of super-horizon comoving curvature perturbation
is exponentially decreasing. Introducing the transformation (5.53), we acquire the Bessel
equation (5.54) with solution (5.55) where the parameter ν is defined by (5.56), and C+ and
C− are complex constants depending on k.

B5(λ∗) :
(

λ∗√
6
, λ∗, 0, 0

)
, B6(λ∗) :

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 0,−π

)
and B7(λ∗) :

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 0, π

)
, exist for

−
√

6 ≤ λ∗ ≤
√

6. They are sinks for f ′(λ∗) < 0,−
√

2 < λ∗ < 0, or f ′(λ∗) > 0, 0 < λ∗ <√
2. They are saddles for 2 < λ∗

2
< 6 or λ∗ f ′(λ∗) < 0. They are non-hyperbolic other-

wise. For a perturbation k-mode, this corresponds to the super-horizon limit of cosmology
with an asymptotic scale factor (3.12). Since R

′

R = 0, the amplitude of super-horizon comov-
ing curvature perturbation is frozen. Introducing the transformation (5.53), we acquire the
Bessel equation (5.54) with solution (5.55) where the parameter ν is defined by (5.56), and
C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

B8(λ∗) : (−1, λ∗, 0, 0), B9(λ∗) : (−1, λ∗, 0,−π) and B10(λ
∗) : (−1, λ∗, 0, π) are non-

hyperbolic with a three-dimensional unstable manifold for λ∗ > −
√

6 and f ′(λ∗) > 0. For
a perturbation k-mode, this corresponds to the super-horizon limit with an asymptotic scale
factor (3.15). Since R

′

R = 0, the amplitude of super-horizon comoving curvature perturba-
tion is frozen. Under the transformation

Rk = a−1vk, (5.57)

we obtain the equation
d2vk

dη2 + vk

(
k2 +

1
2η2

)
= 0, (5.58)

with solution
vk(η) =

√
η
(

C+ J i
2
(kη) + C−Y i

2
(kη)

)
, (5.59)

where C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.
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B11(λ
∗) : (1, λ∗, 0, 0), B12(λ

∗) : (1, λ∗, 0,−π) and B13(λ
∗) : (1, λ∗, 0, π) are non-hyperbolic

with a three-dimensional unstable manifold for λ∗ <
√

6 and f ′(λ∗) < 0. For a perturbation
k-mode, this corresponds to the super-horizon limit of a cosmology of the form (3.15). Since
R′
R = 0, the amplitude of super-horizon comoving curvature perturbation is frozen. Intro-
ducing the transformation (5.57), we acquire the Bessel equation (5.58) with solution (5.59),
and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

As we commented, the invariant set Z̄ = 1 is spanned by a family of heteroclinic cycles
with constant x, λ. They are denoted by B14 and B15 in Tab. 10. Because of their physical im-
portance, we have distinguished some special points from these sets of equilibrium points
(B16(λ

∗) to B25). The eigenvalues of the linearisation of system (5.52) are 0, 0, 0, 0 at those
equilibrium points. Therefore they are non-hyperbolic.

B14 : (xc, λc, 1,−π
2 ), with −1 ≤ xc ≤ 1. For a perturbation k-mode, this corresponds

to the sub-horizon limit with an asymptotic scale factor (3.18). For xc = 0 we have a de
Sitter expansion with a(t) = eH0(t−tU). Since R

′

R → −∞, the amplitude of sub-horizon
comoving curvature perturbation decays quickly. Assume xc /∈ {0,±

√
3/3}, then, under

the transformation
Rk = a−

1
2 (5−3x2

c)vk, (5.60)

we obtain the equation

d2vk

dη2 + vk

(
k2 −

(
3x2

c − 5
) (

9x2
c − 5

)
4η2 (1− 3x2

c )
2

)
= 0, (5.61)

with solution
vk(η) = C+

√
η Jν(kη) + C−

√
ηYν(kη), (5.62)

where

ν =

√
9x4

c −
33x2

c
2 + 13

2

1− 3x2
c

, (5.63)

and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.
B15 : (xc, λc, 1, π

2 ), with −1 ≤ xc ≤ 1. For a perturbation k-mode, this corresponds to
the sub-horizon limit with an asymptotic scale factor (3.18). For xc = 0 we have a de Sitter
expansion with a(t) = eH0(t−tU). Since R

′

R → ∞, the amplitude of sub-horizon comoving
curvature perturbation diverges quickly. Introducing the transformation (5.60), we acquire
the Bessel equation (5.61) with solution (5.62) where the parameter ν is defined by (5.63).

B16(λ
∗) :

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 1,−π

2

)
, with −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6. For a perturbation k-mode, this

corresponds to the sub-horizon limit with an asymptotic scale factor (3.12). Since R
′

R → −∞,
the amplitude of sub-horizon comoving curvature perturbation decays quickly. Introducing
the transformation (5.53), we acquire the Bessel equation (5.54) with solution (5.55) where
the parameter ν is defined by (5.56), and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

B17(λ
∗) :

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 1, π

2

)
, with −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6. For a perturbation k-mode, this corre-

sponds to the sub-horizon limit with an asymptotic scale factor (3.12). Since R
′

R → ∞, the
amplitude of sub-horizon comoving curvature perturbation diverges quickly. Introducing
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the transformation (5.53), we acquire the Bessel equation (5.54) with solution (5.55) where
the parameter ν is defined by (5.56), and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

B18 : (−1, λc, 1,−π
2 ) and B19 : (1, λc, 1,−π

2 ). For a perturbation k-mode, this corre-
sponds to the sub-horizon limit with an asymptotic scale factor (3.15). Since R

′

R → −∞, the
amplitude of sub-horizon comoving curvature perturbation decays quickly. Introducing the
transformation (5.57), we acquire the Bessel equation (5.58) with solution (5.59), and C+ and
C− are complex constants depending on k.

B20 : (−1, λc, 1, π
2 ) and B21 : (1, λc, 1, π

2 ). For a perturbation k-mode, this corresponds
to the sub-horizon limit with an asymptotic scale factor (3.15). Since R

′

R → ∞, the amplitude
of sub-horizon comoving curvature perturbation diverges quickly. Introducing the trans-
formation (5.57), we acquire the Bessel equation (5.58) with solution (5.59), and C+ and C−
are complex constants depending on k.

B22 : (− 1√
3
, λc, 1,−π

2 ) and B23 : ( 1√
3
, λc, 1,−π

2 ). For a perturbation k-mode, this corre-

sponds to the sub-horizon limit with an asymptotic scale factor (3.21). Since R
′

R → −∞, the
amplitude of sub-horizon comoving curvature perturbation decays quickly. Introducing the
new variable (4.46), equation (4.45) becomes (4.47) with solution (4.48) where C+ and C− are
complex constants depending on k.

B24 : (− 1√
3
, λc, 1, π

2 ) and B25 : ( 1√
3
, λc, 1, π

2 ). For a perturbation k-mode, this corre-

sponds to the sub-horizon limit with an asymptotic scale factor (3.21). Since R
′

R → ∞, the
amplitude of sub-horizon comoving curvature perturbation diverges quickly. Introducing
the new variable (4.46), equation (4.45) becomes (4.47) with solution (4.48) where C+ and
C− are complex constants depending on k.

5.4 Extended phase space at background and perturbation levels: Sasaki-Mukhanov
variable

First, note that ϕck in (4.49) is generally complex (as it came from Fourier transformation).
So, we write ϕck = F1 + iF2, where F1 and F2 are the real and imaginary parts of the Φk, re-
spectively. Following the same procedures as before, the resulting equation has the structure
of the equation (5.21), where

P = 3
(
1− x2) , Q = 18

(
1− x2) [ f

6
+

(
x− λ√

6

)2
]
+

k2

a2H2 , (5.64)

that is the same for F1 and F2.
As before, note that (4.49) is a two-degree equation of f , so we can expect to use phase

space type analysis for this equation. Using (5.23) we obtain

θ′ = − sin2 θ − P sin θ cos θ −Q cos2 θ, (5.65)

where the replacement of the (5.1) in Q leads to

θ′ = − sin2 θ − 3
(
1− x2) sin θ cos θ

− 18
(
1− x2) [ f

6
+

(
x− λ√

6

)2
]

cos2 θ − Z cos2 θ, (5.66)
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with f ≡ λ2(Γ − 1). For the exponential potential, f ≡ 0, and with the re-definitions(
λ√
6
, x
)
7→
(
λ, Σϕ

)
we recover Eq. (30) of [110].

For the scalar field perturbation in the uniform curvature gauge, the evolution of back-
ground quantities and perturbations leads to a dynamical system given by the background
equations (5.12) and the perturbation equation

dθ

dN̄
= −

[
sin2 θ + 3

(
1− x2) sin θ cos θ

+ 18
(
1− x2) ( f

6
+

(
x− λ√

6

)2
)

cos2 θ

]
(1− Z̄)− Z̄ cos2 θ, (5.67)

defined in the phase-space B× P, modulo nπ, n ∈ Z, where the background space is
(5.30) and the perturbation space is (5.31).

5.4.1 Sub-horizon boundary

Recall that the limit k2H−2 � 1 corresponds to the short wavelength or sub-horizon bound-
ary. It is related to the limit Z̄ = 1. In this limit (5.12) and (5.67) becomes (5.32). As before,
we have two asymptotic behaviours as k2H−2 � 1, say there are two set of equilibrium
points with constant x, λ and θ = π/2+ nπ, n = −1, 0. When cos2 θ > 0, θ is monotonically
decreasing at constant x, λ. Then, the invariant set is spanned by a family of heteroclinic
cycles with constant x, λ. They are denoted by C14 and C15 in Tab. 11. Because of their phys-
ical importance, we have distinguished some special points from these sets of equilibrium
points (C16(λ

∗) to C21).

5.4.2 Stability analysis of the fixed points on the space B× P

In Tab. 11, the equilibrium points of system (5.12) and (5.67) are presented.
These equilibrium points and the stability conditions are summarised as follows:

C1,2(λ
∗) :

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 0,∓ cos−1

(
∓ 2√

λ∗4−12λ∗2+40

))
exist for −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6, and

are saddles. The scale factor has an asymptotic form (3.12). Since φck
′

φck
= 1

2 |λ∗
2 − 6|, the

amplitude of super-horizon Sasaki-Mukhanov variable is exponentially increasing. Using
the procedures of section 4.1.3, that is, under the transformation

ϕck = a−1vk, (5.68)

we obtain the equation

d2vk

dη2 + vk

(
k2 + η−2

∣∣∣∣1− λ∗2

2

∣∣∣∣−1
)

= 0, (5.69)

with solution
vk(η) = C+

√
η Jν(kη) + C−

√
ηYν(kη), (5.70)
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Label x λ Z̄ θ k1 k2 k3 k4 a(t), H(t), φ(t)

C1(λ
∗) λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 − cos−1

(
− 2√

λ∗4−12λ∗2+40

)
1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 3− λ∗

2

2 −λ∗ f ′ (λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

C2(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 cos−1

(
2√

λ∗4−12λ∗2+40

)
1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 3− λ∗

2

2 −λ∗ f ′ (λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

C3(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 − cos−1

(
2√

λ∗4−12λ∗2+40

)
1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 − 1

2 λ∗
2
+

8
(

λ∗
2−6

)
λ∗4−12λ∗2+40

+ 3 −λ∗ f ′ (λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

C4(λ
∗) λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 cos−1

(
− 2√

λ∗4−12λ∗2+40

)
1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 − 1

2 λ∗
2
+

8
(

λ∗
2−6

)
λ∗4−12λ∗2+40

+ 3 −λ∗ f ′ (λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

C5(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 0 1

2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 −λ∗ f ′ (λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

C6(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 −π 1

2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 −λ∗ f ′ (λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

C7(λ∗)
λ∗√

6
λ∗ 0 π 1

2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

1
2

(
λ∗

2 − 6
)

λ∗
2 − 2 −λ∗ f ′ (λ∗) (3.12), (3.13), (3.14)

C8(λ∗) −1 λ∗ 0 0 4 0
√

6λ∗ + 6
√

6 f ′ (λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)
C9(λ∗) −1 λ∗ 0 −π 4 0

√
6λ∗ + 6

√
6 f ′ (λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

C10(λ
∗) −1 λ∗ 0 π 4 0

√
6λ∗ + 6

√
6 f ′ (λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

C11(λ
∗) 1 λ∗ 0 0 4 0 6−

√
6λ∗ −

√
6 f ′ (λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

C12(λ
∗) 1 λ∗ 0 −π 4 0 6−

√
6λ∗ −

√
6 f ′ (λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

C13(λ
∗) 1 λ∗ 0 π 4 0 6−

√
6λ∗ −

√
6 f ′ (λ∗) (3.15), (3.16), (3.17)

C14 xc λc 1 −π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.18), (3.19), (3.20)

C15 xc λc 1 π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.18), (3.19), (3.20)

C16 0 0 1 −π
2 0 0 0 0 eH0(t−tU), H0, φ0

C17 0 0 1 π
2 0 0 0 0 eH0(t−tU), H0, φ0

C18 − 1√
3
−
√

2 1 −π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.21), (3.22), (3.23)

C19 − 1√
3
−
√

2 1 π
2 0 0 0 0 (3.21), (3.22), (3.23)

C20
1√
3

√
2 1 −π

2 0 0 0 0 (3.21), (3.22), (3.23)

C21
1√
3

√
2 1 π

2 0 0 0 0 (3.21), (3.22), (3.23)

Table 11. Equilibrium points of system (5.12) and (5.67).

where

ν =
1
2

√
1− 4

∣∣∣∣1− λ∗2

2

∣∣∣∣−1

. (5.71)

C3,4(λ
∗) :

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 0,∓ cos−1

(
± 2√

λ∗4−12λ∗2+40

))
exist for −

√
6 ≤ λ∗ ≤

√
6. They are

saddles for f ′(λ∗) < 0,−
√

2 < λ∗ < 0, or f ′(λ∗) > 0, 0 < λ∗ <
√

2 or 2 < λ∗
2
< 6 or

λ∗ f ′(λ∗) < 0. They are non-hyperbolic otherwise. The scale factor has an asymptotic form
(3.12). Since φck

′

φck
= − 1

2 |λ∗
2 − 6|, the amplitude of super-horizon Sasaki-Mukhanov variable

is exponentially decreasing. Introducing the transformation (5.68), we acquire the Bessel
equation (5.69) with solution (5.70) where the parameter ν is defined by (5.71), and C+ and
C− are complex constants depending on k.

C5(λ∗) :
(

λ∗√
6
, λ∗, 0, 0

)
, C6(λ∗) :

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 0,−π

)
and C7(λ∗) :

(
λ∗√

6
, λ∗, 0, π

)
, exist for

−
√

6 ≤ λ∗ ≤
√

6. They are sinks for f ′(λ∗) < 0,−
√

2 < λ∗ < 0, or f ′(λ∗) > 0, 0 <

λ∗ <
√

2. They are saddles for 2 < λ∗
2
< 6 or λ∗ f ′(λ∗) < 0. They are non-hyperbolic

otherwise. The scale factor has an asymptotic form (3.12). Since φck
′

φck
= 0, the amplitude of

super-horizon Sasaki-Mukhanov variable is frozen. Introducing the transformation (5.68),
we acquire the Bessel equation (5.69) with solution (5.70) where the parameter ν is defined
by (5.71), and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

C8(λ∗) : (−1, λ∗, 0, 0), C9(λ∗) : (−1, λ∗, 0,−π) and C10(λ
∗) : (−1, λ∗, 0, π) are non-

hyperbolic with a three-dimensional unstable manifold for λ∗ > −
√

6 and f ′(λ∗) > 0. The
scale factor has an asymptotic form (3.15). Since φck

′

φck
= 0, the amplitude of super-horizon

comoving curvature perturbation is frozen.
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Using the procedures of section 4.1.3, that is, under the transformation (5.68), we obtain
the equation

d2vk

dη2 + vk

(
k2 +

1
2η2

)
= 0, (5.72)

with solution
vk(η) = C+

√
η J i

2
(kη) + C−

√
ηY i

2
(kη), (5.73)

and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.
C11(λ

∗) : (1, λ∗, 0, 0), C12(λ
∗) : (1, λ∗, 0,−π) and C13(λ

∗) : (1, λ∗, 0, π) are non-hyperbolic
with a three-dimensional unstable manifold for λ∗ <

√
6 and f ′(λ∗) < 0. The scale fac-

tor has an asymptotic form (3.15). Since φck
′

φck
= 0, the amplitude of super-horizon Sasaki-

Mukhanov variable is frozen. Introducing the transformation (5.68), we acquire the Bessel
equation (5.72) with solution (5.73), and C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

As we commented, the invariant set Z̄ = 1 is spanned by a family of heteroclinic cycles
with constant x, λ. They are denoted by C14 and C15 in Tab. 11. Because of their physical im-
portance, we have distinguished some special points from these sets of equilibrium points
(C16(λ

∗) to C21). The eigenvalues of the linearisation of system (5.67) are 00, 0, 0 at those
equilibrium points. Therefore they are non-hyperbolic.

C14(λ
∗) :

(
xc, λ∗, 1,−π

2

)
, with −1 ≤ xc ≤ 1. The scale factor has the asymptotic form

(3.18). For xc = 0 we have a de Sitter expansion with a(t) = eH0(t−tU). Since φck
′

φck
→ −∞,

the amplitude of sub-horizon Sasaki-Mukhanov variable quickly decays. Introducing the
transformation (5.68), we obtain the Bessel equation

d2vk

dη2 + vk

(
k2 + η−2|3x2

c − 1|−1
)
= 0, (5.74)

where xc 6= 0, with the solution

vk(η) = C+
√

η Jν(kη) + C−
√

ηYν(kη), (5.75)

where
ν =

1
2

√
1− 4|3x2

c − 1|−1. (5.76)

C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.
C15(λ

∗) :
(
xc, λ∗, 1, π

2

)
, with −1 ≤ xc ≤ 1. The scale factor has the asymptotic form

(3.18). For xc = 0 we have a de Sitter expansion with a(t) = eH0(t−tU). Since φck
′

φck
→ ∞,

the amplitude of sub-horizon Sasaki-Mukhanov variable quickly diverges. Introducing the
transformation (5.68), we acquire the Bessel equation (5.74) with solution (5.75) where the
parameter ν is defined by (5.76).

C16 :
(
0, 0, 1,−π

2

)
. The scale factor has the asymptotic form a(t) = eH0(t−tU), which

corresponds to de Sitter expansion. Since φck
′

φck
→ −∞, the amplitude of sub-horizon Sasaki-

Mukhanov variable quickly decays.
C17 :

(
0, 0, 1, π

2

)
. The scale factor has the asymptotic form a(t) = eH0(t−tU), which

corresponds to de Sitter expansion. Since φck
′

φck
→ ∞, the amplitude of sub-horizon Sasaki-

Mukhanov variable quickly diverges.
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C18 :
(
− 1√

3
,−
√

2, 1,−π
2

)
with f (−

√
2) = 0. The scale factor has an asymptotic form

(3.21). Since φck
′

φck
→ −∞, the amplitude of sub-horizon Sasaki-Mukhanov variable quickly

decays. Introducing the new variable (4.56), equation (4.55) becomes (4.57) with solution
(4.58) where C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

C19 :
(
− 1√

3
,−
√

2, 1, π
2

)
with f (−

√
2) = 0. The scale factor has an asymptotic form

(3.21). Since φck
′

φck
→ ∞, the amplitude of sub-horizon Sasaki-Mukhanov variable quickly

diverges. Introducing the new variable (4.56), equation (4.55) becomes (4.57) with solution
(4.58) where C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

C20 :
(

1√
3
,
√

2, 1,−π
2

)
with f (

√
2) = 0. The scale factor has an asymptotic form (3.21).

Since φck
′

φck
→ −∞, the amplitude of sub-horizon Sasaki-Mukhanov variable quickly de-

cays. Introducing the new variable (4.56), equation (4.55) becomes (4.57) with solution (4.58)
where C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

C21 :
(

1√
3
,
√

2, 1, π
2

)
with f (

√
2) = 0. The scale factor has an asymptotic form (3.21).

Since φck
′

φck
→ ∞, the amplitude of sub-horizon Sasaki-Mukhanov variable quickly diverges.

Introducing the new variable (4.56), equation (4.55) becomes (4.57) with solution (4.58)
where C+ and C− are complex constants depending on k.

6 Dynamical system analysis of matter perturbations on top of equilibrium points

To complement our analysis, we investigate cosmological perturbations with two matter
components, e.g. a perfect fluid and a scalar field. A widespread practice in literature
concentrates on a particular cosmological epoch when only one matter component is domi-
nant. In that sense, even though not generic, our subsequent analysis is still relevant when
the Universe is a scalar field dominated, e.g. during the early inflationary epoch or the
late-time acceleration.

In a general non-interacting scenario, which includes dust matter and dynamical dark
energy, the scalar perturbations in the Newtonian gauge are determined by the equations
[156]:

δ̇m +
θm

a
= 0, (6.1a)

δ̇φ + (1 + wφ)
θφ

a
+ 3H(c2

eff − wφ)δφ = 0, (6.1b)

θ̇m + Hθm −
k2Φ

a
= 0, (6.1c)

θ̇φ + Hθφ −
k2c2

effδφ

(1 + wφ)a
− k2Φ

a
= 0. (6.1d)

where k is the wavenumber of Fourier modes, and Φ is the scalar metric perturbation assum-
ing zero anisotropic stress, and the dot means derivative with respect to time. Additionally,
δi ≡ δρi/ρi, i ∈ {m, φ} are the densities perturbations and θi, i ∈ {m, φ} are the velocity
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perturbations [156]. Furthermore, c2
eff is the effective sound speed of the dark energy per-

turbations (the corresponding quantity for matter is zero in the dust case), which determines
the amount of dark-energy clustering. Note that the above equations can be simplified by
considering the Poisson equation, which in sub-horizon scales becomes [156]:

− k2

a2 Φ =
3
2

H2 [Ωmδm +
(
1 + 3c2

eff
)

Ωφδφ

]
. (6.2)

In the above equations, we have introduced the density parameters

Ωi =
ρi

3H2 . (6.3)

The amount of DE clustering depends on the magnitude of its effective sound speed
c2

eff and for c2
eff = 0 DE clusters in a similar manner to dark matter. However, due to the

presence of the DE pressure, one may expect that the amplitude of the DE perturbations is
relatively low with respect to that of dark matter. Notice, that bellow we set c2

eff = 0.
In the current work, we treat DE as a perfect fluid which implies that the effective

sound speed coincides with the adiabatic sound speed

c2
a = wφ −

adwφ/da
3(1 + wφ)

. (6.4)

Now eliminating θ from the system of equations (6.1a), (6.1b), (6.1c) and (6.1d), and
using d

dt = aH d
da , d

dt = H d
d ln a , d

da = 1
a

d
d ln a , d2

da2 = d
da

(
1
a

d
d ln a

)
= − 1

a2
d

d ln a + 1
a2

d2

d ln a2 =

1
a2

(
d2

d ln a2 − d
d ln a

)
, we obtain after some calculations the following second order differential

equations which describe the evolution of matter and DE perturbations respectively:

δ′′m + (Am − 1)δ′m + Bmδm =
3
2
(Ωmδm + Ωφδφ), (6.5a)

δ′′φ + (Aφ − 1)δ′φ + Bφδφ =
3
2
(1 + wφ)(Ωmδm + Ωφδφ), (6.5b)

where the coefficients are

Am =
3
2
(1−Ωφwφ), Bm = 0,

Aφ = −3wφ −
w′φ

1 + wφ
+

3
2
(1−Ωφwφ), Bφ = −w′φ +

w′φwφ

1 + wφ
− 1

2
wφ(1− 3Ωφwφ), (6.6)

where the prime means derivative with respect to ln a.

6.1 Application to ΛCDM

Let us first examine the simple ΛCDM example. In this case, and assuming dust matter, the
background equations are

H2 =
1
3
(ρm + Λ), (6.7)

H′ = − ρm

2H
, (6.8)

ρ′m + 3ρm = 0, (6.9)
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and the equation for the matter perturbations is

δ′′m +

(
2− 3

2
Ωm

)
δ′m =

3
2

Ωmδm, (6.10)

where the prime means derivative with respect to N = ln a. Using the above equations, and
defining the the ratio Um = δ′m(N)

δm
, we obtain the autonomous system:

Ω′m = 3(Ωm − 1)Ωm, U′m =
3
2
(Um + 1)Ωm −Um(Um + 2). (6.11a)

The system is integrable, depending on N and Ωm0 and Um0 are the values of Ωm and Um

today (N = 0, a = 1).
As we will discuss in more detail later, one can think of Um as the phase of the matter

perturbation. If Um > 0 during the evolution, it follows by definition that the perturbations
δm are growing with time (since δm > 0 and δ′m > 0 or δm < 0 and δ′m < 0), while if Um < 0 at
that time, the perturbation is decaying. Now, we can analyze the stability of the equilibrium
points in the plane (Ωm, Um). In this extended phase space, we can see both the background
equations’ stability and the perturbations’ stability.

There are identified the equilibrium points of the system (6.11) are:

1. P1 : (Ωm, Um) = (0,−2). The phase of the perturbations Um is negative; therefore, the
perturbation δm is decaying with time. The eigenvalues of the linear matrix evaluated
at the equilibrium point are {−3, 2}; that is, the equilibrium point is a saddle. That
corresponds to the Universe dominated by the cosmological constant, with matter
perturbations scaling as δm ∝ e−2N = a−2 when the equilibrium point is approached
along the stable direction.

2. P2 : (Ωm, Um) =
(
1,− 3

2

)
. The phase of the perturbations Um is negative; therefore, the

perturbation δm is decaying with time. The eigenvalues of the linear matrix evaluated
at the equilibrium point are

{
3, 5

2

}
. That is, the equilibrium point is a source. That

corresponds to the matter-dominated Universe, with matter perturbations scaling as
δm ∝ e−

3
2 N = a−

3
2 as N → −∞ (a→ 0).

3. P3 : (Ωm, Um) = (0, 0). The phase of the perturbations Um is zero. Therefore, the
perturbation δm remains constant. The eigenvalues of the linear matrix evaluated at
the equilibrium point are {−3,−2}. Then, this equilibrium point is a sink. That corre-
sponds to the Universe dominated by the cosmological constant with δm = const. as
N → +∞ (a→ +∞). It is stable in the extended phase space.

4. P4 : (Ωm, Um) = (1, 1). The phase of the perturbations Um is positive; therefore, the
perturbation δm is growing with time. The eigenvalues of the linear matrix evaluated
at the equilibrium point are

{
3,− 5

2

}
. Then, it is a saddle. That corresponds to a matter-

dominated universe, with matter perturbations scaling as δm ∝ e−
5
2 N = a−

5
2 when the

equilibrium point is approached along the stable direction.
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Figure 10. Phase plane for the system (6.11) showing both the stability of the background equations
as well as the stability of the perturbations for the ΛCDM model. (a) in the original fractional en-
ergy density Ωm vs the phase of matter perturbations Um. (b) Using the compact variables Ωm vs
2
π arctan(Um).

Figure 10 presents a flow for the system (6.11) showing both the stability of the back-
ground equations and the stability of the perturbations for the ΛCDM model. (a) in the
original fractional energy density Ωm vs the phase of matter perturbations Um. (b) Using
the compact variables

(
Ωm, 2

π arctan(Um)
)

we see that there are no equilibrium points at
infinity.

This numerical elaboration suggests that the unstable manifold of P4 connects P4 and
P3, which is stable. To find an estimate of this solution, we proceed as follows. We propose
the polytropic law Um = ΩΓ

m. Using the equations (6.11) we obtain the equation

3Γ(Ωm − 1)ΩΓ
m +

(
ΩΓ

m + 2
)

ΩΓ
m −

3
2

Ωm

(
ΩΓ

m + 1
)
= 0. (6.12)

It is required that the solution passes through P4, therefore, expanding the above equation
in Taylor series around Ωm = 1 we obtain the approximation

−
(

11Γ
2
− 3
)
(1−Ωm) + O

(
(1−Ωm)

2) = 0. (6.13)

This implies Γ = 6
11 . That is, Um ' Ω

6
11
m for the matter dominated universe. This line

is represented in the figure 10 by a thick (brown) line and incidentally coincides with the
stable manifold of the matter-dominated solution P4.

In the figure 11 Um vs ln a are presented the exact solution (solid blue line) and the

approximated solution Um = Ω
6
11
m (the red dotted line) for different values of the initial

conditions Um0, Ωm0. The closer the initial conditions to the equilibrium point P4, the more
accurate the approximation will be.

6.2 Application to Quintessence

As a second example, let us examine the simple quintessence example. In this case, and
assuming dust matter, the background equations are
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Figure 11. Um vs ln a. The plot shows the exact solution (solid blue line) and the approximated

solution Um = Ω
6
11
m (the red dotted line) for different values of the initial conditions Um0, Ωm0. The

closer the initial conditions to the equilibrium point P4, the more accurate the approximation will be.

H2 =
1
3
(ρm + ρφ), (6.14)

Ḣ = −1
2
(ρm + ρφ + pφ), (6.15)

ρ̇m + 3Hρm = 0, (6.16)

ρ̇φ + 3H(1 + wφ)ρφ = 0, (6.17)

where

ρφ =
φ̇2

2
+ V(φ), pφ =

φ̇2

2
−V(φ), wφ =

pφ

ρφ
, (6.18)

while the perturbation equations are (6.5a),(6.5b). Let us take for simplicity the usual case

V(φ) = V0e−λφ. (6.19)

We introduce the following auxiliary variables (x, y) given by (3.2) [131] such that

Ωφ = x2 + y2, Ωm = 1−Ωφ, wφ =
x2 − y2

x2 + y2 . (6.20)
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As before, the background equations recast as (3.4)-(3.5).
The equations of matter perturbations become

δ′′m =
1
2

δ′m
(
1− 3x2 + 3y2)+ 3

2
δφ

(
x2 + y2)− 3

2
δm
(
x2 + y2 − 1

)
, (6.21a)

δ′′φ =
1
2

δ′φ

(
x2
(

24
x2 + y2 + 3

)
+

2
√

6λy2

x
− 3y2 − 19

)

+
1
2

δφ

2
(
7− 6x2) x2

x2 + y2 + 15x2 +
y2
(

2
√

6λ− 3x
)

x
− 13


+ 3δmx2

(
1

x2 + y2 − 1
)

. (6.21b)

The stability of the equilibrium point in the plane (x, y) was examined in [131].

1. At the equilibrium point A : (x, y) = (0, 0), the equation for the matter perturbation
is written as

δm
′ + 3δm = 2δm

′′, (6.22)

where prime means derivative with respect to N = ln a.
Hence, the perturbations evolve as

δm(N) =
1
5

δm0e−N
(

2e5N/2 + 3
)
+

2
5

δ′m0e−N
(

e5N/2 − 1
)

, (6.23)

for the initial conditions δm0 = δm|N=0, δ′m0 = δm
′|N=0.

For x2 + y2 = 0, we have no scalar field such that the perturbations δφ are not defined.

Defining the ratio Um = δ′m(N)
δm

, we have the equation

U′m =
1
2
(
−2U2

m + Um + 3
)

. (6.24)

The equilibrium points of the above system are

(a) A1 : Um = −1 and

(b) A2 : Um = 3
2 .

Since

λ(Um) :=
dU′m
dUm

=
1
2
(1− 4Um), λ(−1) =

5
2

, λ(3/2) = −5
2

. (6.25)

That is, Um = −1 is unstable, such that the decaying mode δm ∝ e−N is important
as N → −∞. Besides Um = 3

2 is stable, such that the growing mode δm ∝ e
3
2 N is

the dominant at late times, that is, as N → +∞. Using this qualitative analysis, we
can anticipate the result that is expected from (6.23) that matter perturbations decays
as δm ∝ e−N in the past, but they grows as δm ∝ e

3
2 N latter on the evolution, with-

out having solved the original equation (6.22). The aim of this section is to formulate
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the standard quintessence model as an extended dynamical system (in scale-invariant
variables), with the lower dimension as possible, that comprised both the background
equations as well the equations of the perturbations. Inspired by the analysis done
in Chapter 14 of Wainwright & Ellis book [157] we extent this analysis for scalar field
cosmologies could also be extended to modified gravity theories. The method con-

sists in defining Um = δ′m(N)
δm

, Ud =
δ′φ(N)

δφ
(and some other variables with physical

interpretation). In the standard method to write second-order equations like (6.21a)
or (6.21b) is to define (X(n), Y(n)) =

(
δ(n), δ′(n)

)
as variables. Hence, we should regard

this U(n) as tan θ(n) where this θ(n) is the usual polar angle in the
(

δ(n), δ′(n)

)
-plane with

0 ≤ θ(n) < 2π. Therefore, one can think of U(n) as the phase of the perturbation. If
U(n) > 0 during the evolution, it follows by definition that the perturbations δ(n) are
growing with time (since δ(n) > 0 and δ′(n) > 0 or δ(n) < 0 and δ′(n) < 0), while if
U(n) < 0 at that time, the perturbation is decaying. If an orbit of the flow is asymptotic
to an equilibrium point, then the perturbation approaches a stationary state, decaying
to zero if U(n) < 0 or growing if U(n) > 0. If the orbits are asymptotic to a periodic
solution, then the perturbation propagates as sound waves.

2. At the equilibrium points B, C : (x, y) = (±1, 0), the evolution of perturbations is:

δm
′′ =

3δφ

2
− δm

′, δφ
′′ = 4δφ

′ + 2δφ. (6.26)

Hence, the perturbations evolve as

δm =
1
8

δφ0e(2−
√

6)N
(

e(
√

6−3)N
(

24eN +
(

9
√

6− 22
)

e(3+
√

6)N + 20
)
− 9
√

6− 22
)

+
1
8

δ′φ0
e(2−

√
6)N

(
e(
√

6−3)N
(
−6eN +

(
5− 2

√
6
)

e(3+
√

6)N − 4
)
+ 2
√

6 + 5
)

+ δm0 + δ′m0(sinh(N)− cosh(N) + 1), (6.27a)

δφ =
δ′φ0

e2N sinh
(√

6N
)

√
6

− 1
3

δφ0e2N
(√

6 sinh
(√

6N
)
− 3 cosh

(√
6N
))

, (6.27b)

for the initial conditions δm0 = δm|N=0, δφ0 = δφ|N=0, δ′m0 = δm
′|N=0, δ′φ0

= δφ
′|N=0.

With the above perturbation equations (6.26), we construct a system of differential
equations for the quantities

Vm =
δ′m(N)

δφ
, Ud =

δ′φ(N)

δφ
, (6.28)

as given by

V ′m =
3
2
− (Ud + 1)Vm, (6.29a)

U′d = 2− (Ud − 4)Ud. (6.29b)

We now try and research its stability and integrability in the reduced phase plane
(Vm, Ud). We obtain the equilibrium points:
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Figure 12. Phase plane for the system (6.31) showing both the stability of the background equations
as well as the stability of the perturbations for the Kinetic dominated points for the quintessence
model using the compact variables V̄m = 2

π arctan (Vm) vs. Ūd = 2
π arctan (Ud).

(a) B1 : (Vm, Ud) =
(

1
2

(
3 +
√

6
)

, 2−
√

6
)

The eigenvalues are
{

2
√

6,
√

6− 3
}

.
Therefore, the equilibrium point is saddle (unstable). The phase of the matter
perturbation at the equilibrium point is U∗m = U∗d = 2−

√
6 are both negative;

therefore, the perturbations δm and δφ decay with time.

(b) B2 : (Vm, Ud) =
(

1
2

(
3−
√

6
)

, 2 +
√

6
)

. The eigenvalues are
{
−3−

√
6,−2

√
6
}

.
Therefore, the equilibrium point is stable. The phase of the matter perturbation
at the equilibrium point is U∗m = U∗d = 2 +

√
6 are both positive; therefore, the

perturbations δm and δφ are growing with time.

Introducing the compact variables

V̄m =
2
π

arctan (Vm) , Ūd =
2
π

arctan (Ud) , (6.30)

we obtain the dynamical system

V̄ ′m =
sin(πV̄m)

(
3 cot

(
πV̄m

2

)
− 2

(
tan

(
πŪd

2

)
+ 1
))

2π
, (6.31a)

Ū′d =
4 sin(πŪd) + 3 cos(πŪd) + 1

π
. (6.31b)

Figure 12 it is presented a flow for the system (6.31) showing both the stability of
the background equations as well as the stability of the perturbations for the Kinetic
dominated points (x, y) = (±1, 0) for the quintessence model using the compact vari-
ables V̄m = 2

π arctan (Vm) vs. Ūd = 2
π arctan (Ud). There are some configurations

I1,2 : (V̄m, Ūd) = (−1,±1) and I3,4 : (V̄m, Ūd) = (1,±1) which are not equilibrium
points due to Ū′d = − 2

π 6= 0 at the fixed points but they are essential for the dynamics
at infinity. The figure suggests that the attractor at the infinity region are I1 and I3,
and the other points at infinity are saddle points. Indeed, if we choose V̄m = ±1, then
Ū′d = − 2

π =⇒ Ūd = − 2
π N + c, but by definition −1 < Ū < 1, therefore any solution
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starting on the line V̄m = ±1 hits the boundary Ūd = +1 in a finite time-lapse to the
past and the boundary Ūd = −1 in a finite time-lapse to the future.

3. For the equilibrium points D : (x, y) =
(

λ√
6
,
√

1− λ2

6

)
, we have

δ′′m =
1
2

(
3δφ −

(
λ2 − 4

)
δm
′
)

, δφ
′′ =

1
2

(
3λ2 − 10

)
δφ
′ − 1

6

(
λ4 − 10λ2 + 12

)
δφ. (6.32)

δm = δm0 +
2δ′m0

(
1− e−

1
2 (λ

2−4)N
)

λ2 − 4

+ 9δφ0

( eN−(k(λ2((401− 43λ2)λ2 − 1348) + 1644) + (λ2(17λ2 − 113) + 198)(λ2(19λ2 − 100) + 204))
2((λ2 − 10)λ2 + 12)(λ2(7λ2 − 55) + 96)(λ2(19λ2 − 100) + 204)

+
eN+(k(λ2(λ2(43λ2 − 401) + 1348)− 1644) + (λ2(17λ2 − 113) + 198)(λ2(19λ2 − 100) + 204))

2((λ2 − 10)λ2 + 12)(λ2(7λ2 − 55) + 96)(λ2(19λ2 − 100) + 204)

+
2(2λ2 − 7)e−

1
2 (λ

2−4)N

(λ2 − 4)(λ2(7λ2 − 55) + 96)
+

10− 3λ2

(λ2 − 4)((λ2 − 10)λ2 + 12)

)
+

9δ′φ0
(λ2 − 4)((λ2 − 10)λ2 + 12)

(
2 +

e−
λ2 N

2

(λ2(7λ2 − 55) + 96)(λ2(19λ2 − 100) + 204)
×{

− (λ2 − 4)(k((103− 16λ2)λ2 − 186) + 3(2λ2 − 7)(λ2(19λ2 − 100) + 204))e
λ2 N

2 +N−

− (λ2 − 4)(k(λ2(16λ2 − 103) + 186) + 3(2λ2 − 7)(λ2(19λ2 − 100) + 204))e
λ2 N

2 +N+

− 2((λ2 − 10)λ2 + 12)(λ2(19λ2 − 100) + 204)e2N
})

, (6.33)

δφ =
δφ0

(
k(3λ2 − 10)

(
eN+ − eN−

)
+ (λ2(19λ2 − 100) + 204)

(
eN+ + eN−

))
2(λ2(19λ2 − 100) + 204)

−
2δ′φ0

(
eN+ − eN−

)√
1
3 λ2(19λ2 − 100) + 68

, (6.34)

for the initial conditions δm0 = δm|N=0, δφ0 = δφ|N=0, δ′m0 = δm
′|N=0, δ′φ0

= δφ
′|N=0,

where N+ = − 1
12

(
−9λ2 + 30 + k

)
N, N− = − 1

12

(
−9λ2 + 30− k

)
N,

k =
√

57λ4 − 300λ2 + 612.

With the above perturbation equations (6.32), we construct a system of differential
equations for the quantities

Vm =
δ′m(N)

δφ
, Ud =

δ′φ(N)

δφ
, (6.35)

as given by

Q′ = −Q(Ud −Um), (6.36a)

U′m =
1
2

(
3
Q
−Um

(
λ2 + 2Um − 4

))
, (6.36b)

U′d = −λ4

6
+

5λ2

3
+

3λ2Ud

2
−Ud(Ud + 5)− 2 (6.36c)
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For further simplification, we define Vm = UmQ, so that we acquire the reduced dy-
namical system

V ′m =
1
2
(
3−Vm

(
λ2 + 2Ud − 4

))
, (6.37a)

U′d = −λ4

6
+

5λ2

3
+

3λ2Ud

2
−Ud(Ud + 5)− 2 (6.37b)

For arbitrary λ, we obtain the equilibrium points:

(a) D1 : (Vm, Ud) =
(
− 18
−15λ2+

√
57λ4−300λ2+612+54

, 1
12

(
9λ2 −

√
57λ4 − 300λ2 + 612− 30

))
.

For −
√

1
14

(
55 +

√
337
)
< λ <

√
1
14

(
55 +

√
337
)
≈ 2.28907, both phases of the

perturbations are negative, implying that the perturbations δm and δφ are decay-
ing with time. The eigenvalues of the linear matrix are{√

19λ4−100λ2+204
2
√

3
, 1

12

(
−15λ2 +

√
3
√

19λ4 − 100λ2 + 204 + 54
)}

. For the above in-

terval, the point is a source. For λ2 > 1
14

(
55 +

√
337
)

it is a saddle.

(b) D2 : (Vm, Ud) =
(

18
15λ2+

√
57λ4−300λ2+612−54

, 1
12

(
9λ2 +

√
57λ4 − 300λ2 + 612− 30

))
.

For −
√

5−
√

13 < λ <
√

5−
√

13 ≈ 1.18087, both phases of the perturbations
are negative, implying that the perturbations δm and δφ are decaying with time.
The eigenvalues of the linear matrix are{
−
√

19λ4−100λ2+204
2
√

3
, 1

12

(
−15λ2 −

√
3
√

19λ4 − 100λ2 + 204 + 54
)}

.

When −
√

55
14 −

√
337
14 < λ <

√
55
14 −

√
337
14 the point is a saddle. It is stable (sink)

when λ < −
√

55
14 −

√
337
14 ∨ λ >

√
55
14 −

√
337
14 . In this region, both phases of the

perturbations are positive, implying that the perturbations δm and δφ are growing
with time. Therefore, one of the scalar field-dominated solutions can have stable
phases of the perturbations, but the perturbations δm and δφ themselves are, in
this case growing with time.

For λ = 0, the points above correspond to the de Sitter point (exact ΛCDM model)
that has (x, y) = (0, 1). That is, the de Sitter solution is represented in the extended
phase space (Vm, Ud) by two equilibrium points:

(a) D1 : (Vm, Ud) =
(
− 18

54+6
√

17
, 1

12

(
−30− 6

√
17
))

. The eigenvalues of the linear

matrix are
{

1
2

(
9 +
√

17
)

,
√

17
}

. Hence, the point is unstable (source).

(b) D2 : (Vm, Ud) =
(

18
6
√

17−54
, 1

12

(
6
√

17− 30
))

. The eigenvalues of the linear matrix

are
{
−
√

17, 1
2

(
9−
√

17
)}

and the point is a saddle point.

For these equilibrium points, the phases of the perturbations Um and Ud are negative
therefore, the perturbations δm and δφ are decaying with time. That is expected for
the exact ΛCDM model with δm → 0, δφ = 0. Although in the phase plane, (x, y) the
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de Sitter solution is stable, when the directions along the “phase of the perturbations”
are considered in the dynamics, the de Sitter solution (and their two representations)
one becomes unstable. The other becomes saddle in the phase plane (Vm, Ud). Sum-
marizing, on top of the fixed point D, the phases of the perturbations are not stable,
although the perturbations δm and δφ are decaying with time.

Introducing the compact variables

V̄m =
2
π

arctan (Vm) , Ūd =
2
π

arctan (Ud) , (6.38)

we obtain the dynamical system

V̄ ′m = −
cos2

(
πV̄m

2

) (
tan

(
πV̄m

2

) (
2 tan

(
πŪd

2

)
+ λ2 − 4

)
− 3
)

π
, (6.39a)

Ū′d = −
(
30− 9λ2) sin (πŪd) +

(
λ4 − 10λ2 + 6

)
cos (πŪd) + λ4 − 10λ2 + 18

6π
. (6.39b)

Figure 13 it is presented a flow for the system (6.39) showing both the stability of the
background equations as well as the stability of the perturbations for the scalar field

dominated point (x, y) =

(
λ√
6
,
√

1− λ2

6

)
for the quintessence model with exponen-

tial potential with λ = 0, 1, 2, 3 using the compact variables V̄m = 2
π arctan (Vm) vs.

Ūd = 2
π arctan (Ud). There are some configurations I1,2 : (V̄m, Ūd) = (−1,±1) and

I3,4 : (V̄m, Ūd) = (1,±1) which are not equilibrium points due to Ū′d = − 2
π 6= 0 at the

fixed points but they are important for the dynamics at infinity. The figure suggests
that the attractor at the infinity region are I1 and I3, and the other points at infinity are
saddle points. Indeed, if we choose V̄m = ±1, then Ū′d = − 2

π =⇒ Ūd = − 2
π N + c,

but by definition−1 < Ū < 1, therefore any solution starting on the line V̄m = ±1 hits
the boundary Ūd = +1 in a finite time-lapse to the past and the boundary Ūd = −1 in
a finite time-lapse to the future.

4. For the equilibrium points E := (x, y) =
(√

3
2

λ ,
√

3
2λ2

)
, we have

δm
′′ =

9δφ + λ2δm
′ + 3

(
λ2 − 3

)
δm

2λ2 , δφ
′′ =
−λ2δφ

′ + 9δφ + 3
(
λ2 − 3

)
δm

2λ2 (6.40)

With the above perturbation equations (6.40), we construct a system of differential
equations for the quantities

Q =
δm

δφ
, Vm =

δ′m(N)

δφ
, Ud =

δ′φ(N)

δφ
, (6.41)

as given by

V ′m =
λ2(3Q− 2UφVm + Vm)− 9Q + 9

2λ2 , (6.42)

U′d =
3
(
λ2 − 3

)
Q− λ2Uφ(2Uφ + 1) + 9

2λ2 , (6.43)

Q′ = Vm −QUφ. (6.44)
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Figure 13. Phase plane for the system (6.39) showing both the stability of the background equa-
tions as well as the stability of the perturbations for the scalar field dominated point (x, y) =(

λ√
6

,
√

1− λ2

6

)
for the quintessence model with exponential potential with λ = 0, 1, 2, 3 using the

compact variables V̄m = 2
π arctan (Vm) vs. Ūd = 2

π arctan (Ud).

In this case, the real-valued equilibrium points are

(a) E1 : (Vm, Ud, Q) =
(

0, 0,− 3
λ2−3

)
and

(b) E2 : (Vm, Ud, Q) =(
4∆2/3(8λ2−27)λ2+ 3√3∆(7λ2−18)+2 6√3 3√∆(29

√
3λ2+

√
−25λ4−729λ2+2187−90

√
3)λ4+49 3√3λ8

36∆2/3λ2(λ2−3) ,

∆2/3+7 3√3λ4

2 32/3 3√∆λ2
,

3∆2/3
(

14λ2+ 3
√

81λ6+6(
√
−75λ4−2187λ2+6561−81)λ4−54

)
λ2+32/3∆4/3+21 32/3 3√∆λ6+147 3√3λ8

54∆2/3λ2(λ2−3)

)
,

where ∆ = 27λ6 + 2
(√
−75λ4 − 2187λ2 + 6561− 81

)
λ4.

The first point E1 has constant densities perturbations with δm = − 3
λ2−3 δφ. They re-
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Figure 14. Real parts of the eigenvalues of E1
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Figure 15. Real parts of the eigenvalues of E2

main constant with evolution. The eigenvalues of E1 are
{

k1
2λ2(λ2−3) , k2

2λ2(λ2−3) , k3
2λ2(λ2−3)

}
,

where k1,2,3 are the three roots of the polynomial P(k) = −6λ12 + 90λ10 − 486λ8 +

1134λ6 − 972λ4 + k3 + k
(
−7λ8 + 42λ6 − 63λ4).

Figure (14) is presented the real parts of the eigenvalues of E1. At least two eigenvalues
have different signs for all the values of λ. Therefore, E1 is a saddle.

For E2, we have

δm =
3∆2/3

(
14λ2+ 3

√
81λ6+6(

√
−75λ4−2187λ2+6561−81)λ4−54

)
λ2+32/3∆4/3+21 32/3 3√∆λ6+147 3√3λ8

54∆2/3λ2(λ2−3) δφ. More-
over, Ud > 0 implies that the perturbation δφ (therefore, δm) is growing with time.

Figure 15 presents the real parts of the eigenvalues of E2. For λ & 1.65014 or−1.65014 .
λ . −1.35169, E2 is a sink; otherwise, it is a saddle.

Introducing the compact variables

V̄m =
2
π

arctan (Vm) , Ūd =
2
π

arctan (Ud) , Q̄ =
2
π

arctan
(

δm

δφ

)
(6.45)
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Figure 16. Phase space for the system (6.46) showing both the stability of the background equa-
tions as well as the stability of the perturbations for the scalar field dominated point (x, y) =(

λ√
6

,
√

1− λ2

6

)
for the quintessence model with exponential potential with λ = 0.1, 1, 2, 3 using

the compact variables V̄m = 2
π arctan (Vm) , Ūd = 2

π arctan (Ud) , Q̄ = 2
π arctan

(
δm
δφ

)
.

we obtain the dynamical system

V̄ ′m =
cos2

(
πV̄m

2

) (
λ2
(

1− 2 tan
(

πŪd
2

))
tan

(
πV̄m

2

)
+ 3

(
λ2 − 3

)
tan

(
πQ̄

2

)
+ 9
)

πλ2 ,

(6.46a)

Ū′d =
cos2

(
πŪd

2

) (
λ2
(
− tan

(
πŪd

2

)) (
2 tan

(
πŪd

2

)
+ 1
)
+ 3

(
λ2 − 3

)
tan

(
πQ̄

2

)
+ 9
)

πλ2 ,

(6.46b)

Q̄′ =
2 cos2

(
πQ̄

2

) (
tan

(
πV̄m

2

)
− tan

(
πQ̄

2

)
tan

(
πŪd

2

))
π

. (6.46c)

Fig. 16 shows a phase space for the system (6.46) showing both the stability of the back-
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ground equations as well as the stability of the perturbations for the scalar field dominated

point (x, y) =

(
λ√
6
,
√

1− λ2

6

)
for the quintessence model with exponential potential with

λ = 0.1, 1, 2, 3 using the compact variables V̄m = 2
π arctan (Vm) , Ūd = 2

π arctan (Ud) , Q̄ =
2
π arctan

(
δm
δφ

)
. Both plots shows that there are late-time attractors at (V̄m, Ūd, Q̄) = (−1,−1,+1)

(top panels) and at (V̄m, Ūd, Q̄) = (−1,−1,+1), or at (V̄m, Ūd, Q̄) = (−1,−1,−1), or both
(bottom panels). Some orbits is the bottom panels approaches (V̄m, Ūd, Q̄) = (+1,−1,−1).

7 Concluding Remarks

This article extensively analysed dynamical systems in cosmological models involving a
scalar field with an arbitrary potential. Our research covers a broad class of potentials and
examines the system’s behaviour at the background and perturbation levels. We utilised
the f -deviser method to study a non-interacting scalar field cosmology with arbitrary po-
tential. This approach facilitates a comprehensive analysis of the system’s dynamics, ex-
tending the existing literature’s findings. We analysed the background quantities using
Hubble-normalized variables. We provided two examples: the monomial potential and
the double exponential potential, which includes the hyperbolic cosine, exponential poten-
tial, and Cosmological Constant. These two classes of potentials, monomial and double
exponential, comprise the asymptotic behaviour of several classes of scalar field potentials.
Therefore, they provide the skeleton for the typical behaviour of arbitrary potentials.

As mentioned earlier, technical papers such as [110] have derived a new regular dy-
namical system on a three-dimensional compact state space. This system describes linear
scalar perturbations of spatially flat RW geometries for relativistic models with a minimally
coupled scalar field with exponential potential. That allows them to create a global solution
space where known solutions reside on specific invariant sets. Their dynamical systems
approach has obtained new findings about the comoving and uniform density curvature
perturbations. Additionally, they have extended this approach to more general scalar field
potentials, resulting in state spaces where the models’ exponential potential state space ap-
pears as invariant boundary sets, demonstrating their significance as building blocks in a
hierarchy of increasingly complex cosmological models.

Our research paper employs a similar approach as Ref. [110] by assuming the matter-
less scenario for simplicity. Using dynamical systems methods, we analysed the dynamics
of linear scalar cosmological perturbations for a generic scalar field model. We focused on
three scalar perturbations: the evolution of the Bardeen potentials, the comoving curvature
perturbation, and the Sasaki-Mukhanov variable (the scalar field perturbation in uniform
curvature gauge). To achieve this, we created three autonomous nonlinear first-order ordi-
nary differential equations with a product structure for the state space S = B× P, a product
space of the background state space B that describes the dynamics of a Robertson-Walker
background, and P which contains Fourier decomposed gauge invariant variables that de-
scribe linear cosmological perturbations. Our investigation employed methodologies to
explore scalar field theories at the background level for exact spacetimes. Specifically, an
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exhaustive dynamical system analysis for each scalar perturbation was presented, and we
have integrated the different subsystems numerically. These are powerful tools for investi-
gating homogeneous scalar field cosmologies with arbitrary potential.

To finish this section, we compare the procedures presented in [110] for generic po-
tential with the method of f -devisers used here. In Ref. [110], are defined for an arbitrary
potential the quantities

λφ = −
√

6
6

d ln V(φ)

dφ
, Υφ =

V ′′(φ)
6V(φ)

. (7.1)

Comparing with (2.8) and (2.9), we have

λ =
√

6λφ, f = 6(Υφ − λ2
φ). (7.2)

Therefore, the conditions upon the scalars λφ, Υφ to satisfy

lim
φ→±∞

λφ(φ) = λ±, lim
φ→±∞

Υφ(φ) = λ2
± (7.3)

are translated in our scenario to

lim
φ→±∞

λ(φ) =
√

6λ±, lim
φ→±∞

f (φ) = 0. (7.4)

Both cases reduce to a Potential that is asymptotically an exponential one as φ → ±∞.
These asymptotically exponential potentials can be studied using the formalism of [110] or
the procedures previously introduced in [158]. Following the nomenclature and formalism
introduced in [158], let V : R → R be a C2 non-negative function. Let there exist some
φ0 > 0 for which V(φ) > 0 for all φ > φ0 and some number N such that the function
WV : [φ0, ∞) → R, WV(φ) =

V′(φ)
V(φ)
− N satisfies limφ→∞ WV(φ) = 0. Then we say that V is

Well Behaved at Infinity (WBI) of exponential order N.
Assume that there are φ0 > 0, and a coordinate transformation ϕ = h(φ), with in-

verse h(−1)(ϕ), which maps the interval [φ0, ∞) onto (0, δ], where δ = h(φ0), satisfying
limφ→+∞ h(φ) = 0, and has the following additional properties:

1. h is Ck+1 and strictly decreasing,

2.

h′(ϕ) =

{
h′(h(−1)(ϕ)), ϕ > 0,

limϕ→∞ h′(ϕ), ϕ = 0
(7.5)

is Ck on the closed interval [0, δ] and

3. dh′
dϕ (0) and higher derivatives dmh′

dϕm (0) satisfy

dh′

dϕ
(0) =

dmh′

dϕm (0) = 0. (7.6)
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V(φ) WV(φ) ϕ = h(φ) WV(ϕ) h′(ϕ)∣∣λ
n

∣∣ φn nφ−1 φ−
1
2 nϕ2 − 1

2 ϕ3

eλφ 0 φ−1 0 −ϕ2

2eλ
√

φ λφ−
1
2 φ−

1
4 λϕ2 − 1

4 ϕ5(
A + (φ− B)2) e−µφ 2(φ−B)

A+(B−φ)2 φ−
1
2 − 2ϕ2(Bϕ2−1)

Aϕ4+(Bϕ2−1)2 − 1
2 ϕ3(

1− e−λ2φ
)2

− 2λ2

1−eλ2φ
φ−1 − 2λ2

1−e
λ2
ϕ

−ϕ2

ln φ (φ ln φ)−1 (ln φ)−1 ϕe−
1
ϕ −ϕe−

2
ϕ

φ2 ln φ 2φ−1 + (φ ln φ)−1 (ln φ)−1 (2 + ϕ)e−
1
ϕ −ϕe−

2
ϕV0(φ4 + M4) if φ < 0

V0 M8

φ4+M4 if φ ≥ 0
− 4|φ|3

(φ4+M4)
|φ|−1 − 4|ϕ|

(1+M4 ϕ4)
− sgn(φ)ϕ2

Table 12. Simple examples of WBI behavior at large φ. n and λ are arbitrary constants. Adapted
from [158].

Table 12 displays simple examples of WBI behaviour at large φ.
We see that, as |φ| → ∞, a potential function V(φ) satisfying (7.2) is a function Well-

Behaved at Infinity (WBI) of exponential order N± = −
√

6λ±. Hence, we have to transform
the system (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6) to a system well suited for the analysis at infinity [68, 158,
159]. Then, using the procedures of [68, 158, 159] for φ > 0, and taking the scalar field
transformation ϕ = h(φ) (satisfying conditions 1, 2 and 3 before), and by replacing

λ 7→ −
(
WV + N

)
, (7.7)

we obtain

dx
dN̄

= −(1− x2) (1− Z̄)

[
3x +

√
3
2
(
WV + N

)]
, (7.8)

dϕ

dN̄
=
√

6xh′(ϕ) (1− Z̄) , (7.9)

dZ̄
dN̄

= 2
(
3x2 − 1

)
Z̄ (1− Z̄)2 (7.10)

with the restriction x2 + y2 = 1 and considering one of the following perturbation equations
for θ. From (5.29),

dθ

dN̄
= −

[
sin2 θ +

(
7− 3x2 −

√
6
(
WV(ϕ) + N

) (1− x2

x

))
sin θ cos θ

+

(
6
(
1− x2)−√3

2
(
WV + N

) (1− x2

x

))
cos2 θ

]
(1− Z̄)− Z̄ cos2 θ. (7.11)
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From (5.52), the comoving curvature perturbation evolve as

dθ

dN̄
= −

[
sin2 θ −

√
6
(
WV + N

) (1− x2

x

)
sin θ cos θ

]
(1− Z̄)− Z̄ cos2 θ. (7.12)

From (5.67), by using the transformation (7.7), and

f (λ) 7→ f̄ (ϕ) =

{
f
(
−
(
WV(ϕ) + N

))
, ϕ > 0,

0, ϕ = 0
, (7.13)

and we obtain

dθ

dN̄
= −

[
sin2 θ + 3

(
1− x2) sin θ cos θ

+ 18
(
1− x2) f̄ (ϕ)

6
+

(
x +

(
WV(ϕ) + N

)
√

6

)2
 cos2 θ

]
(1− Z̄)− Z̄ cos2 θ, (7.14)

defined in the phase-space B× P, modulo nπ, n ∈ Z, where the background space is

B = {(x, ϕ, Z̄) ∈ [−1, 1]× [0, h(φ0)]× [0, 1]} , (7.15)

and the perturbation space is
P = {θ ∈ [−π, π]} . (7.16)

The three possible dynamical systems presented here have the same asymptotic behaviour
as those investigated in Sect. 5. To investigate the potential V∗

(
eκβ(1−tanh (φ/β)) − 1

)
, β >

0 of [110], we relax the condition dh′
dϕ (0) = 0, and define h(φ) = 1 − tanh

(
φ
β

)
to obtain

WV(ϕ) = eβκϕ(βκ(ϕ−2)ϕ+2)−2
β(eβκϕ−1)

, h′(ϕ) = (ϕ−2)ϕ
β and N = −2/β as φ→ ∞.

Finally, we have investigated cosmological perturbations in the presence of two matter
components, e.g. a perfect fluid and a scalar field with exponential potential. As a drawback
of this approach, we must concentrate on a particular cosmological epoch when only one
matter component is dominant. In that sense, even though not generic, our subsequent
analysis is still relevant when the Universe is a scalar field dominated, e.g. during the early
inflationary epoch or the late-time acceleration.

Our future aim is to evaluate the viability of cosmological models by utilising obser-
vational data from various sources such as Supernovae Ia, Cosmic Chronometers, baryon
acoustic oscillation, and cosmic microwave background. We will comprehensively analyse
beyond the traditional linear stability approach, exploring various gravitational and cos-
mological models. This analysis will include studying multiple-scale, slow-fast dynamics,
averaging theory, and non-smooth dynamical systems. The results of our research will be
presented in a forthcoming paper.
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