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We investigate the evolution of anisotropies in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory with
a scalar field coupled to the Gauss-Bonnet term. Specifically, we examine the sim-
plest scenario in which the scalar field lacks a kinetic term, and its kinetic contri-
bution arises from an integration by parts of the Gauss-Bonnet scalar. We consider
four- and five-dimensional anisotropic spacetimes, focusing on Bianchi I and extended
Bianchi I geometries. Our study reveals that the asymptotic solutions correspond
to locally symmetric spacetimes where at least two scale factors exhibit analogous
behavior or, alternatively, to isotropic configurations where all scale factors evolve
identically. Additionally, we discuss the effects of a cosmological constant, finding

that the pressence of the cosmological constant does not lead to an isotropic universe.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Lovelock’s theory [1] is the generalization of General Relativity in higher-order dimen-
sional geometries. Lovelock theory is a second-order gravitational theory free from Ostro-
gradsky instabilities and is reduced to General Relativity in the case of a four-dimensional
manifold. The gravitational Action in Lovelock theory is constructed from geometric scalars
formed from contractions of the Riemann tensor, with the Ricci scalar being the first con-
struction and the Gauss-Bonnet scalar being the second construction term.

The gravitational theory where the Lagrangian is a linear combination of the first and
second construction terms of Lovelock’s theory is known as the Gauss-Bonnet theory of
gravity [3]. Although the nonlinearity of the gravitational field equations increases when
the Gauss-Bonnet scalar appears, the gravitational field equations remain of second order.
Due to the existence of the new geometrodynamical terms, new physical behaviors occur.
Five-dimensional black holes and wormholes within Gauss-Bonnet gravity were investigated
in [4]; brane cosmologies with nontrivial bulk solutions were found in [5]. In [6], Birkhoff’s
theorem was discussed in detail in Gauss-Bonnet and Lovelock theories. Recently, in [7],
the phenomena of gravitational collapse in pure Gauss-Bonnet gravity were investigated
for higher-dimensional spacetimes. It was found that for a seven dimensional geometry, the
theory has gravitational dynamics indistinguishable from Einstein’s theory in the case of four
dimensions, while for dimensions five and six, gravity becomes weaker, and for dimensions
higher than seven gravity becomes stronger. For a five-dimensional geometry, the model
provides the formation of a massive timelike singularity not provided by General Relativity
[8]. Recently, a charged black hole solution was found in [9]. On the other hand, in [I5], the
pure Gauss-Bonnet gravity has been used as a dark energy candidate, where the acceleration
of the universe is driven by the Gauss-Bonnet scalar. The evolution of the anisotropies in
the framework of five- and six-dimensional Bianchi I geometries was studied in detail in
[16], [1I7], where new singular behaviors of the geometry were determined.

The Gauss-Bonnet scalar is a topological invariant for a four-dimensional geometry, which
means that it does not introduce any dynamical term in the gravitational theory. The intro-
duction of a scalar field [I0HI4] non-minimally coupled to gravity overcomes this property,
and this new gravitational theory remains of second order while the new degrees of freedom

lead to new behavior for the physical variables and to new phenomena, like new inflationary



behavior, and new strong gravitational field solutions; for more details, we refer the reader
to [23H34] and references therein. Another attempt is the introduction of a nonlinear func-
tion of the Gauss-Bonnet term in the modification of the Einstein-Hilbert Action [20} 21].
Nevertheless, by introducing a Lagrange multiplier, the latter theory can have a scalar field
description as in [10]. In [22] it was found that there exist a spontaneous symmetry breaking
as a result of extra symmetry breaking within the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet scalar field theory
when the scalar field is coupled not to the Gauss-Bonnet term but to the Ricci scalar.

In this study, we investigate the evolution of the anisotropies within the Einstein-Gauss-
Bonnet scalar field theory. In particular, we consider a four-dimensional Bianchi I geometry
and we perform a detailed study for the phase-space by introducing dimensionless variables.
We focus on the case where there is not any kinetic term for the scalar field in the grav-
itational Lagrangian. This is a very interesting model because it shows that there exist
anisotropic solutions which are decomposable, that is, at least one of the scale factors is
constant, and the isometries of the Bianchi geometry can become gradient isometries. At
the same time, the asymptotic solutions admit more than three isometries. The isotropic
universe is an attractor for the model, but for general initial conditions, it is possible to
have attractors which describe Big Rip singularities. The introduction of the cosmological
constant dramatically changes the behavior of the asymptotic solutions, but now we can
have future solutions which lead to anisotropic decomposable spacetimes. Finally, in order
to understand the behavior of the anisotropies in higher-dimensional spacetimes, we present
some numerical solutions in the case of a five-dimensional Bianchi I (-like) geometry. We see
that new behavior exists, while there are initial conditions in which the pure Gauss-Bonnet
solution can be recovered. The structure of the paper is as described below.

In Section [2| we examine the gravitational model under consideration, which is Einstein-
Scalar-Gauss-Bonnet gravity in a four-dimensional manifold. Here, the scalar field is coupled
to the Gauss-Bonnet scalar to ensure a nonzero contribution to the gravitational field equa-
tions. We use the Bianchi I line element with three distinct scale factors and derive the
point-like Lagrangian for the field equations as provided by the minisuperspace approach.
Sections |3| and 4] contains the main results of this study, where we conduct a detailed analysis
of the asymptotic behavior of the physical variables.

Moreover, in Section we assume that the scalar field appears in the gravitational

model solely through its coupling with the Gauss-Bonnet scalar. Given that the Gauss-



Bonnet scalar is a boundary term, integration by parts introduces kinetic components for
the scalar field in the field equations, resulting in second-order derivatives of the scalar field.
For this model, the asymptotic analysis reveals a unique stationary point describing an
isotropic universe, while the other stationary points lead to anisotropic universes with two
equal scale factors. There are also points with one or two constant scale factors. Introducing
the cosmological constant yields similar outcomes; however, there is no isotropic solution
with a nonzero cosmological constant. In Section [4] we extend our consideration to the case
of a five-dimensional anisotropic background geometry. Our findings and conclusions are

summarized in Section [Bl

2. ANISOTROPIC EINSTEIN-SCALAR-GAUSS-BONNET GRAVITY

We consider the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet Action, with a scalar-field coupled to the Gauss-

Bonnet scalar, that is,

S:/d4:c\/—_g(R—¢G—2A), (1)

where R is the Ricci scalar of the four-dimensional Riemannian space with metric tensor
9uv, G is the Gauss-Bonnet scalar and ¢ is the scalar field coupling to the Gauss-Bonnet
term, parameter A is the cosmological constant.

The Gauss-Bonnet scalar is defined as
G = R? —4R,,R"™ + R, R""™. (2)

where R, is the Ricci tensor and R,,,.» the Riemann tensor for the metric g,,,. Nevertheless,
for a four-dimensional space, scalar G is a pure boundary term, when ¢ is a nonconstant
function, then the component ¢G of the gravitational Lagrangian contributes to the cosmic
evolution. We remark that without loss of generality we can assume the scalar field ¢ with
coupling function ¢ = ¢ (¢), thus, since there is not kinetic term or potential function the
analysis is independent from the nonlinear definition of function ¢ ().

One might assume that, in this context, the scalar field is non-dynamical. However, this
is not the case. As we will show below, a kinetic component for the scalar field emerges
from the variation with respect to the metric tensor due to the boundary contributions of

the Gauss-Bonnet scalar.



2.1. Bianchi I background

We introduce the anisotropic Bianchi I spacetime with line element
ds® = —N?(t)dt* + (S, (t))? dz® + (Sa (t))* dy? + (S5 (1)) d2?, (3)

where N (t) is the lapse function and Sy (), Ss (t) and Ss () are the three scale factors. The

volume of the three-dimensional hypersurface is defined as V' = Sy (t) S (t) S5 (¢). From the
three scale factors we can define the three Hubble functions
Sl Sg o S3

S S, Sy

In terms of the Misner variables the line element reads

ds? — — N2 ®) A2 + 3 (625+(t)d$2 4 e P+®) (eli(t)dy2 + 6—67(t)d22)) 7 (5)

where now the volume is defined as V (t) = €3* and 3, (t), B_ (t) are the two anisotropic
parameters. When (, (t) = _(t) = 0, the spacetime is reduced to the isotropic spatially
flat FLRW geometry. The Hubble function is defined as H = g, such that

H=-(H,+ Hy+ Hj), (6)

W

or

Hy=H(1+X%), (7)
HQZH(l—%<2+—\/§ZQ>>, (8)
Hy— H (1 — o (B + \/§zg)> . 9)

1
2

are the expansion rates on the three Killing directions.

From the line-element we calculate the Ricciscalar

R_6d+12a2+;(6+)2+— (B_)Q, (10)



and
/Ne3“Gdt _ 2 e (a + /3+> (2a — B - ,6:) (za Sy B+) . (11)
2.2. Minisuperspace description

By replacing and in the Action Integral and integrating by parts we end

with the following point-like Lagrangian function

L (N, a,d, B, 5;> - % (—3@2 n zﬁ'i ¥ }LBE - 2AN)
b (S0 (o) (- pom i) (-4 ). ()

We remark that when ¢ = 0, i.e. ¢ = 0, then the limit of General Relativity is recovered.

The field equations follow from the variation of the aforementioned point-like Lagrangian
function with respect to the dynamical variables N, a, £ and ¢.

Without loss of generality we assume the lapse function N = 1. Thus, for the constant
lapse function the gravitational field equations read

0=3H%—- z B2 —

1230 (H i) (20— — ) (2H - Ao+ 4) 28, (13)

0= 2H + H? (3—4&) — 9N+ B2 —SHHS — B, (63 - 2[5;)

#82(§6) + 1y (5 (3+3) +800L) (1)

0= 3B, +18H°6,6 + 20 (36, (H - 5) + 5-5) +6 (82 - 362)
3

+ 5 (26 (8- +28, ) + 8, (46 -3) —6529) (15)



0= 4 (46+¢ - 1) +12HB_¢ + 452 <¢3 (H - B+> - 5+¢5)
v H (4&3_ + B (455 34 125@3)) , (16)

and
0= <e30‘ (H + B+> <2H — B, - 5_) <2H 4+ ﬁ;))' (17)

In the following Section we study the dynamical evolution of the anisotropic parameters
and the evolution of the physical parameters. We employ dimensionless variables and we

perform a detailed phase-space analysis.

3. EVOLUTION OF THE ANISOTROPIES

We work within the framework of the H-normalization [39] such we introduce the new

dependent dimensionless variables

p=H B, =00 w = A

— Q= — 18
H V3g M 3HY (18)

and the independent variable 7 = Ina. At this point we remark that from it is possible
the Hubble function H to change sign, that is, to take the value H = 0; in the theories
with this properties another normalization approach is considered (see for instance [32], [33]);
however in this model the consideration of the more general normalization does not lead
to the detection of new solutions with different physical properties. Hence, without loss
of physical properties, we focus with the H-normalization and we assume that H > 0 (or
H <0).

With the use of the dimensionless variables, the gravitational field equations reduced to

an algebraic-differential system of the form

d
—A=F(A) (19)
dr
where A = (x,2,,3%_,Qp) and F = (F}, Fy, F3, F;). The algebraic constraint equation
reads

4(1-2Q4) = %2 =22 42 (1+3,) ((2—-34)* - 3%%) =0. (20)



3.1. Model A =0

In the absence of the cosmological constant, i.e. on the surface where 2, = 0, the

dynamical system ([19)) reads

de 1

= (1202430 +37)), (21)
v, 1
d_;:§(1+2+)(22_+2+(2+—2)), (22)
- 1
=55 (BT (5 +2) - 2), (23)

while the constraint equation is simplified as
4-%2 -2 —dr(1+3%,) ((2-%,)° -3%2) =0. (24)

With the use of the the algebraic equation the dimension of the dynamical system is
reduced to two. We observe that the dynamical system is foliated, and there is not any
dependence of the dynamical system of the anisotropic variables ¥, >_ from the value of
variable . The only dependency follows from the constraint .

Each point P = (z(P),%; (P),¥_(P)), describes a universe where the deceleration

parameter ¢ = —1 — % is given by the expression

q(P) =35 (X5 (P)+ X2 (P)). (25)

N | —

Thus, ¢ (P) > 0, where ¢ (P) = 0 only in the isotropic limit of FLRW.
In order to understand the asymptotic behaviour of the dynamical system — we
determine the stationary points. For each stationary point we recover the physical solution

and we investigate the stability properties.

The stationary points for the dynamical system — are

1
Pl = <17070)7

from where we derive ¢ (P;) = 0. The solution describes an isotropic FLRW geometry with

Hubble function H (t) = 1 and volume 3" = (apt)’. The unique scale factor is e*®) = qqt.



In order to determine the stability properties for the stationary point we determine the
eigenvalues of the linearized system around the stationary point for the two equations ,
. We calculate the negative eigenvalues —1, —1 from where we infer that the point is

an attractor.

1 1 1
P2: (ﬁa270)7 P3: (Ev_lv\/g)a P4: (Ev_lv_\/g>

with ¢ (Pa34) = 2, that is H (t) = 3; and volume e%(*) = (ao)®t. The anisotropic parameters
e (31,80, = (2:0), (31,80, = (. 2) and (85,5}, = (~.—2).

Therefore, the each of the above points the three Hubble functions for the line element
are calculated (Hy, Ha, Hs)p, = (1,0,0); (Hy, Ha, Hs) p, = (0,1,0) and (Hy, Hy, Hs) p, =
(0,0,%). Thus the corresponding scale factors are derived (S, Ss,S3)p, = (Siot,0,0);
(51,82, S3) p, = (0,52t,0) and (51, 52, 93) p, = (0,0, Ssot). For these three stationary points
we derive the positive eigenvalues +3, + 3, thus points P, P; and P, are characterized as
sources and they describe unstable solutions. These three points describe Kanser spacetimes
where the two of the Kasner indices are zero, and the third is one, that is, the spacetime is
the flat space.

Indeed, consider the asymtotpic solution described by point P, then, the line element

reads

ds® = —dt* + t*dz* + dy? + d2?, (26)

where without loss of generalizy we assumed that S = 1, S0 = 1 and S3g = 1. After the

change of variables T = t cosh? z, X = tsinh®?z the line element takes the diagonal form

ds® = —dT* + dX* + dy* + dz*. (27)

3.1.1. Compactified variables

The dynamical variables z, Y+ are not constraint, which means that they can take values
at the infinity.

In order to study the dynamical evolution at the infinity we define the compactified
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variables

Yy Yo 2 2
(2+,2_)_(ﬂ_YE_YE,w_YE_YE),dT_,/1—Y+—Y_dT, (28)

therefore the two-dimensional dynamical system , reads

av.

- :%(yf+y_2_yf(1+3y_2)+y+ (3(Y3+YE)—2),/1—Y3—Y2), (29)

C;LT:% —(YE+Y+<2—3Y—2)+(3(Y+2+Y_2)—2)\/1—Y+TY_2). (30)

The stationary points @ = (Y, (Q),Y_ (Q)) for the latter dynamical system are

@ =0.0). Q= F0). @F = 2 (-1.2v8), Q= (- 5.0).

Q?Z%(l,i\@), OF = (£1,0), Q?z%(l,iﬁ) , Qg‘[:%<—1,i\/§).

Stationary points @i, @, and Qi are points P, P, P3 and Pj respectively, defined in the
finite regime.

Stationary points (), and Q5i are points in which the variable x reaches infinity. The
deceleration parameter is derived ¢ (Q4) = % and ¢ (Q?) = 3, that is, H(t) = % and
ed® = quts. Furthermore, the anisotropic parameters Y. are (Z+,E,)Q4 = (—1,0);
(34, 20) Qf = (%, j:\/Tg) Hence, for the line element we determine the Hubble func-
tions (Hy, Ha, H3)o, = (0,1, 1); (Hy, Ho, Hs) s = (4,4,0) and (Hy, Hy, Hs) - = (1,0,1).
The corresponding scale factors are (51,52753>Q4 = (0,t,1) ; (51,52,53)Q5+ = (t,t,0) and
(S, Sa, Sg)Qg = (t,0,t). These stationary points describe LRS Bianchi I geometries with
one scale factor constant.

Finally, the rest of the stationary points are on the surface 1 — Yf —Y? = 0, where
the anisotropic parameters take values at infinity. The deceleration parameter reads q =
% (—1 + ﬁ) ; hence for these stationary points ¢ — 400 which means that these
points describe Big Crunch singularities, where two of the Hubble functions are equal.

As far as the stability properties of the new points is concerned, point (4 leads to

the eigenvalues —%, + %ﬁ, thus @4 is a saddle point. For points Q?f we calculate

—%5\/ 1FV3, — ﬁ\/ 1 F+/3, that is, Q7 is a center point and Q; is a saddle point.
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TABLE I: Stationary points and their physical properties for the dynamical system —.

Point Spacetime q (S1,S,,S;5) Stability
P FLRW 0 (Siot, Saot, Ss0t) Attractor
P, LRS Bianchi I (Flat space) 2 (Shot, Sa0, S30) Source
P;  LRS Bianchi I (Flat space) 2 (Sho, Saot, S30) Source
P, LRS Bianchi I (Flat space) 2 (S10, S20, Ss0t) Source
Q4 LRS Bianchi I % (S10, Saot, Ss3ot) Saddle

5 LRS Bianchi I ! (S(lfgi’oizgi’ff’g(’jobor Saddle

E LRS Bianchi I 00 Undefined Qs Attractor
x LRS Bianchi I 00 Undefined T Attractor
Y LRS Bianchi I 00 Undefined Qs Attractor

As far as the rest of the points at the infiniy, it follows that Q5 , Q7 and Qg are attractors,
while the rest of the points describe unstable solutions.

The equilibrium points and their physical interpretation are summarized in Table [I|

In Fig. We plot the phase-space portrait for the dynamical system , . We observe
that for initial conditions inside the area defined by the geometric space which connect the
stationary points P, P3, Py and @4, Q5i the future attractor is always the isotropic FLRW
universe; otherwise the future attractor is the anisotropic LRS Bianchi universe described
by the points at the infinity. This geometric space is the interception of the ellipse with
equation

22° 4% =1, (31)

and the two other ellipses which are the rotations by % and %’r of the latter ellipse.

The latter stationary points at the infinity where ¢ — +o00, describe gravitational collapse;
however, by definition we have assumed that H can not change sign. Hence, if H > 0, these
points indicate that asymptotically we reach asymptotic solutions where H reaches zero,
such H to change sing. From Fig. [1]it is clear that in order to avoid such behaviour the
initial conditions of the problem should be defined within the space defined by the latter

ellipses.
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FIG. 1: Phase-space portrait for the dynamical system , in the compactified variables Y
and Y_. With red are marked the points Py, P», P3 and P,, with blue the points Q)4 and Q?.
With green are marked the rest of the stationary points at the infinity. The black circle denotes
the infinity line, while the two orange circles describe define the geometric space of points Py, Ps,
P3, Py and Qyq, Qgc. We observe that for initial conditions inside the area defined by the geometric
space (magenta) which connect the stationary points P, P3, P; and Qy, Q? the future attractor
is always the isotropic FLRW universe. This geometric space is defined by three ellipses.

3.2. Model A #0

Consider now the case where the cosmological constant A has a nonzero value. Before
we proceed with the investigation of the stationary points we focus with the special cases,
if the isotropic solution exist; and if the limit of General Relativity is recovered.

On the surface where X, = 0, ¥_ = 0, that is, the spacetime is isotropic and described
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the FLRW line element, the dynamical system , is reduced to the following system

dx

1
¥y
—= =0, (33)

with algebraic constraint 3—6€2y —12x = 0. Therefore, on this surface it follows x = %+$0€2t-
Therefore there is not any isotropic stationary point for €2, # 0. We proceed with the
investigation of the stationary points R = (z (R),%; (R),%X_ (R),Qs (R)) for Qs # 0 for
the dynamical system , at the finite regime.

The stationary points are

1 3
R1:(67_1707§)7R§t:< )

For the stationary points we calculate ¢(R;) = —1 and ¢ (RQi) = —1, from where it

) )

V3,
2"

| =
N | —
OOI

follows that H = H,. The three Hubble function for the line element are calcu-
lated (Hy, Hy, H3)p = %(O,l,l)H, (HI,HQ,HE})R;- = %(1,1,0)]—] and (Hl,HQ,H3>R2— =
%(1,0,1)H . Hence, the stationary points describe LRS Bianchi I spacetimes, with
the two scale factors to be exponential and the third one to be constant, that
is (51,5, 95)p = (Slo,sgoe%ﬂ,sgoe%ff), (S1, 52, S5) = (sme%H,sgoe%H,sgo) and
(S1, S, S5) . = (sme%H, Sho, Sgoe%H).

The linearized three-dimensional dynamical system , around the above stationary
points provide the three negative eigenvalues —3, —3, — 3, from where we infer that the
stationary points are always attractors and the asymptotic solutions are stable.

In Fig. we present the phase-space portrait for the dynamical system , in
the space of variables (z, ¥1). It is important to mention that the dynamical system is not
compactified and there exist trajectories which reach infinity. Due to the nonlinearity and the
complexity of the dynamical system, we investigate the trajectories at infinity numerically.

Numerical simulations for the dynamical variables (z,34) and for the normalized
functions (%, %, %) are presented in Fig. for initial conditions such that the dy-
namical system reaches infinity. We can see that even if the metric tends to be an isotropic

one (shear values tend to zero), the scalar field does not stabilize, and this regime does not
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tend to isotropic GR de Sitter solution despite the presence of cosmological constant in the

action.

1
Surface x=—
6

FIG. 2: Phase-space portrait for the three-dimensional dynamical system , on the space

(z,X4). Left Fig. is the two-dimensional surface with =z = %, while right Fig. is the three-

dimensional phase-space portrait. Blue points are the stationary points at the finite regime. Gree
and purple vectors represent the trajectoris with ¥, =0, ¥_ = 0.

4. 5D SPACETIME

For a higher-dimensional geometry the Gauss-Bonnet term contributes additional dy-
namical components in the gravitational field equations. Hence, in order to understand
the effects of the dimension on the evolution we consider the same model within a five-
dimensional geometry.

Consider now the five-dimensional anisotropic spacetime

ds® = —N? () dt* + S (t) da* + S5 (t) dy* + S5 (t) d=* + S} (t) dw? (34)
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FIG. 3: Qualitative evolution of the dynamical variables (z,34)
Hi H

and for the normalized

functions ( 2 %) for various sets of initial conditions such that the dynamical system reaches

H>® H>
infinity.
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where in Misner variables the four scale factors S; are expressed as

57 (1) = exp (2a (1) + 361 (1)),

(a) =51 (1) +2v28,).
S (6) = exp (a () = i (1) = V28 + VB8, )
S (8) = exp (a (t) = B (1) = V20 — VB5) |

such that the volume to be V' (¢) = N (t) exp (4a (¢)) and Hubble function H = &
For assume the gravitational Action Integral and we employ the same procedure as
before, where now we introduce the dimensionless variables
_ e D B B A B
r=9¢H, y=9¢H", O1= 75, 02 = 77, 03 = 7, QA—W7 7=Ina
The field equations are expressed as the following system of algebraic-differential equa-

tions

do
5 = Y(a), (35)

where oo = (x,1), 01, 09, 03) and algebraic equation

0=8(1—-Qy) —0]—0)—03
+2y(2+301) (01 = 2)" (01 = 6 (03 + 03) — 2) — 4V20 (0} — 303) )

16z <8 420y —3)0? + o2 (\/502 . 6) 3 (2 + \/Eaz) 02 — 30y (02 + a§)> . (36)

We compare the latter constraint with that of the four-dimensional manifold
(20)). We remark that due to the non-boundary term of the Gauss-Bonnet
scalar, in the constraint equation there exist a new variable y, with coefficient
(24 301) ((01 — 2% (o1 — 6 (02 + 02) — 2) — 4204 (02 — 303)). However, when o3 =
MT"?, then the constraint is of the form of after a rescale for the anisotropic

parameters, and the previous results are recovered, but such solutions are on an singular

surface and they are always unstable.

We solve the field equations , numerically and in Figs. 4| and |5| we present the
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51
S

qualitative evolution for the four Hubble function H; = of the scalar field x, y and of
the deceleration parameter ¢ for Q2 = 0, and €2, # 0 respectively.

A trajectory can experience a soft singularity where H diverges while H remaines finite.
This situation leads to diverhence of ¢q. In what follows we describe only non-singular
solutions. It is important that we have not got any non-singular solution with four particular
Hubble parameters to be different asymptotically. This means that splitting into isotropic
subspace is still a natural outcome of the cosmological evolution as in the case without
coupling.

Apart from splitting, when the cosmological constant term is introduced, there the exist
the limit of isotropization. This isotropic solution is not a de Sitter one since the asymptotic
value of ¢ is not equal to —1. We see also that the value of the scalar field does not stabilise.
In this sense this situation is similar to 4D case discribed above.

As for solutions with the splitting, we can see 3+1 spatial splitting, and in this solution H
tends to a constant. Note, that though such splitting exists in a pure Gauss-Bonner theory,
it does not satisfy the stability criterion of [40, 41] and have not been found numerically.

Zero A enables the 3+1 splitting with a running scalar field as well as a new solution
with 24141 splitting. Both solutions have running ¢ and non-constant H in the future
asymptotic.

In order to compare the numerical results with the pure five-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet
gravity, in Fig. [6] we present the qualitative evolution for the physical parameters on the
surface with ¢ = 0, i.e. = 0, for A # 0 It is known that the only stable splitting in this
case is 242 splitting, in our sumulation it was found and presented in Fig.8. No other type
of non-singular trajectories have been detected, is it was expected.

We remark that in the presence of the scalar field the evolution of the trajectories as they

are given in Fig. [} the asymptotic solution in the second column reach the limit x = 0

which means that the nonstandard type singular solution of [16] is approached.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In the present paper we have considered possible influence of a scalar field coupling to
Gauss-Bonnet term on the resulting cosmological dynamics. It is known that in pure vacuum

case multidimensional flat Universe for a considerable part of initial conditions evolves into a
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FIG. 4: 5D Spacetime: Qualitative evolution for the four Hubble functions (%, %, %, %), for

the scalar field parameter (x,y) and the deceleration parameter ¢, as they are given by the solution
of the dynamical system and for different set of initial conditions and 24 = 0. We observe
that the dynamical behaviour of the physical space is different from the four-dimensional spacetime

product of two isotopic sub spaces. This property is important for compactification scenarios.
So that, it was reasonable to check if this property still exists for more complicated theories.
It is worth to note that non-minimal coupling with the Gauss-Bonnet term makes this term to
be dynamically important even in 4D dimensions case, Gauss-Bonnet term itself contributes
only starting from 5D dimensions, so that we consider this case as well. In the present paper
we study only the simplest case when the scalar field coupled to Gauss-Bonnet term and the
kinetic term is absent. The dynamical terms of the scalar field follows from the integration
by parts for the Gauss-Bonnet scalar. Our results show that in both low-dimension cases
considered in the present paper, namely, 4D and 5D dimensions, the nonsingular attractors
for cosmological evolution have similar feathers: in all numerical examples at least two
Hubble parameters tend to be the same.

In particular, for 4D theory the regular outcome is splitting of spatial part of the metric

into a sum of isotopic 2-dimensional space and 1-dimensional space. The other possibility
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FIG. 5: 5D Spacetime: Qualitative evolution for the four Hubble functions (H , %, %, 17 ), for

the scalar field parameter (z,y) and the deceleration parameter ¢, as they are given by the solution
of the dynamical system and for different set of initial conditions and 24 # 0. We observe
that the dynamical behaviour of the physical space is different from the four-dimensional spacetime

is the isotropic universe. However, in 4D dimensions an isotropic Universe represents GR
asymptotic regime (which corresponds to a constant ¢, since in this case the Gauss-Bonnet
term does not contribute to dynamical equations for a 4D dimensional world) only without
A term, otherwise the fixed isotropic point does not exists. All our results in 4D dimensions
have been confirmed by analitical studies of the equations of motions.

In 5D theory our results are purely numerical. We have considered a wide set of initial
conditions, and in all cases when future behavior is not singular we have detected a splitting
into isotropic subspaces. If A is nonzero, the most typical regular outcome is separation of
a 3-dim isotropic subspace. Some initial conditions lead to full isotropisation. Zero A adds
a possibility of separation of a 2-dim isotropic subspace. No regular trajectories with four
different asymptopic values of Hubble parameters have been detected.

This means that though final state of the Universe is still a sum of an isotopic sub space

and something else, the set of allowed combinations is wider that in the pure Einstein Gauss-
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FIG. 6: 5D Spacetime: Qualitative evolution for the pure Gauss-Bonnet gravity, i.e. ¢ = 0. In

figues we present the four Hubble functions (%, %, %, %), parameter y, and the deceleration

parameter ¢, as they are given by the solution of the dynamical system and for different
set of initial conditions and Q2 = 0.

Bonnet theory, where for four spatial dimensions we have seen only 2 + 2 spatial dimensions
splitting and isotopic nonsingular attractors. Our results indicate that the 3-dim subspace
separation scenario in the theory where Gauss-Bonnet term is coupled to a scalar field is
possible already in four spatial dimensions in contrast to pure Einstein Gauss-Bonnet gravity

where it requires at least five spatial dimensions with 3 + 2 splitting. From the other side,
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FIG. 7: 5D Spacetime: Qualitative evolution for the pure Gauss-Bonnet gravity, i.e. ng =0. In

figues we present the four Hubble functions (%, %, %, %), parameter y, and the deceleration

parameter ¢, as they are given by the solution of the dynamical system and for different
set of initial conditions and Qy # 0.

the diversity of possible outcomes can in principle affect the scenario in bigger number of
dimensions and this problem needs further study. Another possible generalizations of the
present work is considering a kinetic term for the scalar field.

Data Availability Statements: Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no

datasets were generated or analyzed during the current study.
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