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We study the cosmological dynamics of dark energy in a scalar-vector-torsion theory. The vector
field is described by the cosmic triad and the scalar field is of the quintessence type with non-minimal
coupling to gravity. The coupling to gravity is introduced through the interaction between the scalar
field and torsion, where torsion is defined in the context of teleparallel gravity. We derive the full set
of field equations for the Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker space-time background and obtain
the associated autonomous system. We obtain the critical points and their stability conditions, along
with the cosmological properties of them. Thus, we show that the thermal history of the universe
is successfully reproduced. Furthermore, new scaling solutions in which the scalar and vector field
densities scale in the same way as the radiation and matter background fluids have been found.
Finally, we also show that there exist new attractor fixed points whose nature is mainly vectorial,
and which can explain the current accelerated expansion and therefore the dark energy-domination.

PACS numbers: 04.50.Kd, 98.80.-k, 95.36.+x

I. INTRODUCTION

Currently, one of the biggest puzzles in cosmology is
called dark energy [1, 2]. It is believed that dark en-
ergy is responsible for the late-time acceleration of the
Universe and constitutes 68% of the total energy density,
along with the other 32% associated to dark matter [3].
The simplest explanation is related to the ΛCDM model,
but it is plagued with theoretical problems, such as the
severe fine tuning problem related to its energy scale, the
so-called cosmological constant problem [4–6]. Further-
more, recently some tensions with increasing statistical
significant have been found when comparing the ΛCDM
model predictions for cosmological observables by using
the cosmic microwave background (CMB) data and the
values obtained from independent local measurements [7–
10]. For instance, the value for the Hubble constant today
H0 estimated from Planck data using the ΛCDM model
is 4.0 σ to 6.3 σ below current local measurements [11],
and also the clustering amplitude σ8 value deduced from
Planck data by using the ΛCDM model is above that
obtained from low-redshift observations [10, 12–14].

As a consequence of these latest findings, the interest
in modified gravity models to explain dark energy has
increased [15–17]. On the one hand, the torsional modi-
fied gravity theories are constructed as extensions of the
so-called Teleparallel Equivalent of General Relativity,
or just Teleparallel Gravity (TG) [18–30], whose best-
known example is f(T ) gravity [31–33]. For instance,
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from the perspective of effective field theories (EFT), in
Ref. [34] the authors have shown that some models of
f(T ) gravity can efficiently fit observations solving both
H0 and σ8 tensions simultaneously. Also, the generalized
scalar-torsion f(T, ϕ) gravity theories have been studied
[35, 36]. These include a wide family of theories such as
f(T ) gravity plus scalar field [37–41], nonminimally cou-
pled scalar-torsion theories [42–51], and their extensions
for a nonlinear coupling to torsion [36, 52–54]. Notice
that scalar fields are very common in high energy physics
and cosmology [55]. Additionally, a nonminimal coupling
to gravity can arise naturally either due to quantum cor-
rections to the scalar potential [56], or due to renormaliz-
ability requirements [57–59]. Furthermore, these f(T, ϕ)
gravity theories have shown a rich structure by explain-
ing the dynamics of dark energy [49, 52, 54, 60–62] and
inflation [36, 53, 63] (see also [64] and references therein).

In addition to scalar field models, we also have vec-
tor field models to explain the current accelerated ex-
pansion of the universe. For instance, in the context of
generalized Proca theories, a massive vector field break-
ing the U(1) gauge symmetry is introduced and its time-
dependent component has been shown to provide us with
an asymptotic de Sitter attractor [65–68]. However, if
the field is canonical and minimally coupled, its motion
equation becomes trivial and then it cannot be a source
of dark energy [69]. Let us note that these latter vector
theories belong to the class of time-like vector models.
On the other hand, space-like vectors have also been con-
sidered to model inflation and dark energy [69–73]. Al-
though, space-like models are typically known to generate
a highly anisotropic universe this issue can be solved in
some special cases. For instance, one way is by assuming
a large number of randomly oriented vectors fields that
on the average yields an isotropic background cosmology

ar
X

iv
:2

21
2.

12
07

1v
2 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  1
0 

Ju
l 2

02
3

mailto:manuel.gonzalez@upla.cl
mailto:giovanni.otalora@academicos.uta.cl
mailto:yoelsy.leyva@academicos.uta.cl 
mailto:joel.saavedra@pucv.cl


2

[74]. Another way is by considering a set of three iden-
tical vector fields for each spatial direction, the so-called
cosmic triad which is also consistent with the background
symmetry [72].

In the present paper, we study the cosmological dy-
namics of dark energy in a scalar-vector-torsion theory,
with the vector representing the cosmic triad and the
scalar field is non-minimally coupled to torsion. The plan
of this paper is the following: In section II we briefly
introduce the basics concepts of TG. In Section III we
present the total action of the model and the field equa-
tions. In Section IV we obtain the cosmological equa-
tions and define the effective dark energy. In Section
V we perform a phase-space analysis for the model, ob-
taining the autonomous system with the corresponding
critical points and their stability conditions. In Section
VI we corroborate our previous analytical results by nu-
merically solving the field equations. Finally, in Section
VIII we summarize the results obtained.

II. BRIEF INTRODUCTION TO
TELEPARALLEL GRAVITY

Teleparallel gravity (TG) is an equivalent description
of General Relativity (GR), but based on torsion and
not curvature [24, 25, 29, 30]. It is a gauge theory for the
translation group [26, 28, 30]. The dynamical variable is
the tetrad field which is related to the spacetime metric
via

gµν = ηABe
A
µe

B
ν , (1)

where ηAB = diag (−1, 1, 1, 1) is the Minkowski tangent
space metric.

The spin connection of TG is defined as

ωA
Bµ = ΛA

D(x)∂µΛ
D
B (x), (2)

where ΛA
D(x) is a local (point-dependent) Lorentz trans-

formation. For this connection one finds that the curva-
ture tensor vanishes identically

RA
Bµν = ∂µω

A
Bν − ∂νω

A
Bµ + ωA

Cµω
C
Bν − ωA

Cνω
C
Bµ = 0.

(3)
This is why it is called purely inertial connection or sim-
ply flat connection. Moreover, in the presence of gravity
this connection gives a non-vanishing torsion tensor

TA
µν = ∂µe

A
ν − ∂νe

A
µ + ωA

Bµ e
B
ν − ωA

Bν e
B
µ. (4)

Using the spin connection one can construct a spacetime-
indexed linear connection which is written as

Γρ
νµ = e ρ

A ∂µe
A
ν + e ρ

A ωA
Bµe

B
ν . (5)

It is the so-called Weitzenböck connection. By introduc-
ing the contortion tensor

Kρ
νµ =

1

2

(
T ρ
ν µ + T ρ

µ ν − T ρ
νµ

)
, (6)

and the purely spacetime form of the torsion tensor
T ρ

µν = e ρ
A TA

µν one can verify the following relation

Γρ
νµ = Γ̄ρ

νµ +Kρ
νµ, (7)

where Γ̄ρ
νµ is the Levi-Civita connection and then

T ρ
µν = Γρ

νµ − Γρ
µν . (8)

The action of TG is quadratic in the torsion tensor and
it is given by [30]

S = − 1

2κ2

∫
d4xe T , (9)

where e = det (eAµ) =
√
−g, and T is the torsion scalar,

which is defined as

T = S µν
ρ T ρ

µν , (10)

with

S µν
ρ =

1

2

(
Kµν

ρ + δµρ T
θν

θ − δνρ T
θµ

θ

)
, (11)

the so-called super-potential.
Interestingly enough, using Eq. (7) one can verify that

the torsion scalar T of the Weitzenböck connection is re-
lated to the curvature scalar R of Levi-Civita connection
through

T = −R+ 2e−1∂µ(eT
νµ

ν), (12)

and therefore, TG and GR are equivalent at the level of
field equations. Nevertheless, in order to modify gravity
we can start either from GR or TG and the resulting
theories do not necessarily have to be equivalent. Thus,
in the context of TG, one can modify gravity either by
adding a non-minimally coupled matter field such as a
scalar field [42, 46–49], or considering into the action non-
linear terms in the torsion scalar as occurs in f(T ) gravity
[31–33, 75]. In this way, these torsion-based modified
gravity theories belong to new classes of theories that do
not have any curvature-based equivalent. In addition, a
rich phenomenology has been found which has given rise
to a fair number of articles in cosmology of early and
late-time Universe [64].

III. SCALAR-VECTOR-TORSION THEORY

We start from the action

S = −
∫

d4xe

[
T

2κ2
+ F (ϕ)T +

1

2
∂µϕ∂

µϕ+ V1(ϕ) +

3∑
a=1

(
1

4
Fa

µνFaµν + V2(A
a2)

)]
+ Sm + Sr, (13)

where Fa
µν = ∂µA

a
ν − ∂νA

a
µ and Aa2 = gµνAa

µA
a
ν . Sm

is the action of matter. Sr is the action of radiation.
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Varying the action with respect to the tetrad field we
obtain the field equations(

1

2κ2
+ F (ϕ)

)
Gµν + S ρ

µν ∂ρF +

1

4
gµν

[
1

2
∂ρϕ∂ρϕ+ V1(ϕ) +

3∑
a=1

(
1

4
Fa

σρFaσρ + V2(A
a2)

)]
−

1

4
∂µϕ∂νϕ− 1

4

3∑
a=1

[
Fa

ρµFaρ
ν + 2Aa

µA
a
ν

dV2

dAa2

]
=

1

4
T (m)

µν +
1

4
T (r)

µν , (14)

where Gµ
ν = e µ

A GA
ν is the Einstein tensor with [30]

G µ
A ≡ e−1∂ν (ee

σ
A S µν

σ )− e σ
A Tλ

ρσS
ρµ

λ +

e λ
B S ρµ

λ ωB
Aρ +

1

4
e µ
A T. (15)

Varying with respect to the scalar field ϕ we find the
motion equation

∇µ∂
µϕ− F,ϕT − V1,ϕ = 0, (16)

where ∇µ is the covariant derivative associated to the
Levi-Civita connection. Finally, varying with respect to
the cosmic triad Aa

µ

∇νFaνµ − 2
dV2

dAa2
Aaµ = 0. (17)

Below we study dynamics of the fields in a cosmological
background.

IV. COSMOLOGICAL DYNAMICS

In order to study cosmology in the above scalar-vector-
torsion theory we choose the background tetrad field

eAµ = diag(1, a, a, a), (18)

which corresponds to a flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker
(FRW) universe with metric

ds2 = −dt2 + a2 δijdx
idxj , (19)

where a is the scale factor which is a function of the
cosmic time t.
We also assume the ansatz

Aa
µ = δaµA(t)a(t). (20)

In this way, the three vectors have the same time-
dependent length, Aa2 = A(t)2, being that they point
in three mutually orthogonal spatial directions [72].

Thus, the modified Friedmann equations are given by

6H2

(
1

2κ2
+ F

)
=

3

2

(
AH + Ȧ

)2
+ V1 + 3V2 +

ϕ̇2

2

+ ρm + ρr, (21)

−4Ḣ

(
1

2κ2
+ F

)
= 2

(
AH + Ȧ

)2
+ ϕ̇2 + 4Hϕ̇F,ϕ

+ 2A2V2,A2 + ρm +
4ρr
3

, (22)

along with the motion equation for the fields ϕ and A

ϕ̈+ 6H2F,ϕ + 3Hϕ̇+ V1,ϕ = 0, (23)

Ä+ 2AH2 + 3ȦH +AḢ + 2AV2,A2 = 0, (24)

respectively.
Thus, as in Ref. [76], the Friedmann equations (21)

and (22) can be rewritten in their standard form

3

κ2
H2 = ρde + ρm + ρr, (25)

− 2

κ2
Ḣ = ρde + pde + ρm +

4

3
ρr, (26)

where the effective energy and pressure densities are de-
fined as

ρde = ρv + ρs =
3

2

(
AH + Ȧ

)2
+ 3V2

+
ϕ̇2

2
+ V1 − 6H2F, (27)

pde = pv + ps =
1

2

(
AH + Ȧ

)2
− 3V2 + 2A2V2,A2

+
ϕ̇2

2
− V1 + 6H2F + 4Hϕ̇F,ϕ + 4FḢ.

(28)

Then, the effective dark energy equation-of-state (EOS)
parameter is

wde =
pde
ρde

. (29)

For these definitions of ρde and pde one can verify that
they satisfy

ρ̇de + 3H(ρde + pde) = 0. (30)

This equation is consistent with the energy conservation
law and the fluid evolution equations

ρ̇m + 3Hρm = 0, (31)

ρ̇r + 4Hρr = 0. (32)

Also, it is useful to introduce the total EOS parameter
as

wtot =
pde + pr

ρde + ρm + ρr
, (33)
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which is related to the deceleration parameter q through

q =
1

2
(1 + 3wtot) . (34)

Then, the acceleration of the Universe occurs for q < 0,
or equivalently for wtot < −1/3.
Finally, another useful set of cosmological parameters

which we can introduce are the so-called standard density
parameters

Ωm ≡ κ2ρm
3H2

, Ωde ≡
κ2ρde
3H2

= Ωv +Ωs, Ωr ≡ κ2ρr
3H2

,

Ωv =
κ2ρv
3H2

, Ωs =
κ2ρs
3H2

, (35)

which satisfy the constraint equation

Ωde +Ωm +Ωr = 1. (36)

This latter equation is nothing more than the same en-
ergy constraint (25), but written in terms of the energy
density parameters.

In terms of these energy density parameters the total
equation of state can be also written as

wtot = wvΩv + wsΩs +
1

3
Ωr, (37)

where we have defined

wv =
pv
ρv

, ws =
ps
ρs

, (38)

which represent the EOS parameters of the vector and
the scalar fields, respectively. Let us remember that for
non-relativistic matter one has wm = pm/ρm = 0, and
for relativistic matter wr = pr/ρr = 1/3 [77].

In the next section we perform an exhaustive phase
space analysis for this dark energy model. Particularly,
we obtain the corresponding autonomous system from
the set of cosmological equations (25), (26), (31) and
(32).

V. PHASE SPACE ANALYSIS

In order to write the set of the cosmological equations
of the model as an autonomous system we introduce the
following useful dimensionless variables [76]

x1 =
κϕ̇√
6H

, x2 =
κȦ√
6H

, x3 =
κA√
6
,

y1 =
κ
√
V1√
3H

, y2 =
κ
√
V2√
3H

, u = −2κ2F,

λ1 = −V1,ϕ

κV1
, λ2 = −

V2,A2

κ2V2
, σ = −F,ϕ

κF
,

ϱ =
κ
√
ρr√

3H
,

(39)

and the constraint equation

Ωm+ϱ2+u+3x2
2+3x2

3+6x2x3+3y22+x2
1+y21 = 1, (40)

Therefore, we obtain the dynamical system

dx1

dN
= −f1(x1, x2, x3, y1, y2, u, ϱ)

2 (u− 1)
,

dx2

dN
= −f2(x1, x2, x3, y1, y2, u, ϱ)

2 (u− 1)
,

dx3

dN
= x2,

dy1
dN

= −y1f3(x1, x2, x3, y1, y2, u, ϱ)

2 (u− 1)
,

dy2
dN

= −y2f4(x1, x2, x3, y1, y2, u, ϱ)

2 (u− 1)
,

du

dN
= −

√
6σ1ux1,

dϱ

dN
= −ϱf5(x1, x2, x3, y1, y2, u, ϱ)

2 (u− 1)
,

dλ1

dN
= −

√
6 (Γ1 − 1)λ2

1x1,

dλ2

dN
= −12 (Γ2 − 1)λ2

2x2x3,

dσ1

dN
= −

√
6 (Θ1 − 1)σ2

1x1,

(41)

where

f1 = 2
√
6σ1ux

2
1 + x1(3u− 36λ2x

2
3y

2
2 + 3x2

2 + 3x2
3 + 6x2x3

− 3y21 − 9y22 + ϱ2 − 3) +
√
6(u− 1)

(
σ1u− λ1y

2
1

)
+ 3x3

1,

f2 = x2(u(2
√
6σ1x1 + 3)− 36λ2x

2
3y

2
2 + 3x2

1 + 9x2
3 − 3y21

− 9y22 + ϱ2 − 3) + x3(2
√
6σ1ux1 − 12λ2uy

2
2 + u

− 36λ2x
2
3y

2
2 + 3x2

1 + 3x2
3 + 12λ2y

2
2 − 3y21 − 9y22 + ϱ2 − 1)

+ 3x3
2 + 9x3x

2
2,

f3 = u(
√
6x1(λ1 + 2σ1)− 3)−

√
6λ1x1 − 36λ2x

2
3y

2
2 + 3x2

1

+ 3x2
2 + 3x2

3 + 6x2x3 − 3y21 − 9y22 + ϱ2 + 3,

f4 = u(12λ2x2x3 + 2
√
6σ1x1 − 3)− 12λ2x2x3 − 36λ2x

2
3y

2
2

+ 3x2
1 + 3x2

2 + 3x2
3 + 6x2x3 − 3y21 − 9y22 + ϱ2 + 3,

f5 = 2
√
6σ1ux1 + u− 36λ2x

2
3y

2
2 + 3x2

1 + 3x2
2 + 3x2

3

+ 6x2x3 − 3y21 − 9y22 + ϱ2 − 1.

(42)

Using the above set of phase space variables we can
also write

Ωde = u+ x2
1 + 3x2

2 + 3x2
3 + 6x2x3 + y21 + 3y22 , (43)

Ωm = −u− x2
1 − 3x2

2 − 3x2
3 − 6x2x3 − y21 − 3y22 − ϱ2 + 1.

(44)

Similarly, the equation of state of dark energy wde =
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TABLE I. Critical points for the autonomous system.

Name x1c x2c x3c y1c y2c uc ϱc

aR 0 0 x3c 0 0 0
√

1− 3x2
3c

bR
2
√

2
3

λ1
0 x3c

2√
3λ1

0 0

√
λ2
1−3λ2

1x
2
3c−4

λ1

cM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

dM

√
3
2

λ1
0 0

√
3
2

λ1
0 0 0

eSM 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

f 0 0 0

√
σ1−3σ1y

2
2c√

λ1+σ1
y2c

λ1−3λ1y
2
2c

λ1+σ1
0

g 0 0 x3c

√
−3λ2σ1x

2
3c+λ2σ1−σ1√

λ2σ1+λ1λ2

1√
3
√
λ2

−3λ1λ2x
2
3c−λ1+λ1λ2

λ2(λ1+σ1)
0

h 0 0 0
√
σ1√

λ1+σ1
0 λ1

λ1+σ1
0

i λ1√
6

0 0

√
6−λ2

1√
6

0 0 0

j 0 0
√

λ2−1√
3
√
λ2

0 1√
3
√
λ2

0 0

pde/ρde can be rewritten as

wde = −(2
√
6σ1ux1 + uϱ2 − 36λ2x

2
3y

2
2 + 3x2

1

+ 3x2
2 + 3x2

3 + 6x2x3 − 3y21 − 9y22)/(3(u− 1)

(u+ x2
1 + 3x2

2 + 3x2
3 + 6x2x3 + y21 + 3y22)),

(45)

whereas the total equation of state becomes

wtot =
1

3− 3u
(2
√
6σ1ux1 − 36λ2x

2
3y

2
2 + 3x2

1 + 3x2
2 + 3x2

3

+ 6x2x3 − 3y21 − 9y22 + ϱ2). (46)

To obtain an autonomous system from the dynami-
cal system (41), we need to define the potentials of both
the scalar and vector fields, as well as the non-minimal
coupling function. From now we concentrate in the expo-

nential potential V1(ϕ) ∼ e−κλ1ϕ and V2(A
2) ∼ e−κ2λ2A

2

.
This type of potential is known to allow scaling solutions
[76]. Also, the most natural and simple choice for the
nonminimal coupling function, which is compatible with
the exponential scalar potential, is represented by the
function F (ϕ) ∼ e−κσϕ [78]. Below, we study the critical
points and their stability properties.

A. Critical points

We obtain the critical points from the conditions
dx1/dN = dx2/dN = dx3/dN = dy1/dN = dy2/dN =
du/dN = dϱ/dN = 0. Also, the definitions in Eq. (39)
imply that the values of the critical points are real, with
y1 > 0, y2 > 0, and ϱ > 0. The critical points for system
(41) are shown in Table I, and their values of cosmological
parameters in Table II.

The critical point aR represents a scaling radiation era

with Ω
(r)
de = 3x2

3c. For x3c = 0 we recover the radiation-
dominated solution with Ωr = 1 and ωde = ωtot = 1/3.

Otherwise, to be consistent with the earliest constraint
coming from the physics of big bang nucleosynthesis

(BBN), Ω
(r)
de < 0.045 [79, 80], we require x3c < 0.122.

Point bR also corresponds to a scaling radiation with

Ω
(r)
de = 3x2

3c+4/λ2
1. In this case, the radiation-dominated

era can only be possible in the limit x3c → 0 and
λ1 → ±∞. On the other hand, the critical point cM is a
matter-dominated era with Ωm = 1 and ωde = ωtot = 0.
Critical point dM describes a scaling matter era with

Ω
(r)
de = 3/λ2

1 and then the matter-dominated era is re-
covered for λ1 → ±∞.

Critical point eSM is a dark energy-dominated solu-
tion with Ωde = 1. However, this solution cannot explain
the current accelerated expansion because its equation of
state is of the stiff matter type with ωde = ωtot = 1. Crit-
ical points f , g, h and j are also dark energy-dominated
solutions with a de Sitter equation of state ωde = ωtot =
−1. Therefore, these solutions provide accelerated ex-
pansion for all the values of parameters. Interestingly
enough, points f and g have contributions from both the
scalar and vector fields, while the points h and j only
receive contribution from the scalar and vector fields, re-
spectively. Finally, point i is a dark energy-dominated
solution with an equation of state of the quintessence
type with accelerated expansion for λ1 <

√
2. This

point corresponds to the standard accelerated solution
for quintessence models [76].

B. Stability of critical points

In this section we study the stability of the critical
points. For this we assume time-dependent linear per-
turbations around each critical point, and from the au-
tonomous system (41) the corresponding linear pertur-
bation matrix M is obtained [76]. The eigenvalues of M
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evaluated at each fixed point give the stability conditions
that we are looking for. Thus, we follow the standard
classification of the stability properties: (i) Stable node:
all the eigenvalues are negative; (ii) Unstable node: all
the eigenvalues are positive; (iii) Saddle point: at least
one is positive and the others are negative; (iv) Stable
spiral: the determinant of M is negative, and the real
part of all the eigenvalues are negative. Points which are
stable node or stable spiral are called attractor points,
and these fixed points are reached through the cosmolog-
ical evolution of the Universe, independently of the initial
conditions.

TABLE II. Cosmological parameters for the critical points in
Table I.

Name Ωde Ωm Ωr ωde ωtot

aR 3x2
3c 0 1− 3x2

3c
1
3

1
3

bR 3x2
3c +

4
λ2
1

0 −3x2
3c − 4

λ2
1
+ 1 1

3
1
3

cM 0 1 0 0 0

dM
3
λ2
1

1− 3
λ2
1

0 0 0

eSM 1 0 0 1 1

f 1 0 0 −1 −1

g 1 0 0 −1 −1

h 1 0 0 −1 −1

i 1 0 0 1
3

(
λ2
1 − 3

)
1
3

(
λ2
1 − 3

)
j 1 0 0 −1 −1

Now, we analyze the corresponding eigenvalues for
each critical point and their stability conditions.

• Point aR has the eigenvalues

µ1 = 2, µ2 = 2, µ3 = −1, µ4 = −1,

µ5 = 1, µ6 = 0, µ7 = 0. (47)

Since this critical point have positive and negative
eigenvalues we can conclude that it is always un-
stable.

• Point bR has the eigenvalues

µ1 = 0, µ2 = −1, µ3 = 1, µ4 = 2,

µ5 = −
√

64−15λ2
1+λ1

2λ1
, µ6 =

√
64−15λ2

1−λ1

2λ1
,

µ7 = − 4σ1

λ1
. (48)

For the same reason as for the point aR, the point
bR is also always unstable.

• Point cM has the eigenvalues

µ1 = − 3
2 , µ2 = 3

2 , µ3 = 3
2 , µ4 = −1,

µ5 = − 1
2 , µ6 = − 1

2 , µ7 = 0. (49)

Similarly, this point is always unstable.

• Point dM has the eigenvalues

µ1 = −1, µ2 = − 1
2 , µ3 = − 1

2 , µ4 = 3
2 ,

µ5 = −
3
(√

24−7λ2
1+λ1

)
4λ1

, µ6 =
3
(√

24−7λ2
1−λ1

)
4λ1

,

µ7 = − 3σ1

λ1
. (50)

This point is always a saddle point for −2
√

6
7 <

λ1 < 2
√

6
7 .

• Point eSM has the eigenvalues

µ1 = 3, µ2 = 3, µ3 = −1, µ4 = 1,

µ5 = 1, µ6 = 3−
√

3
2λ1, µ7 = −

√
6σ1. (51)

This point is always a saddle point.

• Point h has the eigenvalues

µ1 = 0, µ2 = −1, µ3 = −2, µ4 = −2,

µ5 = −3, µ6 = 1
2

(
−
√
12λ1σ1 + 9− 3

)
,

µ7 = 1
2

(√
12λ1σ1 + 9− 3

)
, (52)

where,(
σ1 < 0 ∧ 0 < λ1 ≤ − 3

4σ1

)
∨(

σ1 > 0 ∧ − 3

4σ1
≤ λ1 < 0

)
, (53)

to be marginally stable.

• Point i has the eigenvalues

µ1 = −1, µ2 =
λ2
1

2 , µ3 = 1
2

(
λ2
1 − 6

)
,

µ4 = 1
2

(
λ2
1 − 4

)
, µ5 = 1

2

(
λ2
1 − 4

)
, µ6 = λ2

1 − 3,

µ7 = −λ1σ1. (54)

This point is always a saddle point.

• Point j has the eigenvalues

µ1 = 0, µ2 = 0, µ3 = −3, µ4 = −3,

µ5 = −2, µ6 = −
√

−λ2(7λ2−16)+3λ2

2λ2
,

µ7 =

√
−λ2(7λ2−16)−3λ2

2λ2
, (55)

where,

1 < λ2 ≤ 16

7
, (56)

to be marginally stable.

The eigenvalues associated to critical points f and g
are quite long, and we add them to appendix A. We
found that at linear order, these critical points are also
marginally stable. In Section VI we verify numerically
that they are indeed stable fixed points.
Below we perform a numerical integration of the au-

tonomous system to corroborate our analytical results.
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FIG. 1. We depict the evolution of the energy density
of dark energy ρde (black), scalar field density ρs (blue),
vector field density ρv (red), dark matter (including baryons)
ρm (orange) and radiation ρr (green) as functions of the
redshift z, for λ1 = 5.5 × 101, λ2 = 1 and σ1 = 10−1.
In particular, solid lines correspond to initial conditions
x1i = 0.0222681, x2i = 10−13, x3i = 10−13, y1i = 0.0222681,
y2i = 0.485 × 10−12, ui = 6 × 10−13 and ϱi = 0.999339.
Dashed lines correspond to initial conditions x1i = 10−5,
x2i = 10−13, x3i = 10−13, y1i = 10−5, y2i = 0.485 × 10−12,
ui = 6×10−13 and ϱi = 0.99983. Dot-dashed lines correspond
to initial conditions x1i = 10−13, x2i = 10−13, x3i = 10−13,
y1i = 10−13, y2i = 0.485 × 10−12, ui = 6 × 10−13 and
ϱi = 0.99983. During the scaling radiation era aR we obtained

Ω
(r)
de ≈ 9.91736 × 10−4, while in the case of bR we found

Ω
(r)
de ≈ 1.66852 × 10−3. Also, during the scaling matter era

dM , we got Ω
(m)
de ≈ 1.00912× 10−3 at redshift z = 50.
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FIG. 2. The evolution of the fractional energy densities for
the same initial conditions used in figure 1. Where we can
observe that the fractional energy density of dark energy (black
line) and the fractional energy density related to vector field
(red line) are overlapping, and the fractional energy density
related to scalar field is around 10−4 (blue line). Also, the
time of radiation-matter equality is around z ≈ 3387. Finally,
at future times, Ωv ≈ 0.999946 and Ωs ≈ 5.37922× 10−5.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We found five critical points that allow an accelerated
expansion, f, g, h, i and j. And we have verified numeri-
cally that the points f , g, h, and j are attractors. How-
ever, the critical point i, which is related to the ordinary
exponential quintessence model [76, 77] is no longer a
stable point, Eq. (54).

In FIG. 7, we show the evolution of the system in the
phase space through the trajectories aR → cM → f ,
aR → dM → f and bR → dM → f . In FIG. 1 it is

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
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0.0

0.5

Log10(1+z)

w

wde
wv
ws
wtot
wtot

ΛCDM

FIG. 3. We depict the equation of state wtot (orange line),
the EOS of dark energy wde (black line), the EOS related to
vector field wv (red line), the EOS related to scalar field ws

(blue line), and the total EOS of ΛCDM model (green line) as
redshift functions. Also, we used the same initial conditions of
figure 1 to obtain the solid, dashed, and dot-dashed blue lines
and red lines. Finally, we obtain the value wde = −0.999516

at z = 0, in accordance with w
(0)
de = −1.028 ± 0.032, from

Planck data [81].
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FIG. 4. We show the evolution of the deceleration parameter
q(z), for the same initial conditions used in figure 1. The tran-
sition to dark energy dominance is around z ≈ 0.62, consistent
with current observational data.

depicted the evolution of the energy densities of dark
energy, dark matter and radiation, along with the vec-
tor and the scalar components of dark energy. Thus, one
can verify that there exists for these trajectories a scaling
regime of the fields during the radiation and matter eras.
Furthermore, in FIG. 2 we plot the behavior of the corre-
sponding fractional energy densities for the same initial
conditions that in FIG 1, showing that the nature of the
final attractor is purely vectorial. At the present time,

redshift z = 0, we found Ω
(0)
de ≈ 0.68 and dark matter

Ω
(0)
m ≈ 0.32, which is consistent with observations.

In FIG. 3 we show the cosmic evolution of the total
EOS, the EOS of dark energy, and the EOS parame-
ter of the vectorial and scalar components of dark en-
ergy. To compare with the current concordance model,
we also added the evolution curve of the EOS of the
ΛCDM model. For the EOS parameter of dark en-
ergy at z = 0 we obtained wde(z = 0) ≈ −0.999516,
which is in agreement with the observational constraint

w
(0)
de = −1.028 ± 0.032 [82]. From FIG. 2 one can

check that the time of radiation-matter equality is around
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FIG. 5. We present the variation of the Hubble rate, denoted
as H(z), in relation to the redshift z. The observed data points
for the Hubble rate are depicted as blue points, accompanied
by their corresponding 1σ confidence intervals, as detailed in
Table III. We utilize identical initial conditions as displayed in
FIG 1 to generate the solid, dashed, and dot-dashed blue lines.
By comparing the theoretical model predictions represented by
these lines with the observed data, we can assess the level of
agreement between the empirical measurements of the Hubble
rate at different redshifts and the theoretical model.
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FIG. 6. The figure illustrates the relative difference (ex-
pressed as a percentage), denoted as ∆rH(z) = 100 ×
|H − HΛCDM | /HΛCDM , in comparison to the ΛCDM model. The
solid, dashed, and dot-dashed blue lines are derived from the iden-
tical initial conditions presented in FIG. 1, are utilized in this
analysis. By evaluating the relative difference between the Hubble
rate H and the Hubble rate of the ΛCDM model HΛCDM , we can
examine the deviations from the ΛCDM model and the associated
significance at different redshifts.

z ≈ 3387. Moreover, in FIG. 4 we depict the decelera-
tion parameter for the same initial conditions. This plot
shows that the transition to the accelerated phase occurs
at z ≈ 0.62, which is very close to the ΛCDM value.

It is important to mention that for the scaling radia-
tion/matter regimes, we have respected the constraints
coming from both the Physics of Big Bang Nucleosynthe-

sis (BBN), Ω
(r)
de < 0.045, [80], and CMB measurements

from Planck, Ω
(m)
de < 0.02 (95% CL) at redshift z = 50

[83]. For instance, in FIG 1, during the scaling radiation

era aR we obtained Ω
(r)
de ≈ 9.91736 × 10−4, while in the

case of bR we found Ω
(r)
de ≈ 1.66852× 10−3. Also, during

the scaling matter era dM , we got Ω
(m)
de ≈ 1.00912×10−3

at redshift z = 50.

In FIGS. 14 and 21 we depict the evolution curves
in the phase space for the transitions aR → cM → f ,
aR → cM → g, aR → cM → dM → f , and aR → bR →
dR → f , for another set of parameter values and initial
conditions. The corresponding behavior of the energy

FIG. 7. Evolution curves in the phase space for λ1 = 5.5 × 101,
λ2 = 1 and σ1 = 10−1. Black solid line correspond to initial
conditions x1i = 0.0222681, x2i = 10−13, x3i = 10−13, y1i =
0.0222681, y2i = 0.485×10−12, ui = 6×10−13 and ϱi = 0.999339.
Brown solid line correspond to initial conditions x1i = 10−5, x2i =
10−13, x3i = 10−13, y1i = 10−5, y2i = 0.485 × 10−12, ui = 6 ×
10−13 and ϱi = 0.99983. Red dashed line correspond to initial
conditions x1i = 10−13, x2i = 10−13, x3i = 10−13, y1i = 10−13,
y2i = 0.485× 10−12, ui = 6× 10−13 and ϱi = 0.99983.

densities of dark energy, dark matter and radiation are
shown in FIGS. 8, 9, 15 and 16 . Moreover, the cos-
mic evolution of the EOS parameter of dark energy and
the total EOS are shown in FIGS 10 and 17. In these
figures, we also depicted the behavior of the vector and
scalar fields. Finally, the evolution of the deceleration
parameter is presented in FIGS. 11 and 18.

We choose parameters λ1, λ2, and σ based on the sta-
bility conditions of critical points and observational con-
straints. Specifically, we numerically solve the dynamical
system (41) using three sets of values for the parameters
λ1, λ2, and σ, as well as initial conditions (values given
in Fig. 1, Fig. 8, and Fig. 15). These values are selected
to ensure the stability of points f and g (Fig. 7, Fig.
14, and Fig. 21) and to be consistent with the observa-
tional values: ΩDE ≈ 0.68 (Fig. 2, Fig. 9, and Fig. 16),

w
(0)
de = −1.028 ± 0.032 (Fig. 3, Fig. 10, and Fig. 17),

radiation-matter equality around z ≈ 3387 (Fig. 2, Fig.
9, and Fig. 16), and transition to dark energy dominance
around z ≈ 0.62 (Fig. 4, Fig. 11, and Fig. 18). Even
more, our numerical solutions (Fig. 2, Fig. 9, and Fig.
16) are consistent with constraints arising from Big Bang
Nucleosynthesis (BBN) and measurements obtained from
the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) by the Planck

satellite. That is to say, according to BBN, Ω
(r)
de is lim-

ited to Ω
(r)
de < 0.045 (2.σ C.L) [80], while CMB measure-

ments at a redshift of approximately z ≈ 50 from Planck

indicate Ω
(m)
de < 0.02 (2.σ C.L) [83]. Finally, it is im-

portant to note that the next step involves identifying
the best-fit parameters of λ1, λ2, and σ and determining
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FIG. 8. We depict the evolution of the energy density of
dark energy ρde (black), scalar field density ρs (blue), vector
field density ρv (red), dark matter (including baryons) ρm
(orange) and radiation ρr (green) as functions of the redshift
z, for λ1 = 2.2, λ2 = 1 and σ1 = 1. In particular, solid lines
correspond to initial conditions x1i = 10−5, x2i = 10−5,
x3i = 10−13, y1i = 3.2 × 10−13, y2i = 4.5 × 10−13,
ui = 4 × 10−13 and ϱi = 0.99983. Dashed lines correspond
to initial conditions x1i = 10−5, x2i = 10−5, x3i = 10−13,
y1i = 4.2 × 10−13, y2i = 4.5 × 10−13, ui = 4 × 10−13 and
ϱi = 0.99983. Dot-dashed lines correspond to initial condi-
tions x1i = 10−5, x2i = 10−5, x3i = 10−13, y1i = 3.8×10−13,
y2i = 4.5× 10−13, ui = 4.0× 10−13 and ϱi = 0.99983. During

the scaling radiation era aR we obtained Ω
(r)
de ≈ 4.004×10−10.
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FIG. 9. The evolution of the fractional energy densities of dark
energy (black line), vector field (red line) and scalar field (blue
line), for the same initial conditions used in figure 8. Also, the
time of radiation-matter equality is around z ≈ 3387. Finally,
at future times, Ωv ≈ 0.96571 and Ωs ≈ 3.42898× 10−2.

their corresponding confidence intervals through statisti-
cal analysis. However, conducting this analysis exceeds
the scope of this paper. But, with these previous results,
we have proved that the model satisfies the preliminary
requirements to be considered viable [82].

VII. HUBBLE PARAMETER H(z)

To analyze the behavior of the Hubble rate and its con-
fidence interval, we will utilize a set of 39 data points ob-
tained from previous studies [84, 85]. These data points,
expressed in terms of redshift z, are presented in Table
III. Moreover, to facilitate further comparisons, we em-
ploy the ΛCDM model, which provides a Hubble rate
varying with redshift according to the following expres-
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FIG. 10. We depict the equation of state wtot (orange line),
the EOS of dark energy wde (black line), the EOS related to
vector field wv (red line), the EOS related to scalar field ws

(blue line), and the total EOS of ΛCDM model (green line) as
redshift functions. Also, we used the same initial conditions
of figure 9 to obtain the solid, dashed, and dot-dashed blue
lines and red lines. Finally, we obtain the value wde = −0.996

at z = 0, in accordance with w
(0)
de = −1.028 ± 0.032, from

Planck data [81].
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FIG. 11. We show the evolution of the deceleration parameter
q(z), for the same initial conditions used in figure 1. Where,
the transition to dark energy dominance is around z ≈ 0.62,
which is consistent with current observational data.

sion:

HΛCDM (z) = H0

√
Ω

(0)
de +Ω

(0)
m (1 + z)3 +Ω

(0)
r (1 + z)4.

(57)
Figures 5, 12 and 19 illustrate the evolution of the Hub-
ble rate as a function of redshift for our model. The
parameter values and initial conditions utilized for Fig-
ures 1, 8 and 15 are consistent with those employed for
the aforementioned plots. We compare these results with
the standard outcomes obtained from the ΛCDM model
and the current observational data on the Hubble rate
H(z). Consequently, we conclude that our findings align
with observational H(z) data. To further evaluate the
consistency between our model and ΛCDM, we examine
the relative difference, denoted as ∆rH(z), between the
results obtained from our model and ΛCDM. Figures 6,
13 and 20 provide a visualization of this comparison, indi-
cating that our results closely resemble those of ΛCDM.
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FIG. 12. We present the variation of the Hubble rate, denoted
as H(z), in relation to the redshift z. The observed data points
for the Hubble rate are depicted as blue points, accompanied
by their corresponding 1σ confidence intervals, as detailed in
Table III. We utilize identical initial conditions as displayed in
FIG 8 to generate the solid, dashed, and dot-dashed blue lines.
By comparing the theoretical model predictions represented by
these lines with the observed data, we can assess the level of
agreement between the empirical measurements of the Hubble
rate at different redshifts and the theoretical model.
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FIG. 13. The figure illustrates the relative difference (ex-
pressed as a percentage), denoted as ∆rH(z) = 100 ×
|H − HΛCDM | /HΛCDM , in comparison to the ΛCDM model. The
solid, dashed, and dot-dashed blue lines are derived from the iden-
tical initial conditions presented in FIG. 8, are utilized in this
analysis. By evaluating the relative difference between the Hubble
rate H and the Hubble rate of the ΛCDM model HΛCDM , we can
examine the deviations from the ΛCDM model and the associated
significance at different redshifts.

VIII. DISCUSSIONS AND FINAL REMARKS

We investigated the cosmological dynamics of dark en-
ergy in a scalar-vector-torsion model [72], where the vec-
tor part is described by the cosmic triad, the scalar field
is of quintessence type, and the torsion is associated to
the Weitzenböck connection of teleparallel gravity [18–
25]. We performed an exhaustive phase analysis looking
for the critical points of the autonomous system and their
stability properties [76].

In order to find the set of cosmological equations that
govern the dynamics of the fields, we have assumed the
FLRW background in the presence of radiation and cold
dark matter fluids. We obtained the effective energy and
pressure densities of dark energy and identified contri-
butions from both the vector and scalar fields. In this
way, we derived the autonomous system from this set
of cosmological equations, and the corresponding critical
points are shown in Table I. Furthermore, in Table II, we
presented for each fixed point the results obtained for the

FIG. 14. Evolution curves in the phase space for λ1 = 2.2, λ2 =
1 and σ1 = 1. Black solid line correspond to initial conditions
x1i = 10−5, x2i = 10−5, x3i = 10−13, y1i = 3.2 × 10−13, y2i =
4.5 × 10−13, ui = 4 × 10−13 and ϱi = 0.99983. Brown solid line
correspond to initial conditions x1i = 10−5, x2i = 10−5, x3i =
10−13, y1i = 4.2 × 10−13, y2i = 4.5 × 10−13, ui = 4 × 10−13 and
ϱi = 0.99983. Red dot-dashed line correspond to initial conditions
x1i = 10−5, x2i = 10−5, x3i = 10−13, y1i = 3.8 × 10−13, y2i =
4.5× 10−13, ui = 4.0× 10−13 and ϱi = 0.99983.

relevant cosmological parameters. So, by numerically in-
tegrating the autonomous system we have corroborated
all our analytical results. Particularly, we have shown
that the dark energy model studied here, which is based
on a scalar-vector-torsion gravity theory, is cosmologi-
cally viable and capable of successfully reproducing the
thermal history of the universe. We found new attractor
points, which are dark energy-dominated solutions with
accelerated expansion. For these critical points, the frac-
tional energy density of dark energy is composed of con-
tributions coming from both the scalar and vector field
densities. Thus, the dynamics of dark energy is driven
by the two fields. The vector field behaves close to the
cosmological constant, while the scalar field remains in
the quintessence regime. Nevertheless, at late times we
found that the energy density of the scalar field is always
subdominant, and therefore the nature of dark energy
could be mainly vectorial.

We also obtained new scaling solutions in which the
scalar and vector field densities scale in the same way as
the radiation and matter background fluids. After per-
forming the stability analysis, we found that they are
unstable fixed points without accelerated expansion. Al-
though the vector field density only can scale as radi-
ation and not matter, the scalar field can mimic both
[77]. Also, it is important to note that scaling solutions
are attractive once they can naturally incorporate early
dark energy. They provide us with a mechanism to al-
leviate the energy scale problem of the ΛCDM model,
which is related to the large energy gap that exists be-
tween the current critical energy density and the typical
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FIG. 15. We depict the evolution of the energy density of
dark energy ρde (black), scalar field density ρs (blue), vector
field density ρv (red), dark matter (including baryons) ρm
(orange) and radiation ρr (green) as functions of the redshift
z, for λ1 = 10, λ2 = 1 and σ1 = 10. In particular, solid
lines correspond to initial conditions x1i = 10−5, x2i = 10−5,
x3i = 10−5, y1i = 6× 10−6, y2i = 4.8× 10−13, ui = 6× 10−5

and ϱi = 0.99983. Dashed lines correspond to initial condi-
tions x1i = 10−5, x2i = 10−5, x3i = 10−5, y1i = 6 × 10−12,
y2i = 4.8 × 10−13, ui = 6 × 10−5 and ϱi = 0.99983.
Dot-dashed lines correspond to initial conditions x1i = 10−8,
x2i = 10−8, x3i = 10−8, y1i = 0, y2i = 4.9 × 10−13, ui = 0
and ϱi = 0.99983. During the scaling radiation era aR we

obtained Ω
(r)
de ≈ 6.00013 × 10−5, while in the case of bR we

found Ω
(r)
de ≈ 6.07537× 10−5. Also, during the scaling matter

era dM , we got Ω
(m)
de ≈ 1.93572× 10−2 at redshift z = 50.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Log10(1+z)

Ω

Ωde
Ωv
Ωs
Ωm
Ωr

FIG. 16. The evolution of the fractional energy densities of
dark energy (black line), vector field (red line) and scalar field
(blue line), for the same initial conditions used in figure 9.
Also, the time of radiation-matter equality is around z ≈ 3387.
Finally, at future times, Ωv ≈ 0.998365 and Ωs ≈ 1.63459 ×
10−3.

energy scales of particle physics [86, 87].

We found that the effective dark energy, comprising the
energy densities of the scalar and vector fields, can ex-
hibit scaling behavior in the early universe. This implies
the existence of a small portion of dark energy contribut-
ing to the dynamics of the universe during the radiation
and matter eras. It is important to note that both the
vector and the scalar can drive this scaling behavior dur-
ing the radiation era, while in the matter era, only the
scalar field can provide this effect. This is a natural out-
come, as an oscillating field can indeed act like an effec-
tive fluid with a constant equation of state, which has
radiation-like or matter-like behavior depending on the
potential [88]. Moreover, the dynamics of the vector field
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FIG. 17. We depict the equation of state wtot (orange line),
the EOS of dark energy wde (black line), the EOS related to
vector field wv (red line), the EOS related to scalar field ws

(blue line), and the total EOS of ΛCDM model (green line) as
redshift functions. Also, we used the same initial conditions of
figure 9 to obtain the solid, dashed, and dot-dashed blue lines
and red lines. Finally, we obtain the value wde = −0.997323
at z = 0.
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FIG. 18. We show the evolution of the deceleration parameter
q(z), for the same initial conditions used in figure 1. Where,
the transition to dark energy dominance is around z ≈ 0.62,
which is consistent with current observational data.

resemble that of a Maxwell-type field [69].

Since the scaling solutions lead to the presence of small
amounts of dark energy during the radiation and matter
era, significant physical consequences can emerge [86, 87].
Specifically, it alters the Hubble rate during this pe-
riod, thereby affecting the theoretical predictions for the
abundances of primordial light elements [79, 80]. More-
over, a scaling field significantly impacts the shape of
the spectrum of Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB)
anisotropies [80]. This scaling field also influences the
formation of large-scale structures in the universe, im-
pacting the growth of cosmic structures such as galaxies
and clusters of galaxies [89]. In this latter case, the effects
on the matter power spectrum arise from the reduction of
the matter fluctuation variance σ8, due to the suppressed
growth rate of matter perturbations [89–91]. Utilizing
the latest observational data from Big Bang Nucleosyn-
thesis and observed abundances of primordial nuclides,
the authors in Ref. [80] established a strong constraint
Ωde < 0.045 at 2.σ C.L. for the permissible amount
of dark energy during the radiation era. Additionally,
based on CMB measurements [83], the constraint for the
field energy density during the matter scaling epoch is



12

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
0

50

100

150

200

250

z

H
(z
)[
K
m
/s
/M
pc

] H(z)

H(ΛCDM)(z)

FIG. 19. We present the variation of the Hubble rate, denoted
as H(z), in relation to the redshift z. The observed data points
for the Hubble rate are depicted as blue points, accompanied
by their corresponding 1σ confidence intervals, as detailed in
Table III. We utilize identical initial conditions as displayed in
FIG 15 to generate the solid, dashed, and dot-dashed blue lines.
By comparing the theoretical model predictions represented by
these lines with the observed data, we can assess the level of
agreement between the empirical measurements of the Hubble
rate at different redshifts and the theoretical model.
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FIG. 20. The figure illustrates the relative difference (ex-
pressed as a percentage), denoted as ∆rH(z) = 100 ×
|H − HΛCDM | /HΛCDM , in comparison to the ΛCDM model. The
solid, dashed, and dot-dashed blue lines are derived from the iden-
tical initial conditions presented in FIG. 15, are utilized in this
analysis. By evaluating the relative difference between the Hubble
rate H and the Hubble rate of the ΛCDM model HΛCDM , we can
examine the deviations from the ΛCDM model and the associated
significance at different redshifts.

Ωde < 0.02 (2.σ C.L) at redshift z ≈ 50. In our study,
we used these values to constrain the model parameters
when numerically solving our cosmological equations. Al-
though this approach is valid and sufficient from a prac-
tical standpoint, for greater precision, we could further
investigate the dynamics of the field density during early
times to better predict the primordial abundances and
the evolution of the cosmological perturbations. How-
ever, these additional studies are beyond the scope of
the current work and will be the focus of future projects.

Finally, in order to decide whether or not the present
model is a good candidate to describe nature, more
studies are required. Particularly, these studies should

include a detailed observational confrontation, using
data from Type Ia Supernovae (SNIa), Baryon Acoustic
Oscillations (BAO) and Cosmic Microwave Background
(CMB) observations. Also, a detailed perturbation
analysis to investigate the matter clustering behavior,
and the σ8 tension, would be essential [7–10]. These
interesting and necessary studies lie beyond the scope of

FIG. 21. Evolution curves in the phase space for λ1 = 10, λ2 = 1
and σ1 = 10. Black solid line correspond to initial conditions x1i =
10−5, x2i = 10−5, x3i = 10−5, y1i = 6× 10−6, y2i = 4.8× 10−13,
ui = 6 × 10−5 and ϱi = 0.99983. Brown solid line correspond
to initial conditions x1i = 10−5, x2i = 10−5, x3i = 10−5, y1i =
6 × 10−12, y2i = 4.8 × 10−13, ui = 6 × 10−5 and ϱi = 0.99983.
Red dot-dashed line correspond to initial conditions x1i = 10−8,
x2i = 10−8, x3i = 10−8, y1i = 0, y2i = 4.9 × 10−13, ui = 0 and
ϱi = 0.99983.

the present work and are left for future projects.

Data availability: There are no new data associ-
ated with this article.
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Appendix A: Eigenvalues of points f and g

Point f has the eigenvalues

µ1 = 0, µ2 = −2, µ3 = −3,

µ4 = 1
2

(
−
√

24λ2y22c + 1− 3
)
,

µ5 = 1
2

(√
24λ2y22c + 1− 3

)
,

µ6 =
−
√
3
√
A− 9λ1y

2
2c − 3σ1

2 (3λ1y22c + σ1)

µ7 =

√
3
√
A− 9λ1y

2
2c − 3σ1

2 (3λ1y22c + σ1)
, (A1)

where,

A = 108λ3
1σ1y

6
2c − 36λ3

1σ1y
4
2c − 12λ1σ

3
1y

2
2c + 18λ1σ1y

2
2c

+ 27λ2
1y

4
2c + 4λ1σ

3
1 + 3σ2

1 .

Point g has the eigenvalues

µ1 = 0, µ2 = −2, µ3 = −3,

µ4 =
1

2

(
−

√
A− 6

√
B

λ2 (3λ1λ2x2
3c + λ2σ1 + λ1)

− 3

)
,

µ5 =
1

2

(√
A− 6

√
B

λ2 (3λ1λ2x2
3c + λ2σ1 + λ1)

− 3

)
,

µ6 =
1

2

(
−

√
A+ 6

√
B

λ2 (3λ1λ2x2
3c + λ2σ1 + λ1)

− 3

)
,

µ7 =
1

2

(√
A+ 6

√
B

λ2 (3λ1λ2x2
3c + λ2σ1 + λ1)

− 3

)
, (A2)

where,

A = 6λ2
1σ1

(
3λ2x

2
3c + 1

) (
λ2

(
3x2

3c − 1
)
+ 1
)

+ 3λ2λ1

(
2σ2

1

(
−3λ2x

2
3c + λ2 − 1

)
+ λ2x

2
3c + 3

)
+ 3λ2

2σ1

(
8x2

3c

(
λ2

(
6x2

3c − 2
)
+ 1
)
+ 3
)
,

and,

B = 16λ1λ
2
2σ1x

2
3c

(
λ2

(
3x2

3c − 1
)
+ 1
) (

3λ1λ2x
2
3c + λ2σ1 + λ1

)
(
λ2σ1

(
6x2

3c − 2
)
+ λ1 + σ1

)
+
(
3λ2

2

(
3λ2

1 + 8λ2

)
σ1x

4
3c

−λ2x
2
3c

(
3 (λ2 − 2)λ2

1σ1 + λ2λ1

(
3σ2

1 + 4
)
+ 4λ2 (2λ2 − 1)σ1

)
+λ1 (λ2 − 1)σ1 (λ2σ1 − λ1)

)2
.

Appendix B: Hubble’s parameter data

Within this appendix, we provide the dataset compris-
ing Hubble’s parameter values for the redshift range of
0.01 < z < 2.360:

TABLE III. Hubble’s parameter vs. redshift & scale factor.

z H(z) ( km/s
Mpc

) Ref.

0.07 69± 19.6 [92]

0.09 69± 12 [93]

0.100 69± 12 [93]

0.120 68.6± 26.2 [92]

0.170 83± 8 [93]

0.179 75± 4 [94]

0.199 75± 5 [94]

0.200 72.9± 29.6 [92]

0.270 77± 14 [93]

0.280 88.8± 36.6 [92]

0.320 79.2± 5.6 [95]

0.352 83± 14 [94]

0.3802 83± 13.5 [94]

0.400 95± 17 [93]

0.4004 77± 10.2 [94]

0.4247 87.1± 11.2 [94]

0.440 82.6± 7.8 [96]

0.4497 92.8± 12.9 [94]

0.470 89± 50 [97]

0.4783 80.9± 9 [94]

0.480 97± 62 [98]

0.570 100.3± 3.7 [95]

0.593 104± 13 [94]

0.600 87.9± 6.1 [96]

0.680 92± 8 [94]

0.730 97.3± 7 [96]

0.781 105± 12 [94]

0.875 125± 17 [94]

0.880 90± 40 [98]

0.900 117± 23 [93]

1.037 154± 20 [94]

1.300 168± 17 [93]

1.363 160± 33.6 [99]

1.430 177± 18 [93]

1.530 140± 14 [93]

1.750 202± 40 [93]

1.965 186.5± 50.4 [99]

2.340 222± 7 [100]

2.360 226± 8 [101]
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