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Abstract

The present paper deals with the dynamics of spatially flat Friedmann-Lemaitre-
Robertson-Walker (FFLRW) cosmological model with a time varying cosmolog-
ical constant A where A evolves with the cosmic time ¢ through the Hubble
parameter H, that is, A(H). We consider that the model dynamics has a re-
flection symmetry H — —H with A(H) expressed in the form of Taylor series
with respect to H. Dynamical systems for three different cases based on the
possibilities of gravitational constant G and the vacuum energy density pp have
been analysed. In case I, both G and pp are taken to be constant. We analyse
stability of the system by using the notion of spectral radius, behavior of pertur-
bation along each of the axis with respect to cosmic time and Poincaré sphere.
In case II, we have dynamical system analysis for G=constant and p F#constant
where we study stability by using the concept of spectral radius and perturba-
tion function. In case III, we take G # constant and pp # constant where we
introduce a new set of variables to set up the corresponding dynamical system.
We find out the fixed points of the system and analyse the stability from dif-
ferent directions: by analysing behaviour of the perturbation along each of the

axis, Center Manifold Theory and stability at infinity using Poincaré sphere re-
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spectively. Phase plots and perturbation plots have been presented. We deeply
study the cosmological scenario with respect to the fixed points obtained and
analyze the late time behavior of the Universe. Our model agrees with the fact
that the Universe is in the epoch of accelerated expansion. The EOS parameter
weff, total energy density {2 are also evaluated at the fixed points for each of
the three cases and these values are in agreement with the observational values
in [1].

Keywords: Dynamical system, perturbation function, fixed points, Jacobian

matrix, Center Manifold Theory, ambient space, etc.

1. Introduction

In the past two decades many researchers have put tremendous efforts to
develop and improve the plethora of theoretical models that explain the accel-
erated expansion of our Universe. Astrophysical measurements that reveal such
a phenomenon put into the quest to give convincing theoretical explanations
from various possible directions [2, 13, |4, 15, 16, [7, 8, 19, 110, [11, 12]. The dark
energy model is one such proposed model that attributes the expansion phe-
nomenon to an energy component with negative pressure so called dark energy
which dominates the universe at late time. The simplest type of dark energy
is the cosmological constant [13]. In this context of accelerated expansion the
theory of general relativity (GR) modified by a cosmological constant term A,
which is known as the famous A CDM model is one of the most popular one [14].
But, despite its fine agreement with the observation data, there are two major
issues that have driven our young minds to focus sharply on some modifications
to the assumed A CDM model, namely, ”the cosmological constant problem”
which deals with the discrepancy between theoretical and expected values of the
cosmological constant |15, 16, [17]; and ”the cosmic coincidence problem [18]. To

mend up these issues, running A cosmological models have been developed.

Shapiro et al.[19, 20, [21, 22] made the first development regarding the scal-



ing evolution of the cosmological constant. Among the running cosmological
constant models that have been proposed, it is worthy enough to mention
the time dependent cosmological constant motivated by quantum field theory
B, E, Iﬂ], A(t) cosmology induced by a slowly varying Elko field @], a run-
ning vacuum in the context of supergravity |26], etc. In Newtonian gravity,
without any requirement of further constraints to be satisfied we can explic-
itly write the time variation of G. But in GR there are other constraints to
be satisfied. For instance if we assume that the ordinary energy-momentum
conservation law holds then there should not be any variation in the gravita-
tional coupling with respect to the space time or otherwise the ordinary energy-
momentum conservation law will be violated B @ In the light of Dirac’s
idea @ IQ |£| which propose that some of the fundamental constants can-
not remain constant forever, it is essential to do some modifications in GR
field equations @, IQ] if we are to consider this running cosmological con-
stant term. In this regard, studying the cosmic scenario with varying G needs
modified field equations as well as modified conservation laws. We can men-
tion Brans-Dicke theory where there are modifications of GR with a varyi
without violating the ordinary energy-momentum conservation law E}VE @
There are many other models that employ varying G theories that give a bet-
ter understanding of the Universe regarding its late time behavior and nature
o o o ) ] e ] o L e e e e e g
proves that indicate whether the cosmological constant is running or not [49],
one can study the cosmological implications of different possible theoretical as-
sumptions of A term. Motivate the quantum field theory , , @] and
some theoretical motivations about the varying A form. Aleksander Sta-
chowski, Marek Szydtowski ] have also studied the dynamics of cosmological

models with various forms of A(¢

In this paper, we consider a running vacuum model which evolves in power
series of H. Our aim is to set up dynamical systems out of the cosmological

field equations by introducing new set of variables and study the stability of the



systems in the light of cosmological implications of the system. Based on the
possibilities of the gravitational constant G and the vacuum energy density pa,
we develop different dynamical system for three cases and analyze the stability
through different approaches by finding respective fixed points. The cosmo-
logical scenario associated with each fixed point has been discussed in detail.
We arrange the paper in the following ways. In section 1 we have given the
introduction part, in section 2, we give preliminaries that provides a brief in-
troduction on dynamical systems approach to cosmology with some definitions
and theorems which will be required to understand the subsequent analysis in
the paper. In section 3, we have three cases. In case I of section 3 we show the
setting up of cosmological equations and dynamical system analysis where both
G and pp are taken to be constant which is the case of standard A CDM cosmol-
ogy. Under Case I we have three subsections based on analysis using spectral
radius, perturbation function and stability at infinity using Poincaré sphere. We
present, in Case II, the model dynamics where G=constant and pp F#constant.
Under case II, we have two subsections based on analysis through spectral ra-
dius and using perturbation along each of the axis with respect to increase in
cosmic time. In Case III we have dynamical system analysis where G # con-
stant and pp # constant. Under Case III we present three subsections on the
basis of analysing stability by the use of perturbation function, Center Mani-
fold Theory and Poincaré sphere. In section 4 we give conclusion of our study.
Stability analysis for each of the cases at the respective fixed points is presented
and their corresponding cosmological implications along with the evaluation of

various cosmological parameters at the respective fixed points are also obtained.

2. Preliminaries

Dynamical system is a mathematical system that describes the time depen-
dence of the position of a point in the space that surrounds it, termed as ambient
space. Here, we are approaching towards the system through an autonomous

system of ordinary differential equations, (ASODE). ASODE is a system of



ordinary differential equations which does not depend explicitly on time. S.
Surendra et al. |52] have also used this approach to study cosmological models
in the presence of a scalar field using different forms of potential. From [52]
we can also notice that in three dimensional dynamical system we can analyse
stability by analysing the nature of perturbation along each of the axis. A dy-

namical system is generally written in the form of the following [53]:

&= f(x), (1)
where z = (21, 29, ...... Zy) is an element of state space X C R™ and the function
f: X=X

The overhead dot denotes the derivative with respect to cosmic time, t. The
function f(x) is such that f(z) = (f1(z), f2(z),...fn(x)) which can be viewed as

a vector field in R™.

Definition 2.1. [54]
Fized Point: The point x = x, of the state space X C R"™ is said to be a fized
point of the autonomous equation & = f(x) if and only if f(x,) = 0.

Definition 2.2. [54]

Stable Fixred Point: A fized point x, of a dynamical system represented by
& = f(x) is called a stable fized point if for every e > 0 there exist & such that if
Y(t) is any solution of the system satisfying || ¥(to) — o ||< d, then the solution
Y(t) exists for all t > t, and it satisfies || Y(t) — o |< € for all t > t,.

Definition 2.3. [54]
Local Stability: Let g : I — I be a map and x, be a fived point of g, where 1

s an interval of real numbers. Then

(i) the fized point x, is said to be locally stable if, for any e > 0, there exists
§ > 0 such that, for all x € I with |z —x, |< 0, we have | g"(x) —x, |< €,

for all m € N. Otherwise, the fized point x, will be called unstable;



(ii) the fized point x, is said to be attracting if there exists ¢ > 0 such that

| z — x, |< ¢ implies limy,—00g™(T) = xo;

(iii) the fized point xz, is said to be locally asymptotically stable if it is both
stable and attracting. If in the previous item ( = oo, then x, is said to be

globally asymptotically stable.

Definition 2.4.
Hyperbolic point: A fized point © = x, € X C R"™ of the system © = f(x) is
said to be a hyperbolic fized point if none of the eigenvalues of the Jacobian ma-

triz at x, ,J(2,) have zero real part, otherwise the point is called non-hyperbolic.

Definition 2.5.
Jacobian matriz of dynamical system at a fized point: The Jacobian

matriz of the dynamical system given in () at a fized point x, is given by

dxq oxo : : : 0Tn
Ty, =
Sfn Ofn Sfn
Loz Sxo R 7

where gﬁ_ ,1=1,2,....,n denotes the first partial derivative of f; with respect to

the it" component x; of the element x = (x1,22,...2,) € X CR" .

Linear stability theory is one of the simplest method used to understand the
dynamics of a system near a fixed point. In Linear stability theory the function
f is assumed to be sufficiently regular so that we can linearise the system around
its fixed point. The eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix at a fixed point play an
important role in studying the stability of the fixed point.

For hyperbolic fixed points if all the eigenvalues of J,, have positive real
parts, then x, acts as a repeller and it is unstable as all the trajectories closed

enough to it are repelled from it. x, is stable when all the eigenvalues of J,,



have negative real parts. Here z, is called as attractor and it attracts all nearby
trajectories towards it. If at least two eigenvalues have real parts with opposite
sign then, x, behaves as a saddle fixed point which attracts trajectories in some

directions and repels along other directions.

If at least one of the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix at a fixed point z,
have zero real part then we can not do stability analysis by using eigenvalues of
the Jacobian matrix. Such a fixed point is referred to as non-hyperbolic fixed
point. To analyse stability of such fixed points we need a better approach other
than the linear stability analysis like Center manifold theory, perturbation func-
tion, Lyapunov stability. Centre manifold theory is the most popular method
which reduces the dimensionality of the system and determines the stability of
the critical points of the parent system according as the stability of the reduced
system. Wiggins [53] and Carr [56] have discussed the centre manifold theory
in detail.

The eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix J with order n x n given in Definition
will have n eigenvalues. The eigenvectors of J associated to the eigenvalues
with negative real part spans a vector space called stable space, J° and the
eigenvectors associated with positive real part spans a vector space called the
unstable space, J*“. Similarly J¢ represents the vector space spanned by the
eigenvectors associated with zero real part. Here, the superscript s, u, c denote
the dimensions of the respective vector spaces. Also the spaces J*, J* and J¢
are the subspaces of R™. The space R™ can be written as the direct sum of these
three subspaces, that is, R" = J* @ J* @ J¢. These results have been detailed
in Carr’s book [56], Elaydi’s book [57] and Zhang’s book [58]. If at least one
eigenvalue of J at a fixed point x,, has positive real part then x, will be unstable
whether it is hyperbolic or not. But if z, is non-hyperbolic and no eigenvalues
has positive real part, then we can use Center manifold theory to determine
stability of the fixed point.

Let us consider a two dimensional dynamical system. Using a suitable coor-



dinate transformation we can rewrite any system of the form () as follows:

x = Ax + f(x,y), @)
y = By +g(x.y),
where A is a ¢ X ¢ matrix having eigenvalues with zero real parts, B is an s X s
matrix having eigenvalues with negative real parts and (x,y) € J¢ x J*. The

functions f and ¢ satisfy the following:

f(0,0) = 0 (3)
9(0,0) = 0 (4)
Vf(0,0) = 0 (5)
Vg(0,0) = 0. (6)

Definition 2.6. [54]
Centre Manifold: A geometrical space M€(0) is a centre manifold for @) if

it can be locally represented as
Me(0) = {(z,y) € J® x J°|y = h(x), |z| < §,h(0) =0,Vh(0) =0}, (7)

for a sufficiently regular function h(x) on J* and & however small it may be.
The proofs of the existence of the centre manifold for the system (@) is also
provided in [56] and he has given the dynamics of the system ([2)) restricted to

the centre manifold as follows:

o= Av+ f(v,h(v)), (8)
for sufficiently small v € R€.

Theorem 2.1. [59] Consider a flow defined by a dynamical system on R?

i = Pi(z,y),
, (9)
v = Pa(z,y),

where Py and Py are polynomial functions of x and y. Let Py, and Ps,, denote

the m'" degree term in Py and P, respectively. Then, the critical points at



infinity for the m'™" degree polynomial system (@) occur at the points (X,Y,0)

on the equator of the Poincaré sphere where
X24+Y2=1and XP(X,Y) =Y P, (X,Y) =0,
or equivalently at the polar angle 0; and 0; + m satisfying
Gm+1(0) = cos0Q,(cosh, sinb) — sind P, (cosh, sind) = 0

This equation has at most m + 1 pairs of roots 0; and 0; + 7 unless G 41(6)
is identically zero. If Gpy1(0) is not identically zero, then the flow on the
equator of the Poincaré sphere is counter-clockwise at points corresponding to
polar angles 6 where Gp,11(0) > 0 and it is clockwise at points corresponding to

polar angles 0 where Gu11(0) < 0.

Theorem 2.2. [59] The flow defined by @) in a neighborhood of any critical
point of @) on the equator of S?, except the points (0,41,0), is topologically
equivalent to the flow defined by the following system

| 1
:l:y:yz Pl(_ag)_z PQ(_uy)u
Zz Z z Z
1
2= mHip (= Y,
z Z

the signs being determined by the flow on the equator of S as determined in

Theorem [21]

Theorem 2.3. [59]
Let us consider a flow in R? defined by

T = Pl('rvyaz)a
ZJ:P2(3373/,Z), (10)
y. = PS(:I;7y7 Z)7

where P1, Py and Ps are polynomial functions of x, y, z of maximum degree m.

The critical points at infinity for the m*" degree polynomial system (I0)
occur at the points (X,Y,Z,0) on the equator of the Poincaré sphere S where



X24+Y%2+22=1and

XPo(X,Y,Z)-Y P, (X,Y,Z) = 0,
XP3 (X, Y, Z)—- ZP1,,(X,Y,Z) = 0,
YP3(X,Y,Z)— ZPo, (X, Y, Z) = 0,

where Piy,, Pom and Ps,, denote the m‘" degree terms in Py, Py and P3 respec-

tively.

Theorem 2.4. [59] The flow defined by the system ([0Q) in a neighborhood of
(£1,0,0,0) € S? is topologically equivalent to the flow defined by the system:

1 z 1 z
tj =y P (=, 2, 2w py(—, L D),
w ’LU w w ’LU w
1 1
t: =z P (—, L, 2y —wmpy(—, LD,
w ’U} w w ’U} w
1
top = 0™ Py (=, L, D).
w w w

3. Dynamical system analysis for different possibilities of G and pa

In this section we present the dynamical system analysis when G =constant
and pp=constant. This is a standard model and we present it as case I of our
analysis.

Case I: Dynamical system analysis when G =constant and p)y =constant

The Einstein field equations in the presence of cosmological constant A are

given by

R, — %gw,R =81G(Tyw + guvpa)s (1)
R, — %gu,,R =8rGT,,,

where T}, is the ordinary energy-momentum tensor, T, = Ty, + guuvpa is the

modified energy-momentum tensor and py = AG is the vacuum energy density

in the presence of A.

10



We assume that the universe is filled with a perfect fluid with velocity four-
vector field V,,. With this consideration we have T,, = —pmgu + (om +
Pm)U, Uy, where p,, is the density of matter-radiation and p,, = (7 — 1)pm, is
the corresponding pressure. In the similar way, the modified energy-momentum

tensor can be expressed as

T = —puguw + (pre + pee) UL UL, (12)

where pit = pm +Pa, Pt = pm + pa and pp = —pp is the associated pressure

in the presence of A. With this substitution in the above expression we have

T= (pA _pm)guu + (pm +pm)UMUU (13)

By assuming a spatially flat Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker(FLRW)
metric along with the above modified energy-momentum tensor [60, 61, 162, 63],

we have the following gravitational field equations:

871G py = 87Gpm + A = 3H?, (14)

87Gpy = 87Gp,, — A = —2H — 3H?, (15)

where the overhead dot denotes the derivative with respect to the cosmic time
t.

With the help of FLRW metric and the Bianchi identities by respecting the
Cosmological Principle embodied in the FLRW metric we have the following

generalized local conservation law:

Pm + Pa + 3H(pm + pm + pa +pa) = 0. (16)

If we put pp = —pa and p,, = (v — 1)py, in the above equation we have the

following balanced conservation equation:

Pm + 3VHpm = —pa. (17)

11



Since pp is taken to be constant the right hand side of the above equation

vanishes to give the following equation:

Pm + 3vHpy = 0. (18)
Motivated by the work of Aleksander Stachowski et al.[51], let us consider

that the cosmological constant A evolves with time through the hubble param-

eter H with A(H) given in the form of Taylor series with respect to H.
1 dn .
A(H) = nz::l EWA(HNOH (19)
In addition let us consider that there is reflection symmetry with respect to
H, that is , H — —H. So, if the system has A(t) as its solution then, A(—t) is
also a solution of the system. As a result only the terms containing even powers
of H are present in the above power series (I9). Shapiro and Sola [22] have

also considered in detail the contribution of only the even powers of Hubbble

parameter to the time varying A(t).

Using () in (I]), we have

2H = Ao+ (a2 — 3)H? + asH* + ... — 87G(y — 1)pp, (20)

where Ag = A(H)|p and «,, 's,n = 2i,i = 1,2,... are the coefficients in the

1 d"A(H)
n! dH™

Taylor series expansion of A(H) given by «,, = lo,n=2i,i=1,2,...

To set up the dynamical system we consider the following set of new vari-

ables: z = (%)2 and y = py,. With this substitution we can expressed (20) in

terms of the new set of variables as follows:
2H = 87G[Cy + Prx + Bz + ... — (y — 1)y], (21)

where

as —3)87G,  i=1,
Co= oy = | (27O i=1,2,..
OéQj(STFG)(Qlil), jZ 2,

Using (2I)) and the newly introduced variables in the above field equations,
we obtain the following set of ordinary differential equations which will represent

the required dynamical system:

12



, dxr  dx dt

T dO  dt do’
where © = Ina denotes the logarithmic time with respect to the scale factor a.
The overhead dash denotes the derivative with respect to © while the overhead

dot denotes the derivative with respect to cosmic time t.

/

T Co+ 1z — (v —1)y). (22)

_ 1 (
- 871G
Here we consider only a few powers of H beyond the term C, so as to ensure

a better ACDM limit. All the other terms involving higher powers of H are

neglected as their contribution is completely negligible at present |64]

p_dy _ dy dt
Y740~ dat 4o’
that is,
Y = —3vy. (23)

To analyse stability, firstly we need to find the fixed points of the system.
For this we equate 2’ = 0, ¥’ = 0, that is,

1
/ —_— — _ =

This implies

wy—Co
r=——,

B
where 81 = (ag — 3)87G and 3y’ = —3~y = 0.

This implies either y = 0 or v = 0. We can also have y — 0 in evaluating
the fixed point. We need to observe both the possibilities and their implications
to the evolving cosmological scenario. When y = 0 in the expression of z
So the first fixed point we have obtained is

above we get z =

=

700
(a2 —3)87G "
(W,O). Again when v = 0 then from (&) we see that p,, =
constant. Let us suppose that p,, = £, that is, y = £. Then the second fixed
point we have obtained for the case of v =0 is Fy = (J%, y =¢&). When

we consider y — 0 we will obtain a special case of non-hyperbolic fixed points

13



called a normally hyperbolic fixed point which is actually a set of non-isolated
fixed points. For normally hyperbolic fixed points stability is decided by the
sign of real part of the remaining eigenvalue even if one of the eigenvalue of
the Jacobian matrix vanishes. So when we choose y — 0 then we can write
the fixed point as F3 = (ﬁ, y — 0). Now let us evaluate the Jacobian
matrices Jg,, Jr, and Jpg, at the respective fixed points to study the stability
of the system.
Let f(z,y) = 525 (Co + 1z — (v — 1)), g(z,y) = —37y.

The Jacobian matrix at the respective fixed points are given by

B1 —(v=1)
JFI — JF3 — f;E fy — 881G 881G ,
gz Gy 0 —3y
B _1_
JFQ _ G G 7
0 0

where 1 = (a2 — 3)87G.

The above matrices are upper triangular matrices. We all know that the
eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrices are given by the diagonal entries. So, the
cigenvalues of Jp, = Jp, are BV, = EV;/* = SiIG = (g —3), EVy" = EV,* =

—3v and those of Jg, are EVy? = EV;"* = 24 = (ay—3), EV; = 0. The fixed

points F; and Fj are hyperbolic for v # 0 as none of the eigenvalues vanishes.
When v # 0, BV, EV;"* < 0 for ag < 3 and EV;"* EV;"* < 0 for all y € (0,2].
As all the eigenvalues of Jp, and Jp, possess negative values for v # 0, as < 3,
Fy and F3 are stable fixed points. If y — 0 is considered, though EV2J3 =

F; is still stable as the remaining eigenvalue (ag — 3) is negative for ay < 3.
The fixed points F} and F3 are stable and behaves as an attractor for as < 3.
Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 shows the phase plot of F; for v = % and v = 2 respectively
with ae = 2 < 3 where all the nearby trajectories are attracted towards it.
When as > 3, the eigenvalues of Jg, possess opposite signs which shows that
F1 behaves as a saddle fixed point. Fig. 3 shows the phase plot of the system

for g = 4 > 3 where trajectories in some directions are attracted towards Fj

14



while trajectories along some other directions are repelled away from it. For
the fixed point F, we see that Jp, is non-hyperbolic as one of the eigenval-
ues, namely, EVQJ2 = 0. For non-hyperbolic fixed point F; we can not analyse
stability using the above linear stability theory. Since it is a two dimensional
dynamical system we can use the notion of perturbation function and spectral
radius of the Jacobian matrix for the non-hyperbolic fixed point F: to analyse
the stability. In the subsequent paragraph we will show the stability analysis

using these methods .
A. Stability analysis for F; using the concept of Spectral radius:

Let’s rewrite the Jacobian matrix at the fixed point F5 as follows:

as —3) Lo
JF2 — ( 2 ) G
0 0
Trace of Jp,, tr(Jr,)= sum of eigenvalues= EV;”2 + EV,"* =(ay — 3).

Determinant of Jp,, det(Jr,)= product of eigenvalues= EV;"? x EV;> =0 .

The spectral radius of a matrix is the maximum of the absolute values of all
the eigenvalues of the matrix. The stability of a fixed point (z,y) of a dynamical
system can be determined by the value of spectral radius of its Jacobian matrix
evaluated at the fixed point. The notion of spectral radius in discussing stability
of a fixed point has been given in detail in [57].

The spectral radius of the above Jacobian matrix is given by
Orm = maz{|A|: \is the eigenvalue},
= maz{|lag — 3|,0},

ag — 3, g > 3,
_ { 2 2 (24)
—(042 — 3), s < 3.

By theorem [[57], page 221], F» will be locally asymptotically stable if o7, <

1. And we can not determine stability when o7, = 1 and hence Centre manifold

15



theory is the most viable way to analyse stability. With reference to [[57] page
200], spectral radius will be less than unity if and only if

|tT(JF2)| —1< det(JFz) < 1.

From the above arguments, F; is locally asymptotically stable for 3 < as < 4
or 2 < as < 3. It can be noted that we have assume as # 3 here so that we can

study our system with fixed points in finite phase plane.

B. Stability analysis for F5> using the concept of Perturbation func-

tion:

To analyse stability in a simpler way we find perturbation function along
each axis as a function of logarithmic time ©. It is noted that while studying
perturbation along xr—axis we assume y = 0 as we are analysing only along
x—axis. We can make the interval where ay lies finer by analysing the stability
from this side of perturbation function. Now to find the perturbation function
we perturb the system by a small amount, that is, z = ﬁ + 1, and
y = & + ny, where n, and 7, represent small perturbations along = and y axes
respectively. With these perturbed system, [22) and (23] takes the following

form:

oL i
s = 3 G+ A TosnG

Solving the above differential equation we obtain 7, as a function of loga-

+771)-

rithmic time, © as follows:

_ e, & 25
e =€ t oz = 387G (25)
Similarly,
C - 56379
W= e (20

When ay < 3, as © tends to infinity the perturbation along z-axis, 1, evolves

to a constant value which is m. In the above expression of n, if we con-

16



sider © — oo, we get =2 form. So we can apply L Hospital’s rule of finding limit
in the expression of 1, to obtain its limiting value as —¢ for any value of v . We
can also directly put v = 0 in (23) to get 1, = 0 and obtain 7, =constant. But
by doing so we won’t be able to show the nature of 7, in terms of © and fur-
ther with (26]) we can achieve the constant value towards which 7, evolves in a
finer way. As perturbation along both the axes evolve to a constant value when
ag < 3, we conclude that F5 is stable for as < 3 and it is locally asymptotically
stable for 2 < o < 3. If ® = {2 : 7, — 0 or a constant A 1, — 0 or a constant A
1, —0 or a constant}, then F is stable for any as € ® where ® = (—00, 3). The
perturbation plots shown in Fig. 4 shows the variation of perturbation function
along y axis with respect to © for F,. From Fig. 4 we see that when v =0, 7,
becomes a constant function, but if v # 0 then as © — oo, 1, takes 2= form.
So by applying L Hospital’s rule as © — oo, 1, tends to —¢ which is a constant

value. Fig. 5 shows that the perturbation along x—axis tends to a constant

value, namely, m when az < 3. In the plot shown in Fig. 5 we take
£ =1,81G =1and ap = 2.5 < 3 to show that 7, tends to m = —2 here.

In terms of the variables z and y we obtain the value of effective equation

of state wcrs and total energy density €2 as follows:

T
il ptt,
o9 — 3 C, (v—1)y

= Y3 "ok TG

where py; = 247G and py = (—247Gx — f1z — Co + (v — 1)y;

A, o
+ 24 Y

= SnGs 3 T 2nGa

where vacuum energy density, Qx = 3(8;\% + % and matter density, O, =

y
24nGx”
At F} the value of effective equation of state parameter wey¢ is calculated as

-1 which assures the presence of negative pressure in the existing cosmological

scenario with the numerical value of ;; as Q4 =~ 1. Thus the presence of this
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late time attractor contributes to our model with an accelerated expansion phase
of the Universe with wers = —1 and € = 0.99 ~ 1 which is in agreement with
the observational data in [1]. Also when we evaluated the above cosmological
parameters at the fixed point F5, for any value of ay and £ we obtained wers =
—1. The relative energy density at F3 is found to be ;; = 1. The above results
have been tabulated in TABLE I:

Table 1: Table for case I (G=constant, pp=constant)

Fixed points X ¥y Type of fixed point | Eigen Values | wers | Q4 Behavior
Fy % 0 hyperbolic as — 3, -3y -1 0.99 stable for ag < 3,7 # 0
~1 Jate time attractor
saddle point for ap > 3,
where 31 = (g — 3)87G unstable.
Fy (7(1—:5) I3 non-hyperbolic (a2 —3),0 stable for ap < 3,
-1 1 locally asymptotically stable
where 31 = (g — 3)87G for 2 <as <3
Fy % y—0 normally (a2 —3),0 -1 1 stable for all v € [0, 2],
hyperbolic
where 1 = (a2 — 3)87G for v = behaves as late time attractor
for as <3

18



Z

i

I

f/

)

e
L

|

@
/// \

|

W// /

\\

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

1111111




e=e(@90, ¢

(a2-3)87G’
£81G=1,0,=2.5

Fig. 5

Fig. 5 shows the variation of 7, with respect to © for F5.

C. Stability at infinity and Poincaré sphere:

The detail explanation of Poincaré sphere and behavior at infinity is given in
[59]. By using stereographic projection we can study the behavior of trajectories
far from origin by considering the so-called Poincaré sphere where we project
from the center of the unit sphere S? = {(X,Y,Z) € R3|X?+Y2+ 272 = 1} onto
the (x,y)—plane tangent to S? at the north pole|[59] by using the transformation

of coordinates given by

X v
AR

€r =

(27)

The equations defining (X,Y, Z) in terms of (z,y, z) are given by

B T - Y B 1

CVIva2+yr T 12 +yr . lratty?

The critical points at infinity are mapped on the equator of the Poincaré

sphere. We consider the following flow in R2:
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1
= 5;25(61)+'511?—‘(7 - 1)y), (28)

y = =3y (29)

Let f(z,y) = 525 (Co + B1z — (v — 1)y), g(z,y) = —3~y. The degree of this
polynomial system is one and let f; and g; denotes the homogeneous polynomi-
als in f and g of first degree, that is, f; = ﬁ(ﬁlx —(vy=1y), g1 =-3yy. In
terms of the polar coordinates r, # with x = rcosf, y = rsinf, we can express
the above equations as
1 (v —1)sin26

B 2
+7r((3y+ 87TG)COS 0 —3v+ e ), (30)

o C,cosf
8@

g —Cosind 1 (3y+ ) sin20 L (r=1Dsin’f
8rG r 2 871G '
Order of 7 in (B0) as r — oo is 4 = 1 and that of (3] is j = 0. Let us denote

k=i—j=1-0=1. And using 30), we have

(31)

dr
1 / p— 1 —_— =
Jm = lim 2o =00 # 0.

Then using Theorem 2] we find G2(6) which is also equal to the highest

power term in r of the ©' expression [65].

_ —3ysin20  Bisin20 (v — 1)sin20
- 2 167G G
Solving 6 for which G2(0) = 0 we get § = nw, where n = 0,+1, 42, .... So we

G2(0)

can conclude that G2(#) is not identically equal to zero but it becomes zero in
those directions where 6 takes the value nm. Since G2(#) has at most 2 pairs of
roots # and 6 + 7, the equator of the Poincaré sphere has finite number of fixed
points located at 6 such that G3(6) = 0, that is, at § = 0, 7, m, 27 or equivalently
0=0,7m. At v=0, % and 2, G3(6) takes the following form:
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—(a2—3)sin26 sin26

2 “Brgr 1Y
Gal0) = | =g g, = (32)
—(34a2)sin20 in20 _
glonth | sni =

The flow on the equator of the Poincaré sphere is counterclockwise at points
corresponding to polar angles {6 : < tan~!((3 — a2)87G)} where G2(0) > 0,
for example 6 = (2nm + 7),n = 0,41, 42, ... with az < 3 — ﬁ. The flow is
clockwise at points corresponding to polar angles {6 : § > tan~!((3 — a2)87G)}
where G2(#) < 0, for example # = (2n 4+ 1)Z. For v = 3 the flow on the
equator of the Poincaré sphere is counterclockwise at points corresponding to
polar angles {6 : § > tan=1((1 + a2)247G)} where G2(f) > 0 and the flow is
clockwise at points corresponding to polar angles {6 : § < tan~!((14+az2)247G)}
where G3(#) < 0. For v = 2 the flow is counterclockwise at points corresponding
to polar angles {6 : 6 > tan™'((3 + a2)87G)} where G2(6) > 0 and the flow
is clockwise at those points corresponding to polar angles {6 : § < tan™!((3 +
a2)87G)} where Ga(6) < 0.

By Theorem 2], the critical points at infinity for the system occur at the
points (X,Y,0) on the equator of the Poincaré sphere where X2 +Y? =1 and

Xn(X,Y)-Yfi(X,Y) =0,

where fi(z,y) = (aa —3)z — ("g;gy and ¢1(z,y) = —3~y. Using (27), the above

equation becomes

% =0. (33)

Solving for X and Y from the above equations, we find that fixed point

-3V XY — (e —3) XY +

occurs at (£1,0,0). Also we see from the expression in ([B3) that for v = 0
the flow on the equator of S? is clockwise for XY > 0 and counterclockwise
for XY < 0. For gamma = %, the flow on the equator of S? is clockwise
for XY > 0 and —(1 4+ a2)XY > % ; and the flow is counterclockwise for

XY < 0. For gamma = 2, the flow on the equator of S? is clockwise for XY > 0
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and —(3+ a2) XY > % ; and the flow is counterclockwise for XY < 0. Using
Theorem [2.2] The behavior in the neighbourhood of the critical point (1,0,0) is

topologically equivalent to the behavior of the following system,

v =i D)~ 20 Y, (34
=251, (35)

’
z Zz

Putting the expressions of f, ¢ in (B4) and (B5) we get

,_ o B (=D
Y =yig_mt ((a2 = 3) +37)y S0 (36)
0022 ('Y - 1)?4
I _ _ - @7
= 1@ + (02— 3)z G (37)

The Jacobian matrix of the above system is

(g —3)+3y 0

—(y=1
881G

Jing(0,0) =

012—3

This is a lower triangular matrix. So the eigenvalues are given by the diag-
onal entries, that is, m; = (a2 — 3) + 3y and ma = @z — 3. For v = 0, both
my and mq are negative for as < 3 and the critical point (1,0, 0) behaves as a
stable attractor which represents the late time accelerated expansion phase of
the Universe. For as > 3, both m; and my are positive and the critical point
(1,0,0) behaves as an unstable repeller representing the inflationary epoch of
the evolving Universe. Fig. 6 and Fig. 7 shows the phase plot of stable attractor
as well as the unstable repeller respectively.

For ~ = %, my > 0 and ma < 0 when as < 3 and the critical point (1,0,0)
behaves as a saddle point which is unstable representing the matter dominated
phase of the evolving Universe . When as > 3, both m; and ms are positive
and the critical point (1,0,0) behaves as an unstable repeller. For v = 2, the
behavior is same as that of v = %. Since the degree of f(z,y) and g(z,y) is
odd, the behavior at the antipodal point (—1,0,0) is exactly the same as the
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behavior at (1,0,0). Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 show the phase plot for unstable saddle

point and repeller respectively.

fi% ot \\//
. \\i ://

Fig. 6 Fig. 7

Fig. 6 shows the phase plot of stable attractor (0,0) for analysing stability at

infinity for case I when v =0, ay < 3 taking C, = 87G = 1. Fig. 7 shows the
phase plot of unstable repeller (0,0) for analysing stability at infinity for case I
when v = 0, ag > 3 taking C, = 887G = 1.
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Fig. 8 Fig. 9
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Fig. 8 shows the phase plot of unstable saddle point (0, 0) for analysing stability

at infinity for case I when v = %, ag < 3 taking C, = 87G = 1. Fig. 9 shows

the phase plot of unstable repeller (0,0) for analysing stability at infinity for
case I when v = %, ag > 3 taking C, = 87G = 1.

Case II- Dynamical system analysis for ¢ # 0 and pp=constant

Let’s rewrite the General Relativity field equations (1) as follows:
G — g\ = 871G,

where G, = R, — %QWR denotes the Einstein tensor.
With general Bianchi identity V#G,,, = 0, the above field equation gives the

following relation:
VM(TMV) = VH[G(THV + guup/\)] =0.

This implies that the local conservation law takes the following form which we

named it mixed local conservation law:

L 1Glpm + pa)] +3GH (o + p) = 0. (38)

If we assume that G # 0 and pp =constant, then the above relation leads to

the following equation which indicates a non-conservation of matter as G does

25



not remain constant here:

G(pm + pa) + Glpm + 3H (pm + pm)] = 0. (39)

But if we take G # 0 as well as p) # 0 assuming the standard local covariant

conservation of matter-radiation (8], (B8] leads to the following equation:
(pm + pa)G + Gpa = 0. (40)

Since we are inclined to qualitative study of the dynamics of the Universe, we

set up a dynamical system for case-II by introducing new variables: z = ?)”Tci,
Y= Pm-
With these new variables the field equations can be rewritten as
871G py = 87Gpm + A = 3H?
= 87G(pm + pa) = 3H?
81G
= gz (pm +pa) =1
=2y +pa) =1
1
==y + pa- (41)

Again using the Taylor series form of A(H) in the field equation 87Gp,,+A =
3H?, we get
81Gpm + A = 3H?

= 87Gpm + Ao + anH? = 3H?
81Gpm A, (a2 —3)

sz tagr T3 70
AO (3 — 042)
_ BT 42
Ve 3 Ty (42)

Now the dynamical system is represented by the following system of ordinary

differential equations:

g oo Gt
© dt de
_ 87G  2H(87G)
~ 3H®  3H* (43)
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Using the expression of G,H and BAT"Q we have found above, we get

—zA,
A 7 z(ag — 3) 4 322 (y — 1)y,
= 3yay. (44)
and
; _ dydo
YT et
= —3yy. (45)

In order to find the fixed points we equate ' = 0 and y’ = 0. If 2’ = 0, then
either y = 0 or v = 0 as = # 0 otherwise if = 0, then [{I)) will be violated.
Again if v = 0 is considered then we get y = b where b is a real constant and
x = a where a,b € R satisfies a(b + pa) = 1. So the first fixed point we have
obtained here is P = (a,b) where a(b+ pa) = 1;a,b € R. Now consider y = 0
when v # 0 then x = pLA, that is, Q = (piA,O) is the second fixed point. In
studying the stability of the fixed points, Jacobian matrix of the system plays

a leading role. The Jacobian matrix J2 of the system is as follows:

6yry 3yx?
0 —3

Jo =

At the fixed points P, @, Jo takes the following form respectively:

6yab 37(%)2
0 0

Jp =

Since P is obtained when v = 0, Jp becomes a null matrix and hence the
eigenvalues of Jp are m; = 0, mg = 0. The eigenvalues of Jg are mg = 0,
my = —37. We see that at least one of the eigenvalues vanish at both the fixed
points and hence both P and @) are non-hyperbolic. So we need to use the
concept of perturbation function as it is easy to analyse the behaviour of the
system from the nature of perturbation function expressed in terms of ©. As

O tends to oo, if the perturbation alone each of the axes grows then the fixed
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point is unstable whereas if the perturbation along each of the axes decays to
zero or evolves to a constant value, then the fixed point is stable. We shall not
employ Center manifold theory for two dimensional problems as it is simpler to
use the method of perturbation function, but for higher dimensional problems
as Center manifold theory is one of the prominent tools to study stability of a
system, we have also shown in the later part, namely, Case III of this section
how the dynamics of the center manifold determines the dynamics of the entire
system.

A. Stability analysis using the concept of Spectral radius of the
Jacobian matrix at the respective fixed points:

The spectral radius of Jp and Jg are given by

3 v >0,
op=0<1,aQ=ma:v{|—3W|=0}={ o

,7:0.'

Since op < 1, all the eigenvalues of Jp lie inside a unit disc. So P is stable.
When v > 0, 0g < 1if v < %andaQ =1if~v = % So, @ is stable for
0<y< % and we can’t say whether @) is stable or not if v = % In addition
when v = % one eigenvalue of Jg,namely, —3v, has absolute value equal to one
the other eigenvalue, that is, zero has absolute value less than one. In this case
a bifurcation may occur where a small change in the parameter values of the
system leads to a sudden qualitative change in terms of topological behavior of
the system. We need to further our study from the concept of perturbations

along each axes and study the behaviour of perturbations when © — oo.
B. Stability analysis using the concept of Perturbation function:
Let x = xp+n, and y = y,+1y, where xp, yp are the values of z,y at P and
Nz, 7y are small perturbations along r—axis and y—axis respectively. Putting

the perturbed value of z and y in the dynamical system equations (@) and (4]

leads to the following relations:
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Nz = C1,

ny = e % b,

where ¢; is an arbitrary constant. Similarly, at fixed point Q) we get

Ne = C2,

_ —3v0
ny = coe 77

where cg is an arbitrary constant.

As O increases and tends to oo, 1, for P evolves to a constant value for all
v € [0,2] and 5, for @ also converges to zero for all v € [0,2]. Since the per-
turbation along each axis does not grow with the increase in O, P is stable for
all v € [0,2], in particular for v = 0. When v # 0 n, — —b as © — oo but
if we directly put v = 0 in the expression of 1, above, 1, becomes a constant
function, n, = ¢; —b. Fig. 10 shows the variation of perturbation along y—axis ,
ny with respect to © as v — 0" for the fixed point P. From Fig. 10 we see that
as 7 — 0 from the right the curves gradually tends to n, = c¢; —b. Fig. 11 shows
that 7, decreases exponentially as © increases and ultimately decays to zero as

O tends to oo for @) for any positive value of . So it is obvious that 1, — 0 as

1

O — oo for v = % also which is 3

as determined from the concept of spectral
radius. So @ is also no doubt stable for all 0 < v < % We have calculated
the value of effective equation of state parameter wers = —1 — yay and relative
energy density Qy = Q,, + Qa, where Q,,, = zy, Q) = ?)Aﬁ + % =1-ay.
At both the fixed points P and @, we get werr = —1, Qy = 1 which is in
agreement with the observational data in |1]. Since we sy is found to be negative
unity, the presence of the stable fixed point P indicates the presence of negative
pressure in the developed cosmological model which contributes to our model
with an accelerated expansion phase of the Universe. We tabulated the results

in TABLE II:

29



Table 2: Table for case IT (G # 0, py=constant)
Fixed points X y | Type of fixed point | Eigen Values | weyps | Q¢ Behavior

P a, b non-hyperbolic 0,0 -1 1 stable for y =0

where a(b+pp) =1

1 : . 1
Q o 0 non-hyperbolic 0, =3y -1 1 | stable for 0 <y < 3,
ny=c1e73¥°-b, y>0* for 'P' 1y=c267°1®
Ny y=1—

— -b,aty>0
) ”

Fig. 10 shows variation of 7, with respect to © for fixed point P as
v — 07. Fig. 11 shows the variation of 7, with respect to © for @ at

1 1
’Y:Z<§.

Case III- Dynamical system analysis for G # 0 and pj # 0

In this case both G and p are no longer constants, that is, G # 0 and
pa # 0. The relation in (B8) now becomes

G(pm + pa) + Gpa = 0. (46)

We introduce the following new variables to set up the corresponding dy-

87 G

namical system: r = 353, ¥ = pm, 2 = pa. We take derivative of the newly
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introduced variables with respect to logarithmic time, © and obtain the follow-

ing relations:

A xﬁ
e’
1 d 887G
= Tasm)
881G 2(87GH)
T 3H3  3H*

Using (4] in the above equation and the necessary substitutions we get

v’ =2y +3(3y — a2’y — (g — 3)z, (47)
;o
y - pmdeu
_ 1
- Hpm,
= i(—' — 3vHp)
- H pA /7 pmu
= —7 — 3y, (48)
) Cdt
. at
pAd@’
8
= (6—167y+ (? —2)ag)y +
8 167 3
(64 (= —2)az — —)z — =& (49)

Putting the above expression of 2’ in [{@8]), we get the expression of y" as follows:

8
y = (=64 16my =3y — (5 —2)az)y
8T 167 3y

Finally putting the value of ¢ above in [@T), we get the expression of 2’ as

follows:
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/

8
¥ = —(a2—3)z+3y+(—9+ 1617+ 67+ (2 — %)042)172(7;
8 167

—(6 + (? - 2)ag — T)xzz (51)

The expression of total energy density (2 and effective equation of state

wefs in terms of the variables z,y, z is as follows:

Q = 52

tt Ty + o (52)
Dt

Werf = —, 53

£f I (53)

where pppy = (y— 1)y — z and pyy = y+ 2. Weequate 2’ =0,y =0, 2/ =0

using (&), (E0) and @9) to obtain the fixed points. As y — 0, z — 0, then since

1

2,9y, z holds the relation Tz

= z, £ must tend to infinity. If we view from the
sequential approach of real analysis, any real sequence of the form % converges
to zero as n — oo but never equals to zero. For every € > 0 there exist a positive
integer m such that | — 0| < e for all n > m, that is, in every neighbourhood of
zero there contains infinite members of the sequence % Similarly when n — 0,
% — 00. So as y — 0, z — 0 = must tends to infinity. To ensure that the fixed
points obtained are physically feasible with the developed system, as must be
equal to 3 and with this consideration we can analyse our fixed points in the
finite phase plane. Let us consider 2’ = 0, ¥’ = 0, 2/ = 0 at ap = 3, then as
y — 0.0009, z — 0, x must also tends to a number, [ = W}J%O) = 1111. Let
this fixed point be denoted by S = (z — I,y — 0.0009, z — 0).

Stability of the above fixed points is determined by the eigenvalues of the

Jacobian matrix J3 of the above dynamical system which is obtained as follows:
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—ay+3—-2(6+ (%ﬁ —2)ag — wT”)xz +(2 - 8?’7)042)332
Js = —6 (—6+ (16w —3)y — (52 —2)as)  —(6+ (5F —2)az —
3
6 (6 16my+ (5 ~2)an) ~ & (64 (5 ~2)as -

The above matrix is a 3 x 3 matrix. The eigenvalues of J3 at the fixed point
determines the stability of the fixed point. At S when v = 0, J3 takes the

following form:

—(042 — 3) 3+ (—9 - 6.37042)12 —(—10.74 + 6.37&2)[2
J3(S) = 0 (=6 — 6.37Taz) + 7 —(—10.74 4 6.37a2)

0 (64 6.37Ta2) — & (—10.74 4 6.37a2)
The above matrix is a 3 x 3 matrix with eigenvalues 0, —16.74, —(a2 —3) = 0.

Since some of the eigenvalues becomes zero, S is a non-hyperbolic fixed point.
We analyse stability through perturbation function and center manifold theory
as it is a three dimensional problem with the fixed point as non-hyperbolic one
and using these methods are more suitable.

A. Stability analysis for S using the concept of Perturbation func-

tion :

We perturb the system by a small amount putting * = zp + 1,y =
Yr + Ny, 2 = zF + 1. where xp,yr, zr represent the values of z,y,z at the
fixed point to be analyzed for stability and n,,1,,7n. denote the perturbations
along x,vy, z axes respectively. With these perturbed values in the dynamical
system equations (BI)), (50) and ([@9) and necessary substitutions, we obtain the

following perturbations as a function of logarithmic time O:
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Cpe—(02=3)6 _ 1, for any 7;

Ny = (54)
Ci—1, for any v and as = 3.
Cze—(6+6.40t2)®7 y=0;
ny = | Coel®T0402)0 5= g (55)
026(88.576.4042)(—), v = 2.
Cye(—10.7+6.402)0 = for any ~:
n. = 3 Yy (56)
C3e8-59 for any v and as = 3.

where C;, i € k are arbitrary constants and « is the index set.

Let ® ={as:n; - 0orc¢,ny —0orc n, —0orcas® — oo, where c € R
is any real constant }. If we consider only the expression of 7, obtained as a
function of © regardless of restricting the value of as, then we can see that when
O — o0, gy = C1 — I for ag =3, n, = —I for ay > 3, n, — Cy for any positive
value of ap. Similarly it is seen that 7, exponentially increases for ag > 1.67. So
we fail to obtain such value of oz where all of these 71;,7,,7. decay or evolve to
a constant value as © tends to infinity. So ® is an empty set. Only when all of
these 1, 17y and 7, decay to zero or tends to a constant value when © — oo, we
can conclude that the fixed point is stable otherwise unstable if at least one of
them go on increasing as © — oco. For S to be stable ® should not be an empty
set. Fig. 12, Fig. 13 and Fig. 14 show the perturbation plots for S at v = 0.
From Fig. 12, as a.p — 37, the slope of the curve gradually decreases and as aq
becomes exactly equal to 3, the slope of the curve equals zero and then as as
becomes just greater than 3, 7, becomes an exponentially decreasing function
of ©. So when as > 3 as © — oo, 1, exponentially decreases and evolves to a
constant value, namely, —I. Fig. 13 shows that n, — 0 as © — oo for v = 0 and
any value of as. But from Fig. 14 it is clear that when as > 3, 1, exponentially
increases as © increases and continue to grow as © — oco. So S is unstable for

any value of ag. Hence, S is unstable for ay = 3 also. In this case III, we have
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already presumed as to be equal to 3 in order to ensure that the fixed point S
obtained above is physically feasible with respect to the dynamical system we
have set up. So using the above arguments we conclude that S is unstable from
the side of perturbation function. We will also show the use of Center manifold
theory in determining the stability of the fixed point S. Center manifold theory
is one of the most powerful tools to determine stability for non-hyperbolic fixed
points as the nature of orbits on a center manifold reflects the nature of the
system in the neighbourhood of the fixed point. To use Center manifold theory
we need to transform the dynamical system equations into the standard form
to study center manifold theory. We know that S(x — I,y — 0.0009, z — 0) is
a non-hyperbolic fixed point. Now using a suitable coordinate transformation
we need to transformed the system in the required standard form to apply
Center manifold theory for it will not change the nature of the fixed point.
We present how to analyse stability using the Center manifold theory in the
following section.

36_) (6+6.402) @

Ny=Cre™ (" ny=Cae™

Ci=1, I=1111 =3

-1108.5
— Ny—roo, <3 0.8

-1109.0

-1109.5 061

~1110.0 Gl @3 g 1

-1110.5 02

—ean% >3

0.5

Fig. 12

Fig. 12 shows variation of 7, with respect to © for S. Fig. 13 shows variation

of n, with respect to © for S at y =0
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Nz=C3e®5® ,=C267°
Nz n=C36%%% at ap=3
400 - and y=4/3

300 -

200 -

100

L L L L L
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 02 04 06 08 1.0

Fig. 14 Fig. 15

Fig. 14 shows the variation of 7, with respect to © for S at v+ = 0. Fig 15

shows variation of n, and n, at v = % and ag = 3.

’Ix=C197‘“2’3)g—l, nz=03e("°7'6“2)e, @3,

1=1111, C1=2222 N,=C36%%% ap=3
N n:

— —Ci-l, at ax=3

1000
50 -

500 a0l

30

-500

-1000
— -l ata>3

Fig.16

Fig. 16 shows variation of 7, with respect to © for S when v = %. Fig. 17
shows the variation of 7, with respect to © at S at v = 2.

B. Stability analysis for S using Center Manifold Theory:

Firstly, we need to transform the dynamical system equations into the form

required to use center manifold theory. For this we need to shift the fixed point
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to origin (0,0,0) by doing suitable coordinate transformation as follows:
X=z-01Y=y-0.0009,7 = z;

In terms of this new coordinates our dynamical system equations (&1), (BQ)and

#9) with as = 3 can be written as follows:

X' —0.05] (3 —28.111%) —8.37I2 X f(X,Y, 2).
Yy’ |= 0 —25.11 ~8.3 Y |t a(X,Y.2). |,
A 25.11 8.3 Z 9(X,Y, Z).
where

f(X,Y,Z) = —0.025X% — 28.11X?%Y — 8.37X?Z — (56.220) XY — (16.741) X Z,
3(Y 4 0.0009)
(X+02
3(Y +0.0009)
(X +1)2

n(X,Y, Z) =
92(X,Y, Z) = —

The Jacobian matrix of the above system at origin is

—0.05] 3—28.1112 —-8.31%
Jix=0v=0z=0= | -9 2511 -8.3

0.0054
0 25.11 8.3

The above Jacobian matrix has zero determinant which means at least one
of the eigenvalues has become zero. To find the eigenvalues say m; we solve the
characteristic equation det(Jx=o,y=0,z=0 — mI) = 0 and obtain mq = 0,mg =
—0.05], m3 = —16.81. The minimal polynomial that annihilates Jx—oy=0,z=0
is given by m(m + 0.051)(m + 16.81). As the linear factors occur exactly once
in the minimal polynomial, Jx—o y—o0,z=0) is diagonalisable. To diagonalise
J(x=0,y=0,7=0) to obtain the required form to use center manifold theory, we
need to find the stable subspace E° generated by the eigenbasis associated with
the negative eigenvalues, the center subspace E¢ generated by the eigenbasis
associated with the zero eigenvalue of above Jacobian matrix. The eigenspace
associated with zero eigenvalue can be found out by solving for z1, x2, x3 in the

following matrix equation:
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x1
(J = (0)Isx3) | 22 | = Osxs,
T3
where I3, 3 and O3x3 represents the identity matrix and null matrix respectively.

Solving the above equations we get the eigenbasis as
—T7281
E¢ = -1
1

Similarly we find the eigenbasis associated with the eigenvalues —0.05/ and

-16.81 so that we can write stable subspace (E*®) as follows:

—59212 1961
Ee = —0.3 , -1
1 1

Both E€ and E* are the subspaces of R x R x R. Let us define a matrix P

whose column vectors are formed by the above eigenbases as follows:

—7281 —5921> 1961
P = -1 -03 -1
1 1 1
P is a non-singular matrix with det(P) = —646.8(. So P is invertible matrix
with P~ as P71 = det;(P)Adj(P), where Adj(P) denotes the adjoint of P.
Therefore

0T _(0.91+40.3) 0.53

pl= 0 1.4 1.4
el 0.91 0.91

We again define a new co-ordinate transformation as:

U X
Pl v |=|Y [
w A
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that is,

X U
Py |=|V
z W

In terms of the new coordinates U, V, W, X, Y and Z can be expressed as

follows:
X = —7281U — 5921°V +196IW,Y = -U -03V —-W,Z=U+V + W.

The definition of Center manifold allows us to take h; and hs in Taylor’s
series form as V = hy(U) = a1U? + aU? and W = ha(U) = b1U? + U3 so
that h1(0) = h1(0) = 0 and Dhy(0) = Dhy(0) = 0, where D = .

We then obtain the required standard form to apply central manifold theory

as follows:
U’ 0 0 0 U fU,V, W)
V' |=| 0 —0.05 0 v | +P 1] quv,w) |,
w’ 0 0 —16.81 1474 g2(U, V, W)
where
FUV,W) = (—132491 — 409281 + 121861%)U? + (—215481%a; +
71341%b, + 1489785012 — 12278a1 — 409281b, — 3328213a; + 110191b;
—443596612 + 121861%a; + 12186b; + 99101%a; — 32811%a,)U?,
nUV.W) = =3 (—7281;(]—_552'?2‘(/_—1—121[/961W)2’
(U VW) = U+03V+W

(—728IU — 59212V + 1961W)?"

Now computing the above equations we obtain the following relations:

U = %{(—132491 — 409281 + 121861*)U? + (—215481%ay

+71341%b; + 148978501% — 12278a; — 409281b; — 3328213a; + 11019!%b,

—44359661* + 12186{%a; + 12186b; + 99100°a; — 32811%a1)U?},  (57)
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V' = —0.05la,U? — 0.05laxU>3, (58)

0.7

W' = —16.81(b)U? + bU?) + SI68 (—132491 — 409281 + 121861%*)U*
+(—215481%a; + 71341%b; + 148978501% — 12278a; — 409281b; — 33282(%a,
+110191%b; — 44359661> + 12186{%a; + 12186b; + 99101%a; — 32811%a;)U?}.

(59)
The dynamics of the center manifold is given by:
U'= AU + f(Uv hl(U)v hQ(U))v

where A =0,V =h(U),W = ho(U).

The tangency condition requires that

VI—WU/ZO, (60)
dh
W’ — d—U2U’ =0. (61)

By equating the coefficients of U? and U3 in the tangency conditions (G0
and (6I), we can find the constants aj,as and by, bs where we unconsider all
the powers of U higher than U?. Equating the coefficients of U2 and U? in the
tangency condition of V', we get a3 = a2 = 0 and from the tangency conditions

of W comparing the coefficient of U2, we get

0.7
— 16.81by + (———)(—54177 + 121861) =
6.81b) + (Gee) (~54177 + 121861) = 0

(58.6 — 13.21)

b =
= U= TRl

= b = —-3.54+0.8l.
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Since [ is a very large number, b; ~ 0.8] and comparing the coefficient of U3

we get

B 0.7 )
—26.4by1 = ~16.81b + £ (181531% — 409281 + 12186)b,

= 16.81by = 36.81> — 35.41 + 10.6

= by = 21 — 2] + 0.6.
Putting the values of aj,asg, b1, by in the dynamics of center manifold we get
U' = j1U? + joU? + O(U*), (62)

where j; = (—=541771+1218612%) and j, = (145221%—327421+9748)(21*>—21+0.6).

Since the first term of U’ is in even power of U, we deduce instability. If
suppose j1 = 0 then we will consider the next term which is in the odd power
of U. Here if jo is negative then, it is stable otherwise if it is positive then we
again achieve instability. But in our case j; never equals zero. So from the side
of Center manifold theory we conclude that the fixed point .S is unstable.

Now when we take 7y = 3 then, (5I)), (60) and ([@J) becomes

t = —(az—3)x+3y+ (6 — 6.400)x%y — (—10.7 + 6.4a)z%2,
y = (57 —6.4a0)y — (—10.7 + 6.402)z + 3y(y + 2),
2 = (=614 6.4a2)y + (—10.7 + 6.4a2)z — 3y(y + 2)%

Now when ~ = % we have the Jacobian matrix at S as follows:

—(p—3)  3-13.212 0
J3(S) = 0 (57 — 6.4a5)  —(—10.7 + 6.4r2)
0 (=61 + 6.405)  (—10.7 + 6.37crz)

Since we obtain S when as = 3, we get the eigenvalues as m; = (3—as) =0,

me = 12.8(1.8 — /3 +0.15a2) = —0.7 and m3 = 12.8(1.8 + /3 + 0.15a2) =

46.8 > 0. So for v = % at as = 3, S becomes non hyperbolic fixed point. We
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need to analyze stability through perturbation function and Center manifold
theory. However stability analysis using Center manifold theory is similar to
the above shown. So we will only analyze through perturbation function. From
G4),BEE) and (B6), we see that for as = 3 7, tends to a constant, namely,
(Cy —1) as © — oo but 5, exponentially increases as © — oo. 7, is also an
exponentially increasing function of © and hence it fails to decay or evolve to a
constant value as ©® — oco. Fig. 15 shows the exponential increasing nature of
7y and 1, at v = %, as = 3. Fig. 16 shows the perturbation plot for 7, as ©
tends to infinity. So S is unstable at as = 3 and v = %. As the perturbation
along each of the axis fail to decay or evolve to a constant value we conclude
that S is also unstable for v = %. For v = 2 also we can see from (B0 that the
perturbation along z axis, namely, 7, is an exponentially increasing function of

#. So S is unstable for any value of ag for v = 2 and this is shown in Fig. 17 also.

Table 3: Table for case III (G # 0, py # 0)

Fixed points Type of fixed point Eigenvalues wess | Qe | Behavior
S non-hyperbolic —(a2 —3) =0, 0,-16.74 -1 1 unstable
(z =Ly —0,z2—0) for v = 0;
non-hyperbolic for (3—az)=0,
=4 12.8(1.8 — /3 + 0.15a3)
as =3 =-0.7
12.8(1.8 + /3 + 0.15a2) 0 1 | unstable;
=46.8
non-hyperbolic —(a2 —3) =0, -0.86 | 1
for gamma =2, | 0.096(405.1 — /157143 + 4131.84a3), | =-1
=20.37 unstable
as =3 0.096(405.1 4 /I57143 + 4131.84a3) | -1.2 | 1
=574 =-1
using center
manifold theory:
S non-hyperbolic —0.051, 0, -1 1
(X —=0,Y—0,Z—-0) for v =0, unstable.
X =2-1Y =y—0.0009, az=3 -16.81
Z=2-0
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C. Stability at infinity and Poincaré sphere:

Any polynomial system in rectangular coordinates can be extended to the
Poincaré sphere [65]. So the idea of projective geometry done in the case of
R? can be extended to higher dimensions for flows in R3 also. Here, the upper

hemisphere of S® can be projected onto R?® using the transformation of coor-

: i - X - Y - Z = z = ¥
dinates given by * = 3, y = 3, 2 = 3 and X = \/va— SR
— W=——~L— for X =(X,Y,Z,W) € S with [X| = 1 and for

2= T @AW= T

x = (z,y,2) € R®. Now we consider the dynamical system equations (&), (E0)
and (49) in the following way:

r = Pl('rvyaz)a
y/ :PQ('rvyaZ)a (63)
Z/ — P3(:E7y72)7
where
8
Pi(e,y,2) = (a2 =3)a+3y+(=0+16my + 67+ (2 5 )az)a’y
1
—(6+ (8?71- —2ag — %)a@z,
8
Pa(,y,2) = (=6+16my =37y — (5 —2)az)y —
8 16
(64 (5 — 2az) = =)z +3y(y +2)°,
81
Py(z,y,2) = (6—16my+ (g —2)az)y +
8 16
(6 + (?F —2)ag — Tw)z —3y(y + 2)*.

We have used the relation 2 = (y+z) in (50) and @J) above for our convenience
with polynomial functions of x, ¥, z with maximum degree 3 on the right side

of [E3). Let us denote the maximum degree terms in Py, P, and P; by P, P,
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and Ps respectively. Then we have,

Pi(,y,2) = (=9 + 161y + 67 + (2 — & )as)zy

6+ (5 - 2oy — Bm)az,

_ (64)
Py(z,y,2) = 3y(y + 2)*,
Py(z,y,2) = =3y(y + 2)*.
In terms of X, Y, Z we express the above polynomials as follows:
PiI(X,Y,Z) = (=9 + 167y + 67 + (2 — &) XYW 3
—(6+ (5F —2)ay — LT X2ZW 3,
( ( 3 ) 2 3 ) (65)

Py(X,Y,Z)=3Y(Y + Z)?W—3,
Py(X,Y,Z) = -3Y(Y + Z)>°W 3.
Theorem determines the location of the critical points at infinity for the

above polynomial system by considering the following equations:

XPy(X,Y,Z) - YP(X,Y,Z) =0
= 3(Y 4+ Z)% = (=9 + 56.247 — 6.400) XY + (6.405 — 10.74) X Z = 0.
(66)

XPy(X,Y,Z)— ZP\(X,Y,Z) =0

= -3Y (Y + Z)? — (=9 +56.24y — 6.402) XY Z + (6.4c2 — 10.74) X Z* = 0.

(67)
YPy(X,Y,Z) — ZPy(X,Y,Z) =0
=3Y(Y+2)*(-Y -2)=0
= either Y =0 or Y =-Z7. (68)

If Y = 0 then from (&1) we get either X =0or Z=0. If Y =0 and X = 01is
considered then from (B8] we see that Z = 0. But since X2 +Y? + Z2 = 1 must
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hold, the condition X = 0is neglected. If Z = 0when Y = 0in X?2+Y?24+272 =1,
we get X = +1. So (£1,0,0,0) is a fixed point. Also from (68) if we consider
Y = —Z, then from (@0 we get either X = 0 or Z = 0. If X = 0 then
X2 +Y?+ 7% =1 does not hold. So when Y = —Z and Z = 0 then (+1,0,0,0)
is a fixed point. Using Theorem 4 we obtain that the flow defined by (G3)) in a
neighbourhood of (41, 0,0,0) € S? is topologically equivalent to the flow defined
by the following system:

+y' = (a2 — 3)yw? + 3y*w? — (=6 + (167 — 3)y — 6.4c)yw?
+(6 + 6.402 — 187)zw? + (—9 + 56.24y — 6.40r2)y?
—(=10.74 + 6.4a2) 2y — 3y(y + 2)?,
+2' = (a2 — 3)zw? + 3yzw? + (—9 + 56.24y — 6.4a2)yz
—(=10.74 + 6.42) 2% — (6 — 167y + 6.4z )yw?
—(=10.74 + 6.4a2)zw? + 3y(y + 2)?,

+uw' = (g — 3)w? + 3yw? + (=9 + 56.24y — 6.402)yw — (—10.74 + 6.40) zw.
(69)

The Jacobian matrix of the above system at the fixed point (0,0,0) is a
null matrix which has all the eigenvalues as zero. So it is a non-hyperbolic
fixed point. We will analyse the stability by finding perturbation functions
along each of the axis as a function of logarithmic time © by perturbing the
system (69) by a small amount. If the system comes back to the fixed point
following the perturbation then the system is stable otherwise if the perturbation
grows to make the system moves away from the fixed point then the system is
unstable. Nandan Roy and Narayan Banerjee [66] has also used the concept
of perturbation function to analyse stability for non-hyperbolic fixed points for
three dimensional systems where linear stability fails. Now firstly consider the
expression of ([B9) corresponding to +y, +z and +w respectively. Then we
perturbed our system (€9) by taking y = 1, z = 1, and w = 9.
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dny _
de
dn
= de = - :
(=9 +56.24y — 6.4a2)n2 — 3n;
Ad Bd
_ Aany + 27711
Cdn,
(—9+56.24y — 6.42) — 31,

(—9 + 56.24y — 6.4az)n; — 315,

= dO +

where

3

(=9 + 56.24y — 6.402)2’
1

(=9 4+ 56.24y — 6.4a2)’
9

(=9 + 56.24y — 6.402)2"

A:

Integrating both sides of the above differential equation, we get

C n B
0= = (-2 70
) = 5 ) - 2 (70)
where k = (=9 + 56.24y — 6.4a).

The domain of definition Dg of the above function at v =0 is

D®o = (—OO, %

); k=-9—64as, as € RT.

The domain of definition Dg of the above function at v = % and v = 2

respectively are as follows:

(0, %), as < 16.15,k = 103.4 — 6.4a5 > 0;
(—00, %), a2 >16.15,k=103.4—6.402 < 0

With the above domain and the choice of +y on the left side of ([G9), we
cannot analyse our system for ® — oo as © becomes bounded above and un-

bounded below as n, tends to 0, that is, when ©® — —o0, 7, — 0. Since we want
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to analyse the late time behaviour of the Universe as logarithmic time © — oo
we only consider the expressions of ([GJ) corresponding to —y, —z and —w on

the left sides of (69]) as follows:

/

—y = (a2 — 3)yw? + 3y%w? — (=6 + (167 — 3)y — 6.4a)yw? +
16
(6 +6.4c00 — Tﬂ-)zw2 + (=94 56.247 — 6.4a2)y? —

(—=10.74 + 6.400) 2y — 3y(y + 2)?,

—2' = (a2 —3)2w® + 3yzw? + (=9 + 56.24y — 6.4an)yz —
(—10.74 + 6.402) 2% — (6 — 1677y + 6.40)yw?* —

(—=10.74 + 6.4az)zw* + 3y(y + 2)?,

—w' = (g — 3)w® + 3yw® + (=9 + 56.24y — 6.402)yw — (—10.74 + 6.4cv9) 2.
With this consideration we get the expression of © as a function of 7, as follows:

O = f((n,) = §In "7 + 3.

When © — o0, f(n,) — oo which implies 7, — 0. So as ©® — oo the
perturbation along y— axis decays to zero. For analysing the perturbation
along z and w axes we consider the expression for +z and +w from (G9) and

find out the expression of 7, and 7, as follows:

1
z = ; 165
g C1074 46405050 27

1
V2(3 = 2)0 + 2¢5

T =

where ¢; and ¢y are arbitrary constants of integration. As © tends to infinity
both 7, and 7, tends to zero. Fig. 18, Fig. 19 and Fig. 20 show the projection

of perturbation along y, z and w axes respectively for system (69). Since all of
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7y, 1. and 1, decays to zero as © tends to infinity, we conclude that the fixed

point (+1,0,0,0) is a stable critical point.

46.7-31, 1 1
©=0.001Log(———%)+ ———, ppr————
ny 46.7ny (-10.74+6.4 a2) ©+c2
i =3, c2=1
Y—3v =3 n
e
0.30
0.07F
o006F 0.25
0.05F 0.20
0.04F 015
0.03F
0.10
0.02F
0.05
I I L L L L
1 2 3 Y 1 2 3 i
Fig. 18 Fig. 19

Fig. 18 shows the variation of © with respect to 7, for analysing stability at
infinity for case III.  Fig. 19 shows the variation of 7, with respect to © for

analysing stability at infinity for case III.
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T20+2¢1

1
=2, c1=—
2

1.0 — nu—1, at ax=3

— nw—0, at az<3

L L L Y
4

Fig. 20 shows the variation of 7,, with respect to © for analysing stability at

infinity for case III.

4. Conclusion

In this work we have presented a dynamical system perspective of cosmolog-
ical models with FLRW metric in the presence of a time varying cosmological
constant term which is expressed in Taylor series form of H where we have an-
alyzed for different possibilities of varying G and pp. We depict the stability
analysis through different approaches by using the concept of spectral radius,
perturbation function along each axis and Center manifold theory along with
their geometrical analysis. Both analytical and geometrical findings strongly
support the fact that the Universe is in the accelerated expansion phase and
will continue to expand in the late time also. In case I of section 3 we have
shown the model when both G and p, are taken as constants where it becomes
similar to the standard ACDM model. In this section we represent the time
varying cosmological constant model as a two dimensional dynamical system
having three fixed points Fy, Fs, F3. The hyperbolic fixed point F; has all its
eigenvalues negative when ap > 3 for v # 0 and hence behaves as an attracting

node with wepy = —1 and Q = 1. F, behaves as a late time attractor for
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ag € (2,3) which is stable and F3 is also stable for ap < 3 with wepy = —1 and
Q4 = 1. The presence of stable fixed points F5 and F3 assures the presence of
negative pressure and thereby contributes to the developed cosmological model
with late time attractor solutions that represent the accelerated expansion phase
of the Universe. The phase plot shown in Figs. (1) and (2) have supported these
analytical results. With the notion of spectral radius we obtained a finer re-
gion of as where F} is stable, that is, 2 < as < 3. Fig. 3 shows that Fj
becomes saddle point for as > 3, v # 0 where trajectories in some directions
are attracted towards it and some trajectories along other directions are being
repelled from it. The presence of F} in our system represents the stable dark
energy model with w = —1 and 2;; = 1. We also obtain a non-hyperbolic fixed
point Fy which is stable for s € [0,3). Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 also support this
analytical findings. Stability for points at infinity has been analysed by using
Poincaré sphere where we use stereographic projection to study the behavior of
trajectories far from origin. The critical point occurs at the points (£1,0,0) on
the equator of the Poincaré sphere S2. When v = 0, both eigen values m; and
mo are negative for as < 3 and the critical point (1,0,0) behaves as a stable
attractor which represents the late time accelerated expansion phase of the Uni-
verse. For aip > 3, both m; and ms are positive and the critical point (1,0,0)
behaves as an unstable repeller representing the inflationary epoch of the evolv-

ing Universe. Fig. 6 and Fig. 7 show the phase plot of the stable attractor

4
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and the unstable repeller respectively. For v = m; > 0 and my < 0 when
ag < 3 and the critical point (1,0, 0) behaves as a saddle point which is unsta-
ble representing the matter dominated phase of the evolving Universe. When
ag > 3, both m; and ms are positive and the critical point (1,0,0) behaves as
an unstable repeller. Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 also support the above analytical results
for v = %. For v = 2, the behavior is same as that of v = %. Since the degree of
the polynomial system f(x,y) and g(z,y) is odd, the behavior at the antipodal
point (—1,0,0) is exactly the same as the behavior at (1,0,0). In case II of
section 3, we present the case when py = constant but GG no longer remains

constant. By introducing new variables, we represent the model with a two
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dimensional dynamical system where we obtain two non-hyperbolic fixed points
P, Q. We present the stability analysis of these fixed points by using spectral
radius as well as perturbation function where we have found that both are stable
for v € [0, ) with Q4 = —1 and effective equation of state wess = —1. Also for
P, both n, and 7, converge to a constant value as © tends to infinity. When
v # 01y — —b as © — oo but if we directly put v = 0 in the expression of 7, it
becomes a constant function, that is, n, = ¢; —b. Fig. 10 shows the variation of
perturbation along y—axis , 7, with respect to © as v — 07 for the fixed point
P. From Fig. 10 we see that as v — 0 from the right the curves gradually tends
tony, = c1 —b. For Q, n, evolves to a constant value and 7, decays to zero as ©
gradually increases and tends to infinity as shown in Fig. 11 for v < % So both
the fixed points are stable which gives the dark energy model which forms the
strong base for the fact that the Universe is undergoing not just expansion but
expansion with acceleration. When we take both G and pjp to be non-constants,
then we see from case III of section 3 that we can extend the system to a three
dimensional problem. We have analysed the system when as = 3 under three
different values of v, that is, v = 0(dark energy model),y = %(radiation domi-
nated model), v = 2(stiff fluid model) and study the system about its stability
and corresponding cosmological implications. At v = 0 the fixed point S is non-
hyperbolic as some of the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix vanishes. Since S
is non-hyperbolic, we do the stability analysis by studying how the perturbation
along each of the three axis vary with the increase in ©. As the set ® = ¢, S
is unstable. Fig. 12, Fig. 13, Fig. 14 shows the perturbation plots for S. We
have also used Center manifold theory to analyze stability by using a suitable
coordinate transformation where we obtain the standard form to apply Center
manifold theory. As the dynamics of the center manifold is unstable we deduce
that S is unstable. From both approaches we find that S is unstable. For v = %
as well as v = 2, S is non-hyperbolic and unstable. Fig. 15 and Fig. 16 show
the perturbation plots of S for v = %. The perturbation function along each of
the axis fail to decay or evolve to a constant value as ©® — oo which shows that

S is unstable. Fig. 17 shows that 7, continues to increase exponentially as ©
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increases which indicates that S is unstable for v = 2 also. To analyse stability
at infinity we use the concept of Poincaré sphere as any polynomial system in
rectangular coordinates can be extended to the Poincaré sphere[63]. Here since
the system is a three dimensional system, the ideas of projective geometry has
been carried over to higher dimension to analyse stability for flows in R3[59).
The critical points at infinity occur at the points (+1,0,0,0) on the equator
the Poincaré sphere S®. Since the perturbation along each of the axis 7, 7.
and 7, decays to zero as cosmic time © tends to infinity as shown in Figs. 18,
19 and 20, we conclude that the fixed point (£1,0,0,0) is a stable attractor.
Throughout the entire work the developed cosmological models strongly sup-
port the fact that the Universe is in the phase of expansion with acceleration
thereby depicting that our model has a deep connection with the accelerated

expansion phenomena.
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