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Abstract

In this article, we examine the dynamical system of the f(R,G) gravity model.
This f(R,G) model framework is composed of interactions between dark matter
and scalar field through the linear coupling term. The key objective of the present
study is to describe the cosmological viability of the modified gravity theory for-
mulated with the gravity f(R,G). We transform the cosmological equations into
an autonomous system of ordinary differential equations by suitable transforma-
tion of variables. The f(R,G) model governed by f(R,G) = aR™ + 3G™ has been
investigated in detail to characterize the stability properties of the critical points
of the autonomous system. The model may explain the late-time accelerating uni-
verse expansion corresponding to the attractor in model. Depending on the effective
equation of state parameter values corresponding to the critical points, we study the
observational viability of the model using low-redshift observational data such as the
observational Hubble data. Furthermore, we investigate the effects of parameters

by using the effective equation of state parameter and statefinder diagnostics.
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1 Introduction

One of the most complex and interesting problem in the physical sciences is concerned with
the creation and evolution of the universe. The General theory of relativity (GTR) is the
most prominent theory for characterizing the universe and it had completely changed the
perception of physicists about the universe. The GTR may explain the cosmic acceleration
of the universe at late times, which is also supported by recent data such as the Supernovae
type la (SNe Ia) [1,2], direct measurements of the Hubble parameter [3] along with the
cosmic microwave background radiation (CMBR) [4] and the baryonic acoustic oscillations
(BAO) [5]. The cosmic acceleration is due to the negative pressure caused by an enigmatic
force known as the dark energy. According to the standard model of cosmology called as
the A-cold dark matter (ACDM) model, presently, the evolution of the universe is ruled
by two dominant factors named as the dark matter and dark energy. These two factors
constitutes around 95% energy of the universe. This model suggests that after the Big
Bang, the universe went through inflation followed by an era dominated by radiation and
matter, which then led to a phase of accelerated expansion dominated by dark energy
[6-8]. However, this widely accepted model also faces challenges such as the cosmological
constant problem and coincidence problem [9-12].

One of the approaches to alleviate the cosmological problems such as the cosmic co-
incidence problem is the interacting dark energy cosmology. On using many available
cosmological observations, it has been analyzed that there is a possibility of interactions
involving dark Matter and dark Energy [13,14]. These kind of models are primarily based
on the idea that the dark matter and dark energy may non-gravitationally interact with
each other. The non-stop flow of energy and/or momentum between the dark sectors are
specified with these interactions. The expansion history of the universe may be influenced
by this kind of energy flow at both the fundamental and perturbation levels. An inter-
action function, also known as the coupling function, is a crucial component of models
involving the interacting dark energy. After specifying the interaction, the dynamics of
the universe can be analyzed through either analytical and/or numerical methods. In
the realm of field theory, a set of functions have been probed in literature [15-21]. The
coupling function parameterization @Q = 3Hf(DM, DE) [22] is used in a very common
manner, where H is the universe’s Hubble parameter, f(DM, DE) is any continuous
function of dark matter (DM), dark energy (DE) and ¢ is the coupling parameter that
describes the strength of interaction. In order to keep things simple, the coupling param-
eter is commonly regarded as time-independent. However, this fundamental notion has
been challenged also [23-26]. Assuming a constant coupling parameter and a consistent
equation of state for the dark energy, the components of coupling term only offers a basic

comprehension of interactions within the dark sector of the universe. When the dark



energy equation of state fluctuates, it is crucial to consider the choice between a constant
and dynamic coupling value and evaluate the fit quality of various interacting scenarios
in light of observational constraints.

The idea of modified theories of gravity have gained popularity in the past few years as
one of the finest clarifications to explain the current accelerated expansion of the universe.
Modified gravity theory appears to be quite appealing in general, since it provides quali-
tative solutions to many key problems including dark energy. It is widely acknowledged
that the general relativity in its fundamental state is unable to take responsibility for such
phenomena during evolution of the universe without inclusion of either additional terms
to the gravitational Lagrangian [27,28] or the exotic fluid elements [29-31]. Numerous
studies on modified gravity theories have proved its ability to replicate both the inflation
and dark energy eras [32,33]. The most fundamental modification of GTR is known as
the f(R) gravity theories. In f(R) theory, the Hilbert-Einstein action is transformed
by an arbitrary function of Ricci scalar R [34-37]. This concept may reconstruct not
only the complete cosmic timeline but also the nature of the cosmological constant [38].
Furthermore, the performance of modified gravity appears promising at smaller scales,
where a return to the GR limit is required, but all of these possibilities have their own
flaws and before they can be approved as valid theories they have to pass extensive the-
oretical and observational testing [39]. For the well-defined modified gravity Lagrangian,
the quasistatic approximation may yield peculiar results as compared to the A cold dark
matter (ACDM) model [40]. The non-minimal theories of gravity may yield the stable
de Sitter era of accelerating universe [41]. The non-minimal gravity theory termed as
f(R,T) gravity may have the stable de Sitter and power-law solutions [42].

The f(R,G) gravity is a kind of theory that extends the ideas of f(R) and f(G) gravity.
To better understand this, let us take a quick look at f(G) gravity. Similar to how f(R)
gravity works, there is another idea in the world of modified gravity theories called Gauss-
Bonnet (GB) gravity termed as f(G) gravity, where G = R — R, R* + R0 R is
four dimensional topological invariant known as the Guass-Bonnet term. In this gravity
theory, the motion equation may team up with the scalar field and/or the f(G) may be
an arbitrary function of G. This theory could be useful in understanding the inflationary
scenario when the universe expanded rapidly [43] as well as how the change from slowing
down to speeding up happened. The Gauss-Bonnet gravity is found to have more degree
of freedom compared to the f(R) gravity [44]. The f(G) gravity has been investigated for
future singularities and acceleration of the universe in its later stages [45,46]. Additionally,
it offers explanations for cosmic acceleration followed by the era which is dominated by
matter through some feasible models in f(G) gravity.

In this study, we investigate the f(R,G) gravity that transforms GTR action by the



functions of Ricci scalar (R) and Gauss-Bonnet term (G). To address issues of the cosmic
acceleration of universe, this framework provides an entirely new approach [47,48]. The
f(R,G) gravity offers the opportunity to go beyond conventional theories and gain a
deeper understanding of the fundamental characteristics of the behavior of the universe.
It accomplishes this by including both the curvature components and thus we can explore
a theory in which both R and G are incorporated in a non-linear way [49]. This theory
allows us to fully utilize the range of curvature possibilities by extending GTR. The cosmic
dynamics in modified gravity with the Guass-Bonnet term and Ricci scalar term may have
the dynamical evolution of General relativity in low-curvature limits [50]. The f(R,G)
model may have cosmic evolution consistent with the observations [51]. The Einstein-
Gauss-Bonnet theory with Gauss-Bonnet invariant and scalar field may have additional
critical points and may explain the cosmic dynamics of the universe [52].

The main challenge with these kind of gravity theories is to get the analytical or nu-
merical solutions, since the non-linear equations of motion makes it almost impossible to
compare them to the observational data. Therefore, one may apply ‘alternative’ methods
that can solve these equations effectively or at least be able to manage the general dynami-
cal behavior of the universe. The dynamical system analysis is one of such technique. The
objective of this analysis is to identify stability of critical points that may be used to ex-
plain the qualitative nature of universe evolution in model [53-55]. In a more fundamental
way, the idea of the dynamical system constitutes the identification of critical points from
the system of first-order differential equations and thus, the stability conditions can be
extracted by computing the Jacobian matrix at critical points and searching out for their
eigenvalues. The dynamical system analysis for different cosmological models in various
theories of gravity are studied [41,42,49-66]. Interested readers may see comprehensive
details on the utilization of dynamical systems analysis in cosmology [67-69].

The present study is sequentially structured into separate sections as follows: Section
2 is focused on presenting the key equations of f(R,G) gravity framework, specifically
addressing the action and field equations. In Section 3, we design a dynamical system,
defining the relevant variables and write the equations describing their evolution. In
the subsequent section 4, we analyze fixed points and their stability in the context of a
specific f(R,G) = aR™ + fG" model. In section 5, we constrain the model parameters
using observational Hubble data. In Section 6, we employ statefinder diagnostic technique
to analyze the characteristics associated with critical points. We provide an overview of

results from our investigation in Section 7.



2 The basic equations of f(R,§G) gravity framework

The action of f(R,G) gravity with canonical scalar field may be given by

§=25 / d* g (R, G) + Lo + Lg). (1)

Herein, f(R,G) represents a function involving both the Ricci scalar (R), and the Gauss-
Bonnet invariant (G). The standard matter Lagrangian density is denoted by L,,. The
Lagrangian of canonical scalar field ¢ is denoted by L4 = 1(V¢)? — V(¢) where (V¢)? =
g99;0;¢. And, k* = 8rG, where G is the Newtonian gravitational constant and we
standardise the units by setting ¢ = kg = h = 1. The Gauss-Bonnet invariant may be
described as follows:

G = R? — 4R;;RY + Ry RV™. (2)

The Einstein’s field equations corresponding to the action (1) may be written by varying

it with respect to the metric tensor field g;; as

1 m
Rij = 59iR = T + TP + T, (3)

Here ﬂ(fn), Ti(jGB) and ﬂ(j)) are the stress energy tensor for the matter, Gauss-Bonnet term
and scalar field component, respectively. The stress-energy tensor for the standard matter

is given by

pm _ 2 0(V=9Lw)
Y V=9 09

and the energy-momentum term corresponding to f(R,G) gravity as

(4)

TP = ViV, fr — 9;0fr + 2RV:V; fo — 29;; ROfg — ARN,\V, fg — AR,V fg

1
+4R;0fg + 49;; RNV .V fg + AR VFV' fg — Egij(RfR +Gfs—f)

4 (1— fa) (RU _ %gin) (5)

where [J denotes the d’Alembert operator in the context of curved spacetime and we use

of (R of (R
e I (0

for the partial derivatives with respect to R and G. The present analysis involves the
FLRW metric applied to a spatially flat universe (k = 0), featuring a scale factor a(t)

that evolves over time. The metric is given by

ds? = —dt* + a*(t)[dx* + dy* + dz?] (7)



In this case, the Ricci scalar and the Gauss-Bonnet invariant are given by
R=6(2H? + H), (8)
G = 24H*(H* + H), (9)

The Hubble parameter, expressed as H = a/a, where an overhead dot denotes the deriva-

tive with respect to cosmic time. Moreover, the field equations from equation (3) for the
FLRW metric (7) would take the form

1 : :
3frH? = K (pm + ps) + S(frlt—f—6Hfr+Gfg — 241 fg), (10)
2fwH = = + Py + pu+ po) + Hfp = fr+ AH fg —8SHH fg — 4H?fg (1)
The equations (10) and (11) can be rewritten by applying new definitions as

3frH? = K*(pm + ps + p2) (12)
2frH = —K*(pm + Pm + Do + po + pa + D). (13)

The energy density (ps) and pressure (py) for the canonical scalar field may be given by

po= 36+ V(9) (14)
po= 562~ V(9) (15)

Here, we are looking into quintessence field with an exponential potential [57], which is
given by
V(g) = Voe (16)

where dimensionless parameters A\, Vy > 0. Using Equations (14) and (15), the equation

given above may be expressed as
1 -
3faH? = K (pm + 56+ V(9) + pa) (17)
2fpH = —K*(pm + &” + pa +Da) (18)

From equations (10), (11), (17) and (18), we have

Won = S (falt — [ — GH fr +Gfg — 241 fo) (19)
—k2(pa + pa) = Hfn — fr + AH* fg — SHIH f5 — 4AHf5 (20)

In this way, the energy density p, and pressure p, of the geometrical dark energy may

follow the conservation equation as

pa = —3H(pa + pa). (21)



where the equation of state parameter wy = PA is defined by

PA
o PA g Hlff'R — fr+t 4H3fg — 8HH fg — 4Hff'g 22)
PA “(frR— f — 6H fr + Gfo — 24H3 fg)

2

We assume the interaction between the matter energy p,, and scalar field p,. This is done
by introducing the parameter () which plays an important role in controlling the energy
exchange rate in the dark sector. The energy moves from dark matter to dark energy in
situations where () > 0; in contrast, the energy moves from dark energy to dark matter
in situations where () < 0. The interaction between a quintessence scalar field ¢ and
dark matter, including its energy density p,,, can be comprehensively depicted through

balance equations

po = —3H(1+7)ps + Q (23)

where p, = Y4ps. Using equation (14) and (15) in equation (23), we may write the
propagation equation of scalar field ¢ with the dark sector coupling parameter @ as [61,70]

. . dvV o Q
O+3Hp+ —=— 25
S (25)
We define the effective equation of state parameter as
_ ., A (26)
weff = 3H2 .

In the effective scenario, we take the matter fluid (satisfying p,, = 0) to be interacting
with scalar field satisfying ps = 74pe in the f(R,G) gravity framework. This set-up
yields us the degree of freedom and helps us to reduce the non-linearity associated with
the traditional f(R,G) gravity field equations. It is worthwhile to mention that the
f(R, G) models may not be always written in form of autonomous system with non-linear
exponents of Gauss-Bonnet invariant [71]. By using equations (10) and (14), we may
write as

Bpn w6 &V R f  fr  Gfg 4Hfg

1= . _ - (1
St Gl " 3fnl2 | GHE Ol [l | ofai®  fp o D

3 Dynamical systems analysis of the f(R,G) model

In this section, we use the dynamical system technique to study the universe evolution in

model. In the dynamical system formulation of the cosmological models, the cosmological
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equations of model are converted into the autonomous system. In the autonomous sys-
tem, the independent variable does not appear explicitly [56]. For the dynamical system
given by & = f(x), where x = (x1, x9, x3, ..., T,), the critical points may be calculated by
solving # = 0. The Jacobian matrix evaluated at critical points will possess eigenvalues.
The eigenvalues are used to conclude on the stability of critical points of the cosmological
dynamical system. If all the eigenvalues are of positive sign, then the critical point may
be termed as unstable point. This kind of point is also termed as source or repeller of
the system. In the phase space, the trajectories seem to diverge from the unstable point.
If all the eigenvalues are of negative sign, then the critical point may be termed as the
stable point. This kind of point is also known as the sink or attractor of the system. In
the phase space, the trajectories seem to converge at the stable point. The points having
eigenvalues of mixed signs are known as the saddle points. In the case of saddle points,
the trajectories in the phase space would be converging along directions of negative signs
and diverging along the directions having positive signs of eigenvalues [67,68].

The dynamical system of cosmological model may exhibit the cosmological phases of uni-
verse evolution corresponding to critical points. The attractor of cosmological dynamical
system reveals about the accelerating universe expansion of late-time era. The saddle
points are suitable to portray the intermediate era of universe expansion such as the mat-
ter dominated era. The unstable critical points are suitable to portray the beginning era
of the universe in a cosmological dynamical system [69]. We use these criterion to study
the f(R,G) model using dynamical system. In order to study the f(R,G) model using

the dynamical system analysis, we define the dimensionless variables as

K2 pm K22 K2V (9) R f
T = Ty = T3 = Ty = —, T5=—"F"073
fr Gfo 4H fg
Using equation (28), the equation (27) may be written as
l=o1+20+23+24 — 25 — T+ 27 — X3 (29)
along with the density parameters
T :Qm, To + X3 :Q¢, Ty — Ty — Tg+ Ty — Ty :QA. (30)
We use a dimensionless time variable N = |lna(t)| in our model. The formulation of

the following dynamical system is achieved by computing the derivative of these variables



with respect to N. The dynamical system of the present framework may be written as

dx H
d_]\;' = —6£C1 — T1Tg — 21’1? (31>
dx ' H
d_]\? = 38wy — 6xg + )\%1’3 — Ta%g — 2552@ (32)
dx ; .
d—j\? = —)\E.Ig — X3Tg — 21‘3@ (33>
d$4 R H
o L Qp—— 4
dxs / H
W = W — T5Xg — 2375? (35>
dzg fR 2 H
AN = T2 T o e
d ; H

v _ 9 7+ g Ty — LTy — 2X7 (37)

AN~ GH'" T 24H4 H?

— =Ty + — — 38
AN T 2 + fR Telg ( )
For the system to be closed, it is essential that all terms on the right-hand side of the
mentioned equations are represented in terms of the variables indicated in equation (28).
Here, we consider Q = 3Hp,,. From equations (8), (9), and (11), we determine the

necessary expressions as

% 2 (39)
(a’flfH3 == a;fi |y 2 27 o)
Qi[ - (a:41_ 1) 2 =27 “2)
% w1 (43)
% = 63y — 321 + w6 + 25(5 — 224) — 2(x4 — 2) — % (44)



Using equations (39-44), the system (31-38) may be transformed as
dil?l

N —3(1+ &) — 2106 — 221 (24 — 2) (45)
% = 3&xy — 629 + A%ﬂ?g — Lot — 275(14 — 2) (46)
% = —)\%1‘3 — 1376 — 203(14 — 2) (47)
0 = T gy —2) (48)
%:F—x%—m(u—m (50)
% - xfi : [“bxﬁ + 2wy — 2)2] + (24 — 1)ws — w76 — 227(24 — 2) (51)
%:_1'8(£U4+SU6_3)_3$1—6~752+x6_2<x4_2)_r (52)
where

These equations would govern the cosmological evolution within a generalized f(R,G)

[r

gravity theory, with the specific nature of the theory describe by I' = Pl Furthermore,
R
we also have
1
Weff = —5(224 = 1) (54)
3371 + 6]72 + 2&34 —4

=—-1- ) 55
A 3(1 — 1 — T2 — iL’g) ( )

Additionally, the deceleration parameter is obtained as

d /1 H

= (H > H? x“ (56)

As a general rule, the system is considered open until the expression for I' is presented
in terms of the dynamical variables (28). A particular case of f(R,G) may be considered
and its dynamics and stability in a flat FLRW universe may be examined. The f(R,G)
functional forms such as f(R,G) = aR™ + 8G" and f(R,G) = foR’G* are allowed by
the Noether symmetry method [72]. The dynamical system and observational analysis of
model having f(R,G) = foR’G* form have been well-explored [49,51,71,72]. We probe the
dynamical evolution in f(R,G) = aR™ + SG" model whose form is admitted in Noether
symmetry analysis.

10



In other words, we proceed with the choice of f(R,G) = aR™ + fG" characterized by
parameters «, 5, m, and n gravity and we choose the coupling parameter ) = 3HE&p,,
in our calculations. This model stands as a generalization of different gravity theories.
Specifically, setting a # 0, 8 = 0, and m = 1 yields Einstein’s gravity, while a # 0, 8 = 0,
and m = 2 corresponds to R? gravity, and o # 0,8 = 0 results in f(R). Furthermore,
in the case of @ = 0,8 # 0, the model transforms into f(G) gravity. Moreover, we

consider ¢ = In ™ where H is Hubble parameter and m; is arbitrary positive real

A
number. Consequently, the relation —¢ = (x4 — 2) may be obtained, where § = A.mj is
a constant. The combination of equations (28) and (53) contributes to different relations

between dynamical variables. Specifically, we may have

= (m—1), (57)
x5 = % + % (58)

(” ) L4lg 2

r7(n—1 z4—1)2
_1+$1+x2+$3+x4<m7;1> 4 (;( 1)3 [( nl) _2(1.4_2)2]
4 —
Lo = 1 o (p=Daazr (60)
+ b(za—1)2

By using above equations (57-60), we may thus rule out x5, x4, and xg, since these variables
are depending on other variables. From Eqgs. (45-52), the autonomous system of the model
would take the form

dzq

d_N = —3(1 + f)xl — X1Tg — 2%’1(374 - 2) (61>
d

d_f\? = 38x; — 629 + 0(x4 — 2)x3 — Tox — 2wa(T4 — 2) (62)
dx

d_]\f’; = —0(zq — 2)a5 — 1376 — 203(T4 — 2) (63)
d.T4 Ty4Tg

Gt _ —9 ) 4
iV mo1 2 o
dx T Tk

d_]\; - 1 : 4b S 4 2(xy — 2)2] + (24 — 1)ag — 2706 — 227(74 — 2) (65)

We may obtain the critical points of the above system and determine their stability.

4 The critical points and their cosmological implica-

tions

For getting the fixed points, we equate the autonomous system (61-65) to zero. The

fixed points coordinates (z1, 2,3, 24, x7) and the corresponding EoS parameter (weyss)

11



are given in Table 1. The summary of eigenvalues at the critical points are given in Table
2.

Critical points (@1, 22, T3, T4, T7) Weff
1
A (0,0,0,0,0) 3
1
B (0,—1,0,0,0) s
8n’—5n 1
D (07 07 07 Oa m) 3
—5(2645) (2645)(5+3) 1
E <07 3 9 3 70’ O) §
F (0.0,22,2,0) -1
G (x1G7x2G707Wa0> wam
H (O —(7m2—11m+3) 0. 2m=3 0) 2-m
I (0,0,0,2, =) -1
1(6m? —Tm —1)
J <070’0’M70> _ -
@m-D(m-1) 3m2—3m+1)

Table 1: The critical points and their corresponding effective equation of state
(€ —1)(6m*¢ +8m? — 9m& — 13m + 3¢ + 3)

parameter, where, xg = 92 & v =
m
—£(6m2¢ + 8m? — 9mé — 13m + 3£ + 3)
2m?2 '

The eigenvalues of the system (61-65) may be used to examine the staibility of critical
points. This system (61-65) has seven critical points. The stability nature and cosmolog-
ical properties at the critical points are summarized as follows:

Point A: This point will always be in existence, irrespective of the values of the model
parameters. This point acts like a saddle point for all values of m,n and £ with the
exception of m # 1,5/4,n # 5/8 and & # 2/3.

Associated with this point, the deceleration parameter and the effective EoS parameter
are given by ¢ = 1 and w.ss = 1/3, respectively. This is the point where the cosmos is

in a state of decelerated expansion dominated by an effective radiation-like fluid with the

C
Hubble parameter H = T;C’t Moreover, the scale factor is given by integrating the
_ 1
relation H = = as a o (14 2Ct)"/? where Cy is an integration constant. Additionally,

a
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Critical points Eigenvalues
A [-1,2 -3¢, =y
B [1,3 3,26 +6,6 — 8n, =0
C [3¢ —2,3(¢ — 1), (3¢ — 8n +3), (20 + 3¢ + 3), 1=2=3]
D [8n —5,8n — 6,8n — 3¢ — 3, 4252 25 + 8n
E [—26 —5,-26 — 6,—20 — 3¢ — 3, 22H4m 95 — 8n|
F AF
I [3(5 —1) 3(¢+1)(m—2n) 3(§+1) 5+2m) N )\54
H [36:-_,?7”7 6m;112n’ 3— 357 )\4Ha )\5H}
I [—6,0, =3(1 + &), Aaz, Asi]
—(0+2m)(m—2) —2(m—2n)(m—2 —Am
J [ (ém—l)%'gn—l))’ (Q(m—l)()n(’b—l) )’ 5mi1 y AaJ, )‘54

Table 2: The eigenvalues corresponding to the critical points, where Ar has ver
P ) y
—3(14+E—2m) n /4m3(36+8)2—4m? (165¢-+5462+152)+3m(87E+139) (€+1)—81(E+1)2
4m 4m(m—1)1/2 ’
Aere — —3(146—2m)\) \/4m3(3§+8)2—4m2(165§+54§2+152)+3m(87$+139)(§+1)—81(£+1)2
G = 4m 4m(m—1)1/2
Nyoy — _ (121m3—371m2+339m—81)1/2—3(m—1)3/2 \ (121m3—371m2+339m—81)1/243(m—1)3/2
4H — 2m(m—1)1/2 y NbH — 2m(m DEE )
Ny = —_1(41m—100n+50mn—25n2)1/2 /\ (41m 100n+50mn—25n2 )1/2
I — 73 m—4n+2mn—m?2 51 — m—4n+2mn—m?
—(8m?—13m+3) 3¢ )\ —(14m2 22m+6)
2m2—3m+1 57 = T om?—3m+1

large values and Ay =

§a
)\4J -

the effective EoS parameter suggests that the universe is primarily governed by radiation.

Point B: The point B(0,—1,0,0,0) will always exist. The behavior of this point is like
a repellor for m < 1 orm > 3/2;n < 3/4 and £ < 1 and for m € (1,3/2),n > 3/4 and
& > 1 it behaves like a saddle point. Located at this point, the values of the deceleration
parameter g and the effective equation of state parameter w, s are 1 and 1/3, respectively.
This marks the era when the universe expansion is slowing down and is dominated by
radiation. Moreover, in this case, the respective values of the Hubble parameter and the

scale factor are given by H = and a oc (14 2C5t)Y/2, where C, is an integration

2
14205t
constant.

Point C: The critical point C’((f— 1)(3¢—2),£(2—3¢),0,0, O) will always be present in
the cosmological system. For cases (£ < $N1(36+3) <m < 1N < £(—36—3)Nn > £(3¢+

3))or (3 <&<2nl<m<i(36+3)Nd < i(=3¢6-3)Nn > (3§+3)),thep01ntbehaves

13



like an attractor. In cases where £ > 1 and (m <1Nd§ > (=3¢ —3)Nn < $(3¢+3)) U
(m>1(36+3)Nd > 3(=3¢ —3)Nn < L(3¢ +3)), the point will act as a repellor. The
corresponding deceleration parameter g and the effective EoS parameter w.¢; will have
values 1 and 1/3, respectively. This is the point at which the expansion of the cosmos
is slowing under the influence of a radiation-like effective fluid. Furthermore, in this

scenario, the values of the Hubble parameter and the scale factor are respectively given

by H=——— and a (14 2C5t)"/2, where Cj is an integration constant.
14+ 2C5t

Point D: The presence of the critical point C(O, 0,0,0, %) in the cosmological

system persists as long as the condition n # 1/8,1 is satisfied. For the cases

1 1
<n<§ﬂ2n<m<1ﬂ(5<—4nﬂ§>§(8n—3)> or

1 1
(§<n<gﬁl<m<2nm5<—4nﬂ§>§(8n—3))

, the point behaves like a stable point. In the same manner, the cases where,
3
<§§ 1ﬂn>1ﬂ5>—4nﬂ(m< 1Um>2n)) or
1
(§> 1Nn> §(3§—|—3)ﬂ(5> —4nnN(m < 1Um>2n))

The point will act like an unstable point. The corresponding deceleration parameter
q and the effective EoS parameter w.r; will have values 1 and 1/3 respectively. This
is the point at which the expansion of the cosmos is slowing down under the influence

of radiation-like effective fluid. Furthermore, in this scenario, the values of the Hubble

Cs

—— and 1
[T 20w and a < (14

parameter and the scale factor are respectively given by H =

205t)/2 where (5 is an integration constant.

Point E: The critical point D(O, _5(235+5), (26+5§(6+3) ,0, O) will continuously present in

the cosmological dynamical system of model. This point will demonstrate stable behavior,

1 1 4] o
<_ —( — — - 1 -
(5 3[16>2( 3¢ —3) 2<m< nn > 4)U

3 2 4

) )

(§>1ﬂ((1(—35—3)<5<—2ﬂ1<m<—gﬂn>—é) u
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when the conditions,

(£<%ﬂ<(5§—20n<—§ﬂ<m<1Um>—g>) U
(—2<5<%(—3§—3)ﬂn<—%ﬂ(m<—gUm>1))>>U

1 1 ) 3
> — —(— — — —_—
(5_3m5<2( 3 —-3)Nn< 4m<m<1Um> 2))

are fulfilled, then this point will exhibit saddle behavior. In connection with this,
the EoS parameter w.ss and the deceleration parameter ¢ will have values 1/3 and 1,
respectively. In the era governed by this point, radiation will be taking over and the

universe’s expansion will be slowing down. Moreover, in this case, the Hubble parameter

C
L and a o (14 2C4t)"/2, where

and the scale factor are respectively given by H = ———
pectively given by T 200

Cy is an integration constant.

Point F': The critical point F (O, 0, 2’7”””, 2, O) will always be there in the model except
for m # 0. Stability analysis is not achievable at this point since the eigenvalue expressions
turn out to be too lengthy. With both the deceleration parameter ¢ and the EoS parameter
wess equal to —1, it suggests the universe is mainly influenced by dark energy and ¢ = —1
indicates the de Sitter universe with exponential expansion.In this scenario, the Hubble
parameter and the scale factor are expressed as H = Cg and a exp(ci6), where Cg is an
integration constant.

Point G: In the model, the critical point G (l’lg,l'gg, 0, w, O). is present as
long as m # 0.Since the stability conditions from eigenvalues are very long, we chose not
to include them. However, the analysis suggests that the point could be stable, unsta-

ble, or a saddle, depending on different model parameters. The EoS parameter w.s; and
E+1-m E+1)
m

the deceleration parameter ¢ for the given point are and — 1, respectively.

We found that different values of m and £ result in varying cosmological scenarios. For

=1+&andm = (H&) , the universe is categorized as matter and radiation-dominated.

3(014+¢)

When ¢ = —1, dark energy takes over. Similarly, for m < 1+§) , the universe is deceler-

(1+£)

ated, while for m > , it is accelerated.In this case, the relatlonshlp for the Hubble

parameter is H = M%, and the scale factor follows a o< (3(£ + 1)t + 2mC’7)%
where, C'; is introduced as a constant of integration.

Point H: The critical point E (0, — (7m? ;LHW“O’ 0,223 0, ) will exist whenever m # 0.

This point shows saddle behavior for m > 1 and n < m / 2. In this case, the expansion of

m
the universe is marked by the the Hubble parameter, H = ————— and the scale factor
ng + 3t

will follow a oc (mCg + 3t)™/?, where Cg is an integration constant. The deceleration

parameter is given by % — 1. Therefore, if the value of m satisfies the range m < 3, the

15



cosmos will experience a decelerating phase of expansion and for m > 3, the universe

will undergo an accelerating phase of expansion. In this scenario, the effective equation

of state wesy will be given by . Consequently, the universe will be categorized as
matter and radiation dominated for m = 2 and m = 3/2 respectively.

Point I: Under the constraint n # 1,m # 0, the critical point F(O, 0,0,2, %,)
continues to exist in the cosmological dynamical system. Conducting a stability analysis
is currently impractical because the resulting eigenvalue expressions are too intricate and

lengthy for direct interpretation. In this particular case, the expansion of the universe is

1
identified by the Hubble parameter H = roh and the scale factor a o eXp(CLQ), where Cy is

an integration constant. Moreover, the Vaﬁle of the deceleration parameter ¢ is given by
—1 which represents the de Sitter universe having exponential expansion. Consequently,
the effective EoS parameter w.¢s = —1. This represents a specific situation acknowledged
as the cosmological constant or vacuum energy scenario.

Point J: Under the constraint m # 1,1/2 | the critical point G(O, 0,0, @‘;ﬁ%, 0)
will exist in the cosmological dynamical system. It is noticed that point J exhibits an

unstable nature for

1 1 —8m? + 13m — 3
(n§§ﬂ1<m<ﬁ<\/37+11>ﬂ5>—2mﬂ§< meE am )or

6m? — 9m + 3

1 1 1 —8m2? 4+ 13m — 3
S en<— (V37 11)m2 < <—<\/37 11>m5>—2 ne <
(2 " 28( * ey * mne 6m2—9m+3)

it will act like an attractor otherwise. The expansion of the universe is identified through

the Hubble parameter H = ————— and the scale factor is governed by the expression
Mt + Cyg

a o (Mt + Cio)"/M, where M = —m

2m? —3m +1
In addition to this, the value of the deceleration parameter is expressed as ¢ =

, and (¢ is an integration constant.

—2m?+2m+1
2m2—3m+1 °
Therefore, the universe will undergo the accelerating expansion for (m < % (1 - \/3) U% <
m < 1)U (m > %(\/5—1—1)) and decelerating for (% (1—\/5) <m < %)U (1 <m <

(6m2—7m—1)
T 3@2m2=3m+1)" If

the value of m falls within the range (% < m < 1)Um > 2, the point will be governed

% (\/§ + 1) ) The effective equation of state parameter will be w.f; =

by quintessence kind of dark energy and, for that m < % U (1 <m < 2), it will have the
phantom kind of dark energy. Additionally, the universe will be classified as the matter

7+73

19 and m = 0,5/4 respectively. The value of

and radiation dominated for m =
Wepr = —1 will lead to m = 2.
In Figures (1 -6) , we plot the 3-dimensional projections of the 5-dimensional autonomous

system (61-65).
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-4
Figure 1: 3D Phase portrait in x; — x5 — x4 plane for m = 2 with coordinates of red point

(0,0,0), blue point (0, —1,0), green point (0,0, 2), and black point (0, —2,1).

42

Figure 2: 3D Phase portrait in x; — x3 — x4 plane for m = 2,§ = 1 with coordinates of red

point (0,0, 0), blue point (—1,0,0), green point (0,0, 2), black point (0,7,0), and brown

point (0, —%, %)
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Figure 3: 3D Phase portrait in x1 — 29 — x7 plane for n = 2 with coordinates of red point

(0,0,0), blue point (0,—1,0), and black point (0,0, 22)

X7

Figure 4: 3D Phase portrait in 1 — x3 — x7 plane for n = 2,0 = 1 with coordinates of red

point (0,0, 0), blue point (—1,0,0), green point (0,0, %), and black point (0, 7,0)

18



Figure 5: 3D Phase portrait in x5 — x3 — x4 plane for m = 2,0 = 1 with coordinates of

red point (0,0,0), blue point (—1,0,0), green point (—2,0, 3), black point (0,0, 2), pink

point (—%,—2,0) and purple point (55, —33, 1)

Figure 6: 3D Phase portrait in x9 — 23 — 7 plane for n = 3,0 = 1/2 with coordinates of

red point (0,0, 0), blue point (—1,0,0), green point (0,0, %), and black point (—1,7,0)
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5 Constraint from the observational Hubble data a

In this section, we use the cosmological solutions corresponding to the dynamical system.
The critical point of the cosmological dynamical system corresponds to the cosmic phase
of the universe evolution in model. The f(R,G) model with interacting dark matter
and scalar field possess different phases corresponding to points F', G, H, J and either

of A or B/C/D/E. The effective fluid corresponding to point A/B/C/D/E follows

Weff = % In this effective phase, p, = p,oa~* which is primarily yielded by dynamical

variables related to f(R,G) function. The effective fluid corresponding to the points F'
and I will follow py = pao. And, the effective fluid corresponding to point G will follow

Pml = Pm100 73%1). For the point H, and J, the effective fluid will have p,,2 = pmgga_ﬁﬁ
—2(2—m)
and pp3 = pmzoa@-D=1 respectively. These deductions are motivated with the fact

that the effective EoS parameter during any cosmological phase may be related to the
effective conservation equation (p + 3H (1 +wesr) = 0) in that phase. Using this analogy,

we write the effective Hubble parameter of the model as

—3(¢£+1) —2(2—m)

H? = H,2 [Qra_‘l Qa4+ Qia o + Qea 4 Qza@iDonD (66)

where Q,., Qa, Qn1, Qo and €,,3 are the critical densities for the energy densities p,., pa,
Pm1s Pm2 and, pp,s3, respectively with €, + Qp + Q1 + Qe + Q43 = 1. The scale factor a
and redshift z is related by the relation ¢ = 1+ z, where we take ag = 1, consistent with
the standard assumption of observational cosmology. In the dynamical system section, we
probed the cosmic dynamics from the late-times perspectives and here we aim to study
the observational perspectives of model using the low redshift data. Note that in present
model, for the point J, one may have p,,3 = pmgoa%.ThiS term can be ignored, as
for the best-fit values of the parameters, this term effectively merges with the dark energy

term. For £ =1 or £ = —1, the Eq. (66) can be written as

H? = Hy? [Qr(1+z)4+(1—QT—Qm1)+Qm1(1+z)% . (67)

Using Eq. (67), we constrain the model parameters involved in wes; by using the Ob-
servational Hubble data [73]. Since, the radiation component of fluid is negligible during
present times, we take the value of 0, = 2.47 x 107° [4].

The observational Hubble data (OHD) constitutes of 31 data points from the redshift
range 0.070 < z < 1.965 [73]. The optimal values of the model parameters will be

determined by minimizing the x? function, which is defined as follows

31

u(6) = 3 ;H: fl"“(z’” (68)
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where Hy, (0, z;) and Hgs(z;) are the theoretical and observed values of the Hubble param-
eter H, respectively. Here, § = {Hy,$),,1,m} be the parameter space and 0?{(%) be the
standard deviation for the observed value of each Hys(z;). The best fit Hubble parameter

curve in comparison with the ACDM model have been given in Figure 7.

--  Best-Fit Line
—— ACDM Model
¢ Data

250

N
1=}
15}

2
o
>

(km/s/Mpc)

H(z)

50

Figure 7: The best fit H(z) curve with observational hubble data and its error bars

We employ the widely used Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method to determine
the best-fit values for the model parameters using emcee Python package developed by

Foreman-Mackey et al. [74].
We minimize the x2, function and find the best fit values for Hy = 65.987527 km/(s:

Mpe), Qi = 04573350 and m = 2.3970 723 with x2,, = 14.50.
The age of the universe may be given by t(z) = fzoo %. At the present times,
2 = 0 may yield the age of the universe t, = 14.29 £ 7.038553813596832 x 10~% Gyt for

the estimated value based on the OHD within 1o error.
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Ho = 65.980+373]

m = 2.396+0439

Qm = 0450t8%g(7)
1

le

Figure 8: 1o — 20 contour plots for the parameters {Hy, 2,1, m, } using Observational

Hubble data.

6 Statefinder diagnostic analysis

Dark energy properties can be explored in a model independent manner using the geo-
metric parameters. The statefinder parameters involves the geometrical parameters such
as the scale factor, Hubble parameters and its derivatives. The statefinder parameters
{r, s} may be specified as [75]

/ " /

r:1—2(1—1—2)%+(1+z)2.%+(1+z)2(ﬁ)2 (69)
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. —2(1+z)%'+(1+2)2‘H?”+(1+Z>2(HF/)2 (70)

3((1+2)% - 3)
Whenever {r,s} = {1,0} in the r — s plane, the model will resemble to the A Cold Dark
Matter (ACDM) model, whereas, for {r, s} = {1,1}, it will resemble to the the Standard
Cold Dark Matter (SCDM) model. For the varying dark energy in a model, the value of
r is not equal to 1. Within the » — s plane, the trajectories of the Chaplygin gas model

and quintessence model fall into distinct domains. In particular, trajectories associated
with the quintessence model traces path into regions characterized by » < 1 and s > 0,
whereas the Chaplygin gas model trajectories will belong to r > 1 and s < 0 region [75].

In the terms of dynamical system variables of the present model, the parameters r

and s are given by

Talg

r:3—9x4+4x3—m_1 (71)
2 — 9y + 4o — Laze
6 — 4 4 m—1 (72)

3(% — 1‘4)

At critical point F', one may have {r, s} = {1,0}, showing that the model demonstrates
consistent alignment with the ACDM model. For point I,

(r.5) m? — 6mn —m + 12n 8n(m — 2)
TSt = :
’ m2 —2mn —m +4n ’ 9(m? — 2mn —m + 4n)

. The values of the {r, s} parameters turn into {1,0} when m = 2. In the same way, the

{r, s} parameters at point J are expressed as

4m* +10m?® — 62m? + 60m — 7 2(=22m3 + 75m?* — 66m + 8)
4m* —12m? +13m? — 6m + 1 7 3(12m* — 32m3 +25m? —4m — 1) |

and {r,s} = {1,0}, for the values of m are given by

2, 31 + ALY .
44 44

which indicates that the model also aligns with the AC'DM model at these points. We
use the effective Hubble parameter equation. (67) of the model to plot the behavior of
the universe in the r — s plane, subjected to the best-fit values from OHD. The Fig. (9)
highlights that the trajectory in the r — s plane would belong to quintessence models
having r < 1, s > 0.
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Plot of rvs s

0.5 — rvss
===~ Horizontal Line through s=0
—=—- Vertical Line through r=1

Figure 9: The r — s plane behaviour for central value of OHD best fit estimates.

7 Conclusions

In this study on f(R,G) model, we investigate the cosmic dynamics of universe where the
dark matter and scalar field have been interacting to each other. The understanding of
late stages of universe evolution have been studied by using dynamical system method
in the modified gravity model defined by f(R,G) = aR™ + G", where m,n,a, and
are parameters. This form of f(R,G) is admitted by the Noether symmetry analysis [72].
We investigated the considered form of f(R,G) model with the flat FLRW spacetime and
converts the cosmological system into an autonomous system. The eigenvalues of critical
points are analysed for their stability nature. The dynamics of the universe’s evolution
are further explored through the investigation of the scale factor a and the deceleration
parameter q. The critical point corresponding to the late-time accelerated expansion of
the universe will exist in the model. This point is attracting in nature. In other words,
an attractor will exist in model which signifies the de Sitter expansion of the universe.

The acceleration to deceleration phase transition may be explained in the model. The
critical point corresponding to radiation phase will exist due to contribution from the
terms of f(R,G) function. The critical point corresponding to matter dominated phase
will depend on the model parameter m. For different parameter values, this point may
have the quintessence or phantom evolution scenario also.

The effective equation of state parameter corresponding to critical points are utilized
to write the effective Hubble parameter of the model. We employ low redshift data, such

as OHD, to constrain the parameters that contribute to the effective EoS parameter.
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The summary of constrained parameters has been presented in section 5. The phase
space between the parameters are obtained from the Markov chain Monete Carlo analysis
and is given in Fig. 8 for the OHD data. In summary, the resulting model framework
consistent with these observations. We obtained the age of the universe in model t, =
14.29 + 7.038553813596832 x 10~® Gyr. This aspect is also broadly consistent with the
observations [4]. Apart from scrutinizing the phase space and observational aspects, we
further scrutinize the evolution of state-finder parameters to ascertain the intervals during
which our model aligns with either A Cold Dark Matter(ACDM) or Standard Cold Dark
Matter (SCDM). In the r — s plane, the effective Hubble parameter of model reveals that

the model will behave like quintessence models for the best fit values.
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