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In this paper, in an FLRW background and a perfect fluid equation of state, we explore the
possibility of the realization of an emergent scenario in a 4D regularized extension of Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet gravity, with the field equations particularly expressed in terms of scalar-tensor degrees of
freedom. By assuming non-zero spatial curvature (k = ±1), the stability of the Einstein static
universe (ESU) and its subsequent exit into the standard inflationary system is tested through
different approaches. In terms of dynamical systems, a spatially closed universe rather than an
open universe shows appealing behaviour to exhibit a graceful transition from the ESU to standard
cosmological history. We found that under linear homogeneous perturbations, for some constraints
imposed on the model parameters, the ESU is stable under those perturbations. Moreover, it is
noted that for a successful graceful transition, the equation of state ω must satisfy the conditions
−1 < ω < 0 and ω < −1 for closed and open universes, respectively. Furthermore, the ESU is seen
to be neutrally stable under matter perturbation in the Newtonian gauge.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The theory of general relativity suggests that at the
genesis of the Universe, spacetime and matter were com-
pressed to a region of infinitesimally pointlike singular-
ity (the initial singularity) with infinite density, which
in other words is also known as the Planck’s scale. At
Planck’s scale, the known classical laws of physics break
down and quantum mechanics becomes significantly im-
portant. In an attempt to unravel the nature of the initial
singularity, the incompetence of classical general relativ-
ity led to the development of alternative theories, or to be
precise theories of quantum gravity which are based on
the application of quantum mechanics in gravity. Thus
quantum gravity (and hence quantum cosmology) has
proven to be quite popular in resolving the problem of the
initial singularity. Apart from this, string theory, ekpy-
rotic/cyclic, and bouncing universe theories are also some
of the candidates proposed to address the initial singular-
ity problem. In addition, a relatively new idea to settling
the debate of the problem of initial singularity, Ellis et
al. [1, 2] suggested the so-called “emergent Universe”
(EU) scenario in the framework of general relativity and
closed Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW)
universe. The EU is, therefore, a singularity-free Uni-
verse where the Universe is supposed to be ever-existing
in an Einstein static (ES) phase and subsequently un-
dergo a phase transition into the standard inflationary
domain. Therefore, in an EU, the initial singularity is re-
placed by the ESU. The original Ellis et al. model [1, 2],
which was developed in general relativity, faced signifi-
cant fine-tuning problems. The authors suggested that,
rather than a Big Bang singularity, an initially static
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state known as the ESU existed in the eternal past, fol-
lowing a closed FLRW cosmological setting with positive
spatial curvature, the exit from which leads to a brief
phase of the inflationary era and then undergo reheating
the usual way. In their original model, they formulated
a possible non-singular contender of a conventional in-
flationary Universe with a singularity by considering the
feasibility of an early Universe with positive spatial cur-
vature. In particular, they modelled the scenario with a
physically viable potential and a scalar field. The pres-
ence of the initial static Universe solves the so-called
“horizon problem” as it turns out, this configuration nat-
urally obviates the horizon problem. Consequently, a
self-consistent, or stable, departure from the ESU and
a graceful transition from the ESU to the inflationary
phase are necessary for the scenario to successfully de-
scribe the fixing of the initial singularity. Notably, the
former and latter are sufficient and required criteria for
singularity evasion, indicating that the EU scenario fails
if any of the two requirements are not satisfied. Ellis
et al’s model failed to achieve the former criteria, pos-
ing a significant obstacle to stability. The original EU
scenario failed to successfully resolve the big bang sin-
gularity issue given that Barrow et al [3] discovered that
the ESU in GR is not stable, suggesting that the uni-
verse in such an initial static state cannot survive for
long against perturbations in the ES phase. However, in
the early universe, physical situations in particular, like
gravity quantization or GR-based corrections may tip the
balance in favour of the EU scenario. In a nutshell, al-
though the EU scenario collapsed in the context of GR,
current modified gravity theories could potentially able
to ameliorate the situation. This idea has prompted var-
ious investigations on the natural improvements of the
original EU setup into modified gravity theories, intend-
ing to achieve a few promising findings in contrast to GR.
In the aforementioned context, it seems that the issues of
stability are resolved while working on modified theories
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of gravity[4]. With this motive, the ESU is extensively
studied in [5–7], which led to interesting properties that
are substantially dissimilar to those of general relativ-
ity, when stability is concerned. In agreement with this
statement, we take into consideration the possibility of
a modified matter-geometry scenario in the case of an
EU scenario with a motive to account for the stability
of the ESU. Therefore, it is quite crucial to address the
stability of a model to avoid the collapse of the ESU into
the initial singularity. The stability analysis for a sta-
ble ESU can be done in terms of different methods like
homogeneous, inhomogeneous perturbations and also in
terms of dynamical systems. Some of these methods are
well described in Ref. [8–19]. Emergent cosmology is an
approach to address the problem of the big-bang singu-
larity, with a modification of the standard inflationary
Universe, with an ever-existing phase of ESU, with a ra-
dius greater than Planck’s scale to avoid the quantum
gravity era. The ESU has been revisited as a potential
foundation for an EU, which is dedicated to addressing
the avoidance of the initial singularity prevalent within
inflationary cosmology. The ESU exhibit notable fea-
tures, including the absence of an initial singularity and
mitigation of the issues associated with quantum gravity.
It is important to emphasize that the stability of the ESU
plays a pivotal role in the successful implementation of
the EU scenario. Extensive studies on the stability of the
ESU have been carried out within various modified grav-
ity theories as well as in theories with various physically
motivated corrections in different theories. These studies
can be found in Ref. [8–40]

With these motivations at hand, the paper is dedicated
to the possibility and consequences of emergent cosmol-
ogy in the framework of 4D-Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet grav-
ity, which is planned as follows: In section II we discuss
and review the basic formulation of 4D-Einstein Gauss-
Bonnet gravity. In section III we study the stability and
graceful exit mechanism of emergent cosmology using dy-
namical systems. In sectionIV, we study the stability of
the ESU subject to homogeneous linear perturbations. In
section V, we discuss the consequences of matter pertur-
bations in the Newtonian gauge to the ESU and finally
in section VI we summarize and conclude the outcomes
of the study.

II. BRIEF REVIEW OF 4DEGB GRAVITY

Fernandes et al.[41] have proposed an innovative regu-
larisation method for Einstein Gauss-Bonnet gravity, re-
sulting in a set of field equations that can be stated in
closed form in 4D. Their approach demands the inclusion
of a counter-term to the action term and is unaffected
by the embedding and compactification of any higher-
dimensional space. This counter-term eliminates the di-
vergence in the action that would otherwise occur. For
detailed derivation see Ref. [41–45] .Moreover, from an
observational perspective Clifton et al [46]studied the ob-

servational constraints on the 4DEGB gravity and Toni-
ato et al [47] developed a complete post-Newtonian anal-
ysis of 4DEGB theories, improving some observational
constraints and also discussed extensions to the PPN for-
malism accordingly. The action resulting from the addi-
tion of the Gauss-Bonnet term in the Einstein-Hilbert
action in D dimensions with the Glavan-Lin rescaling
α → α

D−4 is [41]

S =

∫
dDx

√
−g

(
R+

α

D − 4
G
)

(1)

where G is the Gauss-Bonnet scalar given by

G = R2 − 4RµνR
µν +RµνρσR

µνρσ, (2)

It may be noted that the rescaling of the Gauss-Bonnet
coupling constant, is a way of accounting for the so-called
conformal or trace anomaly in quantum field theory [43].
Following [41] directly, one may write the resulting action
after 4D-regularization first reported by Lu and Pang [44]

S =

∫
M

dDx
√
−g [R+ α(D − 4) (4(D − 3)Gµν∇µϕ∇νϕ

−ϕG − 4(D − 5)(D − 3)□ϕ(∇ϕ)2 − (D − 5)(D − 3)

(D − 2)(∇ϕ)4
)]

+ Sm

(3)
where ϕ is a scalar degree of freedom associated through
a conformal transformation of the metric tensor given by
g̃µν = e2ϕgµν . In the 4−D limit equation (3) reduces to

S =

∫
M

d4x
√
−g [R+ α (4Gµν∇µϕ∇νϕ− ϕG

+4□ϕ(∇ϕ)2 + 2(∇ϕ)4
)]

+ SM ,
(4)

which is a 4−D action free of divergences.
The 4D regularized Einstein Gauss Bonnet theory has

several interesting implications for instance, in higher di-
mensions, it agrees rather well with the Gauss-Bonnet
theory’s Kaluza-Klein reduction [44, 48]. In addition, it
also appears to be exactly compatible with the effective
action that results from the trace anomaly in quantum
theory, which is caused by the broken conformal symme-
try of massless fields [48, 49]. This may imply that the
theory may be interpreted as a gravitational theory with
an established quantum correction mechanism plus a the-
ory with reduced dimensionality. From a phenomenolog-
ical perspective, the theory appears to be in the absence
of Ostrogradski instabilities and also permits intriguing
cosmological and black hole solutions that essentially re-
duce to the equations in GR. The accelerating behaviour
that the cosmic solutions offer may be of significance in
the high- and low-redshift domains [43] (and references
therein).
Let us now consider the homogeneous and isotropic

FLRW metric in D dimensions

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)
[
dχ2 + S2

k(χ)dΩ
2
]
, (5)
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where a(t) is the scale-factor,

Sk(χ) =

 χ, k = 0
sin(χ), k = 1
sinh(χ), k = −1

and dΩ2 represents the line-element for a D − 2 sphere.
We assume a perfect fluid energy-momentum tensor
Tµ
ν = diag(−ρ, p, p, p) and the scalar-tensor version of

4DEGB gravity [42, 43] for this particular work.
The Friedmann equation in the 4DEGB gravity has

been obtained in [43], which is given by

H2 +
k

a2
+ α

(
H2 +

k

a2

)2

=
8πG

3
ρ+

αC2

a4
. (6)

which includes a dark-radiation term parameterized by
C. This is referred to as a dark-radiation term as it
evolves like radiation in standard cosmology (∝ 1

a4 ). This
term has important cosmological aspects, for instance,
very recently, Zanoletti et al [50] obtained detailed cos-
mological aspects of the 4DEGB theory that places em-
pirical constraints based on CMB data on the dark ra-
diation parameter C, and also computed the perturbed
equations of motion for all values of the curvature param-
eter k. It will be interesting to explore, the feasibility of
non-singular ES behaviour of the early Universe, which
is a crucial element of emergent cosmology. Therefore,
the Friedmann equation (6) shall be our primary interest
from which the dynamics of emergent cosmology shall be
studied. The other counterpart to this equation is the
Raychaudhuri equation, which can be obtained by differ-
entiating equation (6) and using the continuity equation
ρ̇+ 3H(ρ+ p) = 0, which gives(

Ḣ − k

a2

)[
1 + 2α

(
H2 +

k

a2

)]
+

2αC2

a4

= −4πG(ρ+ p),

(7)

The crucial point to be noted here is, in the case of k =
0 (flat Universe), from the Friedmann equation (6) one

may see that ρs = −αC2

a4
s
, (ρs and as are the energy

density and ES radius respectively), is negative for α > 0,
which is unphysical. However, α < 0 leads to positive
energy density, but α < 0 is inconvenient for consistent
cosmology in [43]. Therefore, in this work, the cases of
closed and open Universes (k = 1 and k = −1) will be
investigated.

The stability analysis of the ESU has been extensively
used in Gauss-Bonnet gravity by different authors. For
instance, Huang et al performed a stability analysis of the
ESU in modified Gauss-Bonnet gravity under scalar per-
turbations to the Newtonian Gauge through harmonic
decomposition of the potentials associated with it [8].
They found that a closed Universe admits stable ES solu-
tions subject to homogeneous perturbation but are unsta-
ble in terms of inhomogeneous perturbations, whereas an
open Universe is unstable subject either to homogeneous

or inhomogeneous perturbations. More recently, Li et
al [51] found stable ES solutions to scalar perturbations
in a 4D Gauss-Bonnet gravity by rescaling the Gauss-
Bonnet coupling constant and performing the analysis in
the D → 4 limit. Böhmer and Lobo [52] studied the sta-
bility of the ESU in the context of linear homogeneous
perturbations within modified Gauss-Bonnet gravity, by
assuming a general form of the Gauss-Bonnet function
characterized by a linear equation of state and the sec-
ond derivative of the Gauss-Bonnet term. To the best of
our knowledge, we find that the graceful exit dynamics,
which is a requirement of emergent cosmology has not
been explored in the aforementioned works or any other
literature, as far as 4DEGB is concerned. Therefore in
our work, we consider a 4D-regularized scalar-tensor ver-
sion of the Gauss-Bonnet field equations and perform the
stability analysis in various contexts like dynamical sta-
bility, homogeneous scalar perturbation to scale factor
and energy density, inhomogeneous density perturbation,
vector and tensor perturbations. As stated before, given
the requirement of a successful emergent cosmology, we
shall also try to address the possibility of graceful exit
through the method of dynamical systems and scalar ho-
mogeneous perturbations.

III. GRACEFUL EXIT MECHANISM AND
STABILITY ANALYSIS

Emergent cosmology is based on the assumption that
the initial singularity is replaced by a stable ESU. This
follows from the basic criteria to be fulfilled for a success-
ful emergent cosmology: existence of stable and sustained
ESU and a graceful exit from the stable ESU to the stan-
dard cosmology. In this section, we shall address both
the mechanism of phase transition and stability based on
dynamical system analysis. The stability of a dynami-
cal system is performed based on the linearised system
ẋi = Jij(xj − xj0) around the equilibrium point or criti-
cal point (x10, x20) = (as, 0), where as is the ES radius in
our context. Jij represents the elements of the Jacobian
J defined as

J =

(
∂Xi

∂xj

)
(aES ,0)

=

(
∂X1

∂x1
|(aES ,0)

∂X1

∂x2
|(aES ,0)

∂X2

∂x1
|(aES ,0)

∂X2

∂x2
|(aES ,0)

)

=

(
0 1

∂X2

∂x1
|(aES ,0) 0

)
.

(8)

Using Lyapunov’s method, the stability of the critical
point (x1, x2) = (aES , 0) is determined by the eigenval-
ues λ of the J-matrix (8). The eigen-values of the Ja-
cobian can be obtained by calculating the roots of the
characteristic equation

λ2 − λTr(J) + Det(J) = 0, (9)

The roots of the characteristic equation are

λ1,2 =
1

2

[
Tr(J)±

√
(Tr(J))2 − 4Det(J)

]
. (10)
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The stability of the critical point can be inferred from
the sign of λ2, i.e. for λ2 < 0 and λ2 > 0 the critical
points are stable and unstable respectively.

We may now construct the dynamical system for the
Raychaudhuri equation (7). Let us consider x1 = a, x2 =
ẋ1 = ȧ. Thus the dynamical system of equations becomes

ẋ1 = x2 ≡ X1(x1, x2),

ẋ2 =
− 2αC2

x3
1

− 4πGρx1(ω + 1) + 2αk2

x3
1

+
2αkx2

2

x2
1

+
2αkx2

2

x3
1

+ k
x1

+
2αx4

2

x4
1

+ x2

2αk
x2
1
+

2αx2
2

x2
1

+ 1
≡ X2(x1, x2)

(11)

where we have used the perfect fluid EoS parameter ω =
p
ρ .

A. Model 1: k = 1

Let us first consider the case of a closed Universe. By
setting k = 1 in the Raychaudhuri equation (7) and con-
sidering x1 = a and x2 = ẋ1 = ȧ, we can construct the
dynamical system in this model as

ẋ1 = x2 ≡ X1(x1, x2),

ẋ2 =
2αx1

(
−C2 + x2

2 + 1
)
− 4πGρx5

1(ω + 1) + 2αx2
2x

2
1 + 2αx4

2 + x2x
4
1 + x3

1

2α (x2
2 + 1)x2

1 + x4
1

≡ X2(x1, x2).
(12)

The eigenvalue λ for this system about the critical point
(x1, x2) = (as, 0) is

λ2 =
1

2 (2αas + a3s)
2

[
4α
(
3C2 − 2

)
a2s−(

(ω + 1)a4sρs
(
a2s + 6α

))
− 2a4s + 8α2

(
C2 − 1

)] (13)

Since the ESR as is arbitrary and positive, for the sake
of mathematical simplicity, let us assume a special case
as = 1 1. This choice is taken in order to drastically
simplify the existence regions. This gives

λ2 = −8α(α+ 1)− 4α(2α+ 3)C2 + (6α+ 1)(ω + 1)ρs + 2

2(2α+ 1)2

(14)
This form of eigenvalues squared is useful as it relates
the energy density of the ESU with the model parame-
ters α and C along with the EoS ω. From this relation,
we may obtain the stability regions corresponding to the
requirement of the model parameters. The sign of the
eigenvalue squared (λ2) determines the type of stabil-
ity of the dynamical system. When λ2 < 0, the critical

1 Note that the assumed value for as chosen in such a way it does
not violate the requirement of the classical notion of emergent
cosmology. Since we are working with a natural unit system,
c = ℏ = 1 and G = 1/8π, this gives the Planck length

√
1/8π.

To avoid the quantum gravity era, the ES radius must be greater
than the Planck length. Also, on a similar footing, the Planck
energy density must be chosen such that ρs < 64π2

point obtained for the ESU is a centre equilibrium point
and has circular stability. In other words, any small per-
turbation from the critical point will lead to indefinite
oscillations about the point rather than an exponential
deviation from it. By simultaneously setting λ2 < 0 re-
quired for stable solutions and ρs > 0, α > 0 and C > 0,
one may obtain the constraints on ω as

ω >
−8α2 − 8α+ 8α2C2 + 12αC2 − 6αρs − ρs − 2

6αρs + ρs
(15)

This constraint on ω is however not entirely informative
about the explicit existence regions as it involves the un-
known parameters in a coupled form. To reduce it further
to a convincingly simpler form, we may need to eliminate
ρs and α (or C) from the expression. Also, note that the
constraint on ω is not changed by the sign of C, which
keeps the inequality (15) unchanged irrespective of the
sign of C. Now solving for ρs from equation (6) we get

ρs = 3
(
1 + α− αC2

)
(16)

Again setting ρs > 0, α > 0 the constraint on C is ob-
tained as

−
√

α+ 1

α
< C <

√
α+ 1

α
(17)

This relation gives the possible ranges of C given the
values of α. For k = 1, with ρ = ρs, a = as = 1, ȧ =
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ä = 0, the Raychaudhuri equation can be expressed in a
simplified form for the ESU

3

2
(ω + 1)

(
α− αC2 + 1

)
+ 2αC2 − (1 + 2α) = 0, (18)

Solving for α gives

α =
3ω + 1

(C2 − 1) (3ω − 1)
, (19)

Keeping in mind the statement addressed earlier at the
end of section I, we set α > 0. Also, let us choose C > 0

2, from which we find the following constraints on the
EoS parameter from the α > 0 perspective for different
ranges of C

For 0 < C < 1,−1

3
< ω <

1

3
,

and for C > 1, ω < −1

3
or ω >

1

3

(20)

With the substitution of equations (16) and (19) into the
inequality (15) we find the following existence regions for
different ranges of C

{
(C,ω) | 0 < C <

1√
2
and

(
−3 + C2

3 + 3C2
< ω < −5

9
or ω >

−7 + C2

15 + 3C2

)}
∪
{
(C,ω) | C =

1√
2
and ω > −13

33

}
∪
{
(C,ω) | 1√

2
< C ≤ 1 and

(
−5

9
< ω <

−3 + C2

3 + 3C2
or ω >

−7 + C2

15 + 3C2

)}
∪
{
(C,ω) | C > 1 and

(
−5

9
< ω <

−7 + C2

15 + 3C2
ω >

−3 + C2

3 + 3C2

)}
(21)

Note that these stability ranges are free from the depen-
dence on ρs and α. Thus, the admitted parameter values
for λ2 < 0 lead to a centre equilibrium point and refer to
a stable ESU.

B. Model 2: k = −1

For the case of an open Universe, setting k = −1 in
the Raychaudhuri equation (7), and again considering
x1 = a and x2 = ẋ1 = ȧ, the dynamical system for this
case becomes

ẋ1 = x2,

ẋ2 = −
2αx1

(
C2 + x2

2 − 1
)
+ 4πGρx5

1(ω + 1) + 2αx2
2x

2
1 − 2αx4

2 − x2x
4
1 + x3

1

2α (x2
2 − 1)x2

1 + x4
1

≡ X (x1, x2).
(22)

The eigenvalue λ for this system around the critical point
(x1, x2) = (as, 0) is

λ2 =
1

2 (a3s − 2αas)
2

[
4α
(
3C2 − 2

)
a2s + a4s

(6α(ω + 1)ρs + 2)−
(
(ω + 1)a6sρs

)
− 8α2

(
C2 − 1

)]
(23)

2 Setting C > 0 or C < 0 would not have any effect on the sta-
bility regions as observed from (19). We may choose C > 0
conventionally.

Setting as = 1 (also setting G = 1/8π simultaneously)
the eigenvalue squared from equation (23) becomes,

λ2 =

−8α2
(
C2 − 1

)
+ 4α

(
3C2 − 2

)
+ (6α− 1)

(ω + 1)ρs + 2

2(1− 2α)2
(24)

In this case, the energy density of the ESU becomes

ρs = 3(α− 1− αC2), (25)

Setting ρs > 0 in equation (25) the constraint on C be-
comes

−
√

α− 1

α
< C <

√
α− 1

α
, ∀α > 1. (26)
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Now, for stable solutions like the previous case the con-
straints on ω with λ2 < 0 for ρs > 0, α > 1 and C > 0
are found as

ω <
−8α2 + 8α+ 8α2C2 − 12αC2 − 6αρs + ρs − 2

6αρs − ρs
(27)

Substuting ρ = ρs, from equation (25) and ȧ = ä = 0 in
equation (7) we get

3

2
(ω + 1)

(
α− αC2 + 1

)
+ 2αC2 + (1− 2α) = 0, (28)

Solving (28) for α gives,

α =
3ω + 5

(C2 − 1) (3ω − 1)
(29)

It is seen from equation (26), that real values of C must
require α > 1. Imposing α > 1 and C > 0 the constraints
on C and ω are

For 0 < C < 1,
C2 + 4

3C2 − 6
< ω <

1

3
or

For 1 < C <
√
2,

(
ω <

C2 + 4

3C2 − 6
∪ ω >

1

3

)
or

For

(
C =

√
2, ω >

1

3

)
or

For

(
C >

√
2,

1

3
< ω <

C2 + 4

3C2 − 6

)
(30)

Substituting equation (25) and (29) into equation (27)
eliminates the dependence of ω on ρs and α which gives
the existence regions of stability (shown in appendix A).
As mentioned earlier, the sign of C does not affect the
analysis. This stability regions are true for both positive
and negative values of C provided the condition (26) is
met.

Let us now address the graceful exit mechanism of the
ESU to the standard cosmology for both scenarios of
k = 1 and k = −1 by illustrating the evolution of the
eigenvalue squared against the EoS parameter ω. For
k = 1, it is evident that λ2 evolves linearly with decreas-
ing ω from the negative to the positive region of λ2. The
phase transition occurs in the interval w = [−1, 0] for
different sets of (α,C) parameter values, where C is ad-
justed and α is kept fixed, as shown in Fig. 1 (i). Fig. 1
(ii) shows a similar scenario where α varies but C remains
constant. In contrast, when k = −1, it is found that as
ω decreases, the variation of λ2 is from the positive to
the negative regions, regardless of different combinations
of (α,C). Negative λ2 indicates imaginary eigenvalues,
which correspond to a stable centre where perturbations
to the static solutions do not lead to a collapse or di-
verging of the solutions, resulting in a perpetual loop
of oscillations around the ES critical point. However,
λ2 > 0 characterises a saddle-like point that indicates an
unstable critical point. So, at this stage, one might antic-
ipate finding a mechanism that overcomes these endless

oscillations about the ESU critical point and leads to a
subsequent unstable saddle point indicating the inflation-
ary phase. The transition from negative to positive λ2

may be viewed as a graceful exit from the stable ESU
to the standard cosmological scenario, a fundamental re-
quirement for emergent cosmology. 3 In recapitulation,
k = 1 displays promising behaviour while exhibiting a
graceful exit from ESU to a standard inflationary sce-
nario whereas k = −1 does not show the correct graceful
exit mechanism. From the analysis, it is also clearly seen
that ω plays the role of a bifurcation parameter, since
depending on these values the qualitative behaviour of
the ESU changes.
The table of critical points for k = 1 and k = −1 are

shown in TABLE. I and TABLE. II for different combi-
nations of the model parameters. The critical points are
obtained by setting ρs = 1.

IV. STABILITY UNDER HOMOGENEOUS
LINEAR PERTURBATION

In this section, we aim to understand the stability of
the ES Universe under linear homogeneous perturbations
for k = ±1 Universes. Our motive is to find a possi-
ble influence of such perturbation on the stability of the
ESU. A time-dependent perturbation is introduced into
the scale factor and the energy density up to a linear
order, given by

a(t) = a0(1 + δa(t)), ρ(t) = ρ0(1 + δρ(t)), (31)

where δa(t) and δρ(t) are infinitesimal linear perturba-
tions introduced to the scale factor and energy density
respectively.

For the ESU in the k = 1 case, setting ȧ = ä = 0 and
also G = 1/8π in equation (6) and (7) we obtain

ρsdρ = 3

(
4αC2

a4s
− 2

a2s
− 4α

a4s

)
δa, (32)

1

a2s
+

α

a4s
− 1

3
ρs −

αC2

a4s
= 0 (33)

and for k = −1 case we get

ρsdρ = 3

(
4αC2

a4s
− 2

a2s
− 4α

a4s

)
δa, (34)

− 1

a2s
+

α

a4s
− 1

3
ρs −

αC2

a4s
= 0 (35)

3 One may see that the decrease of ω from higher to lower numer-
ical values may be interpreted as the overall growth of cosmic
time. This interpretation is explained rigorously in [34].
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FIG. 1. The evolution of λ2 with ω is shown for different combinations of the parameter values for both k = 1 (See (i) and (ii))
and k = −1 (See (iii) and (iv)) cases.

k (α,C) ω Critical Points (as, 0) λ2 Stability

k = 1

(0.8, 0.6)
0.3 (1.49, 0) < 0 Stable

−0.1 (1.72, 0) < 0 Stable

−1 no real critical points > 0 Unstable

(0.5, 0.8)
0.3 (1.53, 0) < 0 Stable

−0.4 (1.91, 0) < 0 Stable

−1 no real critical points > 0 Unstable

TABLE I. Critical points for different combination of (α,C) and ω for k = 1

Now, substituting the perturbed scale factor and the en-
ergy density in equation (6) and using the respective ρsdρ
equations (32) and (34), we finally obtain

δä+Ω1δa = 0, (36)

for k = 1 case and

δä+Ω2δa = 0, (37)

for k = −1 case, where

Ω1 =
3(1 + ω)

2(a2s + 2α)

(
4αC2

a2s
− 4α

a2s
− 2

)
,

Ω2 =
3(1 + ω)

2(a2s + 2α)

(
4αC2

a2s
− 4α

a2s
+ 2

)
,

(38)

For finite oscillating perturbation modes, which admit
stable ES solutions, Ω1,Ω2 > 0. The stable solutions of
the equations (36) and (37) are then

δa(t) = C1e
iΩ1t + C2e

−iΩ1t, (39)
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k (α,C) ω Critical Points (as, 0) λ2 Stability

k = −1

(1.2, 0.3)
0.3 (0.824, 0) > 0 Unstable

−1 (1.47, 0) > 0 Unstable

−1.3 no real critical points < 0 Stable

(1.1, 0.5)
0.3 (1, 0) > 0 Unstable

−1 (1.28, 0) > 0 Unstable

−1.3 (1.91, 0) < 0 Stable

TABLE II. Critical points for different combination of (α,C) and ω for k = −1

and

δa(t) = C3e
iΩ2t + C4e

−iΩ2t, (40)

where C1 and C2 are integration constants. Therefore
given the conditions Ω1,Ω2 > 0, the stability intervals
are obtained to be

{(C,α, ω) | 0 < C ≤ 1 and α > 0 and ω < −1}

∪
{
(C,α, ω) | C > 1 and

(
0 < α <

1

−2 + 2C2

and ω < −1

or α >
1

−2 + 2C2
and ω > −1

)}
for k = 1 whereas for k = −1 we obtain{
(C,α, ω) | 0 < C < 1 and

(
0 < α < − 1

−2 + 2C2
and

ω > −1

or α > − 1

−2 + 2C2
and ω < −1

)}
∪ {(C,α, ω) | C ≥ 1 and α > 0 and ω > −1}

Like the previous analysis, we have also set as = 1 for
simplicity.

Figure 2 shows the graceful exit mechanism from a sta-
ble ES phase to the inflationary phase. In this analysis,
we have set t0 = 0 as the transition point. For k = 1,
setting ω = −0.3, α = 0.5, C = 1.8 gives the stable region
of the ESU subject to homogeneous perturbation. How-
ever, a change in the value of C from 1.8 to 0.5 breaks the
infinite series of oscillations of the scale factor and leads
to the exponential inflationary phase. But, for ω < −1,
the oscillations do not break and a graceful exit does not
occur. Therefore, a phantom-like fluid does not allow
a successful graceful exit from a closed Universe. For
k = −1 case by setting ω = −0.3, α = 1.5, C = 1.5, we
find that ESU is stable subject to homogeneous pertur-
bation, but breaks when ω < −1. This suggests that a
successful graceful exit from ESU to the standard infla-
tionary cosmology demands the requirement of a fluid of
phantom nature (ω < −1) for an open Universe.

V. STABILITY UNDER MATTER
PERTURBATION

The theory growth of matter density perturbation in
the case of 4DEGB gravity was described by Haghani [53]
with a specific focus on the observed cosmological data.
However, due to the generic nature of the perturbation
equations, we may use them to study the evolution of the
matter density contrast in the ESU as well. In the same
context, Bohmer et al investigated the stability of ESU
under perturbations in the Newtonian gauge in theories
with scalar fluids [19].
Following Haghani [53], we may write the perturbed

conformal FLRW metric in the Newtonian gauge as

ds2 = a2(t)
[
−(1 + 2Φ)dt2 + (1− 2Ψ)dx2

i

]
, (41)

where Φ and Ψ denote the Newtonian gravitational po-
tentials. Because of the fact that the conservation equa-
tion ∇µT

µν = 0 takes the same form in both GR as
well as in 4DEGB gravity, one may find the perturbed
00-component of the metric field equation as [53]

a4ρδm + 4A
(
k2Ψ+ 3H2Φ+ 3HΨ̇

)
= 0, (42)

where A = 2αH2 + a24

For both open and closed Universes, setting k = ±1
and the ES conditions H = 0, a = as and ρ = ρs in (42)
leads to

a2sρsδm + 4a2sΨ = 0, (43)

To solve for δm one needs to specify the Newtonian po-
tential Ψ, which can be obtained by solving the Poisson’s
equation in the ESU given as

∇2Ψ = 4πGρs, (44)

Assuming the ESU is spherically symmetric we have
∇2 ≡ 1

a2
∂
∂a (a

2 ∂
∂a ), using which we solve Eq. (44) that

gives

Ψ(as) =
a2sρs
12

+
C
as

, (45)

4 [53] uses κ in their field equations. We have set κ = 1 as we are
using natural units.
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FIG. 2. Graceful exit mechanism for k = 1 and k = −1 under the influence of homogeneous perturbation

where C is an integration constant. Thus, for an ESU and
keeping track of the previous analyses where a = as = 1,
Eq. (45) takes the form

Ψ =
ρs
12

+ C. (46)

Setting Eq. (46) in Eq. (43) gives

δm = − 4

ρs

(ρs
12

+ C
)
. (47)

Now, subsituting the ES energy density for k = 1 case
from Eq. (16) into Eq. (47) we obtain

δm =
α− αC2 + 5

3α (C2 − 1)− 3
(48)

and for k = −1 we use Eq. (25) to obtain

δm =
α− αC2 + 3

3α (C2 − 1) + 3
, (49)

Eqs. (48) and (49) clearly show that the ESU is neu-
trally stable against matter perturbation in the Newto-
nian gauge as these perturbations do not grow with time
and stays finite at all times provided the conditions

α ̸= 1

C2 − 1
for k = 1 and α ̸= 1

1− C2
for k = −1,

(50)
are satisfied.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have investigated emergent cosmol-
ogy by studying the fundamental requirements of an

emergent scenario namely stability of the ESU and grace-
ful exit mechanism. The stability is analysed based on
several techniques like dynamical systems, homogeneous
scalar perturbations, density perturbations, vector per-
turbations and tensor perturbations. We assumed that
the total matter content is a perfect fluid described by the
constant equation of state ω with closed and open spa-
tial geometry. From the dynamical system point of view,
we have found that a closed Universe shows promising
behaviour exhibiting stable ES solutions and providing
a successful graceful exit into standard cosmology. How-
ever, a spatially open Universe, although stable ES so-
lutions can be found does not show a successful graceful
exit mechanism.

As far as linear homogeneous perturbation to the scale
factor and energy density is concerned, the ESU is found
to be stable under these perturbations. To realise stan-
dard cosmology, the stability of the ESU should break
and exit into the inflationary era (graceful exit). It is ob-
served that for ω < −1, the oscillations do not break and
a graceful exit does not occur. Therefore, a phantom-
like fluid does not allow a graceful exit from a closed
Universe. It suggests that for the realization of a suc-
cessful graceful exit, −1 < ω < 0. But in contrast, in
the case of an open Universe, a successful graceful exit is
only observed when ω < −1. In other words, it requires
a phantom equation of state for the successful realization
of standard inflationary cosmology after a phase transi-
tion from the ESU in an open Universe. We find that
tuning the value of the parameter C initiates a phase
transition from the stable ESU to the standard inflation-
ary Universe, which advocates a successful graceful exit.
Finally, we also investigated the effect of matter pertur-
bation in the Newtonian gauge on the stability of the
ESU. We observe that under a direct condition between
the model parameters α and C, the matter perturbations
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remain finite through out the ESU.
To conclude, the exact reason to why C should be a

dynamic degree of freedom that triggers the inflationary
phase is not very clear in this paper and also currently
beyond the scope of the paper. We plan to investigate
this concern in future work.

Appendix A: Stability Region for k = −1

{
(C,ω) | 0 < C < 0.98995 and

(
ω < −5

3
or

29 + C2

−21 + 3C2
< ω <

19− 3C2

3(−7 + C2)
− 2

3

√
1− 28C2 + 4C4

(−7 + C2)2

or
19− 3C2

3(−7 + C2)
+

2

3

√
1− 28C2 + 4C4

(−7 + C2)2
< ω < −2

3

)}

∪

{
(C,ω) | C = 0.98995 and

(
ω < −5

3
or

29 + C2

−21 + 3C2
< ω <

19− 3C2

3(−7 + C2)
− 2

3

√
1− 28C2 + 4C4

(−7 + C2)2

or
19− 3C2

3(−7 + C2)
− 2

3

√
1− 28C2 + 4C4

(−7 + C2)2
< ω < −2

3

)}

∪
{
(C,ω) | 0.98995 < C ≤ 1 and

(
ω < −5

3
or

29 + C2

−21 + 3C2
< ω < −2

3

)}
∪
{
(C,ω) | 1 < C ≤ 1.05573 and

(
ω <

29 + C2

−21 + 3C2
or − 5

3
< ω < −2

3

)}
∪
{
(C,ω) | 1.05573 < C <

√
7 and

(
ω <

29 + C2

−21 + 3C2
or − 5

3
< ω < −2

3

or
19− 3C2

3(−7 + C2)
− 2

3

√
1− 28C2 + 4C4

(−7 + C2)2
< ω <

19− 3C2

3(−7 + C2)
+

2

3

√
1− 28C2 + 4C4

(−7 + C2)2

)}

∪
{
(C,ω) | C =

√
7 and

(
−5

3
< ω < −2

3
or ω >

25

3

)}
∪

{
(C,ω) | C >

√
7 and

(
ω <

19− 3C2

3(−7 + C2)
− 2

3

√
1− 28C2 + 4C4

(−7 + C2)2
or − 5

3
< ω < −2

3

or
19− 3C2

3(−7 + C2)
+

2

3

√
1− 28C2 + 4C4

(−7 + C2)2
< ω <

29 + C2

−21 + 3C2

)}
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[44] H. Lü and Y. Pang, Horndeski gravity as D → 4 limit of
Gauss-Bonnet, Physics Letters B 809, 135717 (2020).

[45] R. A. Hennigar, D. Kubizňák, R. B. Mann, et al., ”On
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