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Teleparallel based cosmological models provide a description of gravity in which torsion is the me-
diator of gravitation. Several extensions have been made within the so-called Teleparallel equivalent
of general relativity which is equivalent to general relativity at the level of the equations of motion
where attempts are made to study the extensions of this form of gravity and to describe more gen-
eral functions of the torsion scalar T. One of these extensions is f (T, φ) gravity; T and φ respectively
denote the torsion scalar and scalar field. In this work, the dynamical system analysis has been per-
formed for this class of theories to obtain the cosmological behaviour of a number of models. Two
models are presented here with some functional form of the torsion scalar and the critical points are
obtained. For each critical point, the stability behaviour and the corresponding cosmology are shown.
Through the graphical representation, the equation of state parameter and the density parameters for
matter-dominated, radiation-dominated and dark energy phase are also presented for both the mod-
els.

I. INTRODUCTION

Following supernovae cosmological observation over the last few decades [1, 2] several proposals have been intro-
duced to modify the General Relativity (GR) and to consider different formulations of gravity. In a similar fashion,
numerous proposals have been made to modify the Teleparallel equivalent of general relativity (TEGR) which is
equivalent to GR at the level of the equations of motion. Teleparallel gravity, which is based on torsion, introduces
an analogous description of gravity [3–10] in which torsion mediates gravitation. The Lagrangian density of TEGR
is proportional to the torsion scalar T, as in this approach, the usual metric tensor and Levi-Civita connection is re-
placed respectively by the tetrad field and spin connection pair, and the teleparallel connection [8, 9] respectively. So,
the curvature and tensor based gravitational theories are equivalent at the level of the dynamical equations [8, 11].
Substituting the torsion scalar T with the arbitrary function f (T), a generalization to TEGR can be obtained [12–18]
to produce new models of cosmology. The dynamical objects in this framework are the four linearly independent
tetrad fields that serves as the orthogonal basis for the tangent space at each point of the space time. The first deriva-
tive of the tetrad product was also used to construct the torsion tensor. The tetrad fields serve as dynamical variable
of the teleparallel gravity, and the field equations are created by varying the action with respect to the tetrad fields.
The spin connection is responsible for preserving the local Lorentz invariance of the theory and also produces equa-
tions of motion. For more on f (T) gravity, one can refer [19–25]. There is strong impetus to study the generalisation
with the use of scalars associated with the theoretical foundations. The non-minimal coupled scalar-torsion theory
is an extension of teleparallel gravity [15, 17] as in the case of scalar-tensor theories. This is a different class of gravi-
tational modifications. This is because, at the level of field equations, TEGR coincides with GR, but the non-minimal
coupled scalar-torsion theory does not coincide with its counterpart based on curvature.

The accelerating expansion of the Universe is sourced by some form of dark energy which takes on the form of
a cosmological constant in the concordance model but is motivated by other means in modified theories of gravity
[1, 2, 26–28]. Here, dark energy is embodied by the constant Λ which together with GR and cold dark matter (CDM)
constitute the ΛCDM model; however this model suffers with the fine tuning issue among other problems [29]. One
can address this issue in GR by altering the matter content of the Universe with the inclusion of additional fields
such as phantom scalar, canonical scalar and vector fields [30–32]. One can also study the cosmological behaviour
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by creating a dynamical dark energy sector with the inclusion of scalar field such as quintessence [33, 34], k-essence
[35, 36], Galileons [37–39] and so on. Another way to address this accelerated expansion issue is by extending or
altering the geometrical part of Einstein-Hilbert action, that leads to different extended/modified theories of gravity.

The dark energy scenario was studied in the scalar-torsion theory with non-minimal coupling between torsion
scalar and dynamical scalar field in (Geng et al. [40, 41]). Similar study was made with an arbitrary non-minimal
coupling function and tachyon term for scalar field [42, 43]. One of the extensions of f (T) gravity is the generalised
scalar-torsion f (T, φ) gravity, where φ is the canonical scalar and in the gravitational action the scalar field is non-
minimally connected with torsion scalar [44]. Further in the covariant teleparallel framework, a new class of theories
have been given where the action depends on the scalar field and arbitrary function of torsion scalar [45]. M. G.
Espinoza and G. Otalora [46] have studied the generation of primordial fluctuations in generalized teleparallel scalar-
torsion gravity theories whose Lagrangian density is an arbitrary function f (T, φ) of the torsion scalar T and a scalar
field φ, plus the kinetic term and develop primordial density perturbations started from the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner
(ADM) formalism of the tetrad field. The cosmological dynamics of dark energy and its stability was studied in
[47] and the scalar perturbation was done in [48]. Several models were set in the context of the dynamical system
to reveal the evolutionary behaviour of the dark energy models [49]. Motivated with this non-minimal coupling
of torsion scalar and scalar field, in this paper we will study the cosmological aspects of the models through the
dynamical system analysis.

The paper is organised as follows, in Sec. II, the basic equations of teleparallel gravity and the field equations of
of f (T, φ) gravity in an isotropic an homogeneous space time are given. In Sec. III, the dynamical system analysis
for two models are performed and the evolutionary behaviour of the models are studied. In Sec. IV, the discussions
and conclusions of the models are presented.

II. FIELD EQUATIONS OF THE SCALAR-TORSION f (T, φ) GRAVITY

The TEGR action is composed simply of the linear torsion scalar, which can be immediately generalized to f (T)
gravity. By elevating the torsion scalar to an arbitrary function thereof, the addition of a scalar field φ can be intro-
duced by writing the action as [48]

S =
∫

d4xe[ f (T, φ) + P(φ)X] + Sm + Sr , (1)

where e = det[eA
µ ] =

√−g is the determinant of the tetrad field. Matter action is denoted by the symbol Sm, whereas
radiation action is characterized by Sr. Using tetrad and spin connection pair as the dynamical variable in place of
metric tensor, GR can also be expressed in the framework of teleparallel gravity. The tetrad field, eA

µ , A = 0, 1, 2, 3,
metric tensor gµν and the Minkowski tangent space metric ηAB can have the local relation as, gµν = ηABeA

µ eB
ν , where

ηAB = (−1, 1, 1, 1). The tetrad satisfies the orthogonality condition, eµ
AeB

µ = δB
A, whereas the spin connection is

denoted by ωA
Bµ. The function f (T, φ) represents an arbitrary function of scalar field φ and the torsion scalar T

and X = −∂µφ∂µφ/2 is the kinetic term of the field. Non-minimally coupled scalar-torsion gravity models with the
coupling function f (T, φ), f (T) gravity and minimally coupled scalar field are all included in this general action.
The torsion scalar is

T = Sµν
θ Tθ

µν , (2)

where Sµν
θ and Tθ

µν respectively represents the superpotential and the torsion tensor. Further, the superpotential can
be expressed as,

S µν
θ ≡ 1

2
(Kµν

θ + δ
µ
θ Tαν

α − δν
θ Tαµ

α) , (3)

where Kµν
θ ≡

1
2 (T

νµ
θ + T µν

θ − Tµν
θ) be the contortion tensor. The torsion tensor is represented by

Tθ
µν = eθ

A∂µeA
ν − eθ

A∂νeA
µ + eθ

AωA
BµeB

ν − eθ
AωA

BνeB
µ . (4)

There also exists special frames in which the spin connection vanishes, which is known as the Weitzenböck gauge.
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Now, the gravitational field equations can be obtained either varying the action with respect to the tetrad eA
µ or

with the relation between the curvature and torsion scalar with the use of Levi-Civita connection and contortion
tensor to obtain [45]

T = −R + 2e−1∂µ(eTαµ
α ) . (5)

In order to obtain the field equations of f (T, φ) gravity to study its cosmological applications, we consider the
homogeneous and isotropic flat Friedmann-Lemaı̂tre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) space time as

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)[dx2 + dy2 + dz2] , (6)

where a(t) is the scale factor that represents the expansion rate in the spatial directions and the tetrad, eA
µ =

diag(1, a, a, a). Varying the action in Eq. (1) with respect to the tertad field and the scalar field φ, we can obtain
the equations of motion of f (T, φ) cosmology as,

f (T, φ)− P(φ)X− 2T f ,T = ρm + ρr (7)

f (T, φ) + P(φ)X− 2T f ,T −4Ḣ f ,T −4H ḟ ,T = −pr (8)

−P,φ X− 3P(φ)Hφ̇− P(φ)φ̈ + f ,φ = 0 . (9)

The Hubble parameter H ≡ ȧ
a with an over dot denotes the derivative with respect to the cosmic time t. We

represent f ≡ f (T, φ) and f,T = ∂ f
∂T . The energy density for matter and radiation are denoted as ρm, ρr respectively

and the pressure at radiation era is pr. From Eq. (2), one can obtain the torsion scalar, T = 6H2. In Eqs. (7)–(9), we
consider the non-minimal coupling function f (T, φ) in the form [45]

f (T, φ) = − T
2κ2 − G(T)−V(φ) , (10)

where V(φ) is the scalar potential and G(T) is the arbitrary function of torsion scalar. We consider for matter domi-
nated era ωm = pm

ρm
= 0, and for radiation era ωr =

pr
ρr

= 1/3, subsequently Eqs. (7)–(9) reduce to

3
κ2 H2 = P(φ)X + V(φ)− 2TG,T + G(T) + ρm + ρr , (11)

− 2
κ2 Ḣ = 2P(φ)X + 4Ḣ(GT + 2TG,TT) + ρm +

4
3

ρr , (12)

P(φ)φ̈ + P,φ(φ)X + 3P(φ)Hφ̇ + V,φ(φ) = 0 . (13)

The Friedmann Eqs. (11)–(12) are then modified to give

3
κ2 H2 = ρm + ρr + ρde , (14)

− 2
κ2 Ḣ = ρm +

4
3

ρr + ρde + pde . (15)

Comparing Eq. (11) with Eq. (14), and Eq. (12) with Eq. (15), the energy density (ρde) and pressure (pde) for the
dark energy sector can be retrieved as,

ρde = P(φ)X + V(φ)− 2TG,T + G(T) , (16)

pde = P(φ)X−V(φ) + 2TG,T − G(T) + 4Ḣ(G,T + 2TG,TT) . (17)

For the sake of brevity, we take P(φ) = 1. The potential energy, V(φ) = V0e−λφ, where λ is a constant. Our
motivation is to construct the cosmological models of the Universe in the dark energy sector along with its dynamical
system analysis. In order to develop the system, the form of G(T) would be needed and therefore in the subsequent
section we shall consider two forms of G(T) to represent two models.
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III. DYNAMICAL SYSTEM ANALYSIS OF THE MODELS

The motivation of this work is to study the cosmological dynamics of some models within the general class of
scalar-tensor theories with nontrivial torsion scalar contributions. The dynamical system is a concept that specifies
some rule for the development of the system and the possible future behaviour of the cosmological models. An
equation of the form Y′ = f (Y) represents a dynamical system, where Y is the column vector constituted by suitable
auxiliary variables and f (Y) be the corresponding column vector of the autonomous equations. The prime denotes
derivative with respect to N = lna. This analysis helps to understand the overall dynamics of the Universe by
identifying the critical points at which f (Y) vanishes. We propose here two models with some popular form of
G(T).

A. Model I

For the first model, we consider G(T) as [50]

G(T) = βT ln
(

T
T0

)
, (18)

where β be the constant and T0 be the value of T at the initial epoch. This model has been shown to produce [50]
physically advantageous critical points and may be interesting to model the evolution of the Universe. Here, the
effective dark energy density and the effective dark energy pressure terms in Eqs. (16)–(17) reduce to

ρde =
φ̇2

2
+ V(φ)− 6βH2 ln

(
6H2

T0

)
− 12H2β , (19)

pde =
φ̇2

2
−V(φ) + 6βH2 ln

(
6H2

T0

)
+ 12H2β + 4Ḣ

β ln

(
6H2

T0

)
+ 3β

 , (20)

and the scalar field Klein-Gordon equation (13) becomes

φ̈ + 3Hφ̇ + V,φ (φ) = 0 , (21)

which can also be written as,

d
dt

(
φ̇2

2
+ V(φ)

)
= −3Hφ̇2 . (22)

Also, the fluid equation for dark energy sector can be written as

ρ̇de + 3H(ρde + pde) = 0 . (23)

The density parameters for matter-dominated (Ωm), radiation-dominated (Ωr) and dark energy sector (ΩΛ) can be
constrained through

Ωm + Ωr + ΩΛ = 1 , (24)

where Ωm = κ2ρm
3H2 , Ωr =

κ2ρr
3H2 , ΩΛ = κ2ρde

3H2 . From Eqs. (19)–(20), the equation of state parameter can be obtained as

ωde ≡
pde
ρde

=
φ̇2 − 2V(φ) + 12H2β ln

(
6 H2

T0

)
+ 24H2β + 8Ḣ

(
β ln(6 H2

T0
) + 3β

)
φ̇2 + 2V(φ)− 12H2β ln

(
6 H2

T0

)
− 24H2β

. (25)

To study the dynamics of the model in scalar-torsion f (T, φ) gravity, we introduce the following dimensionless
phase space variables in order to frame the autonomous dynamical system as,

x =
κφ̇√
6H

, y =
κ
√

V√
3H

, z = −4βκ2 , u = −2β ln
(

T
T0

)
κ2 , (26)

ρ =
κ
√

ρr√
3H

, λ = −
V,φ(φ)

κV(φ)
, Θ =

V(φ) , V,φφ

V,φ(φ)2 . (27)
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The density parameter for different phases of the evolution of the Universe in terms of dynamical system variable
are as follow,

Ωde = x2 + y2 + z + u , (28)

Ωr = ρ2 , (29)

Ωm = 1− x2 − y2 − z− u− ρ2 , (30)

The Friedmann Eqs. (11)–(12) and the variables in Eqs. (26)–(27) would reproduce

Ḣ
H2 =

ρ2−3(u−x2+y2+z−1)
2u+3z−2 , (31)

so that the deceleration parameter and equation of state (EoS) parameter can also be expressed in terms of dynamical
variables as,

q =
ρ2 − u + 3x2 − 3y2 + 1
−2u− 3z + 2

, (32)

ωtot =
2ρ2 + 6x2 − 6y2 + 3z
−6u− 9z + 6

, (33)

ωde = −
ρ2(2u + 3z) + 6x2 − 6y2 + 3z

3(2u + 3z− 2)
(
u + x2 + y2 + z

) . (34)

The system of autonomous equations that governs the cosmological dynamical system are

dx
dN

= −
xρ2 − 3x

(
u− x2 + y2 + z− 1

)
2u + 3z− 2

− 3x +

√
3
2

λy2 , (35)

dy
dN

=
−yρ2 + 3y

(
u− x2 + y2 + z− 1

)
2u + 3z− 2

−
√

3
2

λyx , (36)

du
dN

=
zρ2 − 3z

(
u− x2 + y2 + z− 1

)
2u + 3z− 2

, (37)

dρ

dN
= −

ρ
(

ρ2 + u + 3x2 − 3y2 + 3z− 1
)

2u + 3z− 2
, (38)

dz
dN

= 0 , (39)

dλ

dN
= −
√

6(Θ− 1)xλ2 . (40)

In order to derive the dynamical features of the autonomous system, the coupled equations x′ = 0, y′ = 0, z′ = 0,
u′ = 0 and ρ′ = 0 are to be solved. The special choice of the potential energy function, V(φ) = V0e−λφ, leads to
the value of Θ = 1. The corresponding critical points of the above system and its description are given in Table I.
The stability condition and the cosmology pertaining to the value of deceleration and EoS parameter are given in
Table II. The cosmological solution and the corresponding scale factor are also given in Table III.
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TABLE I. Critical points for the dynamical system.

C.P. xc yc uc ρc zc Exists for

A 0 0 α 0 β3
α = 1− β3,

β3 6= 0
B 0 0 γ 0 0 γ 6= 1
C 0 0 σ τ 0 τ =

√
1− σ, σ < 1

D δ 0 ε 0 0 δ 6= 0, ε = 1− δ2

E 0 η ι 0 ξ
ι = −η2 − ξ + 1,

2η2 − ξ 6= 0, λ = 0

F+
√

3
2

λ

√
3
2

λ µ 0 0 µ− 1 6= 0, λ 6= 0

F−
√

3
2

λ −
√

3
2

λ ν 0 0 ν− 1 6= 0, λ 6= 0

G 0 f e 0 0
e = 1− f2, f 6= 0,

λ = 0

H 0 i h 0 j
λ 6= 0, h = −i2 − j + 1,

−jλ 6= 0

TABLE II. Stability conditions, EoS parameter and deceleration parameter

C. P. Stability Conditions q ωtot ωde

A Stable −1 −1 −1
B Unstable 1

2 0 0
C Unstable 1 1

3
1
3

D Unstable 2 1 1
E Stable −1 −1 −1

F+
Stable for

µ < 1∧
(
−2
√

6
7

√
− 1

µ−1 ≤ λ < −
√

3
√
− 1

µ−1 ∨
√

3
√
− 1

µ−1 < λ ≤ 2
√

6
7

√
− 1

µ−1

) 1
2 0 0

F−
Stable for

ν < 1∧
(
−2
√

6
7

√
− 1

ν−1 ≤ λ < −
√

3
√
− 1

ν−1 ∨
√

3
√
− 1

ν−1 < λ ≤ 2
√

6
7

√
− 1

ν−1

) 1
2 0 0

G Stable −1 −1 −1

H
Stable for(

i < 1∧ j > 2i2
)
∨
(

i > 1∧ j > 2i2
) i2+j

2i2−j
j

2i2−j
j

(i2−1)(j−2i2)

TABLE III. Cosmological solutions of critical points

C. P. Acceleration equation Scale factor ( Power law solution) Universe phase

A Ḣ = 0 a(t) = t0ec1t de-sitter phase

B Ḣ = − 3
2 H2 a(t) = t0(

3
2 t + c2)

2
3 matter-dominated

C Ḣ = −2H2 a(t) = t0(2t + c2)
1
2 radiation-dominated

D Ḣ = −3H2 a(t) = t0(3t + c2)
1
3 stiff-matter

E Ḣ = 0 a(t) = t0ec1t de-sitter phase

F+ Ḣ = − 3
2 H2 a(t) = t0(

3
2 t + c2)

2
3 matter-dominated

F− Ḣ = − 3
2 H2 a(t) = t0(

3
2 t + c2)

2
3 matter-dominated

G Ḣ = 0 a(t) = t0ec1t de-sitter phase
H Ḣ = 0 a(t) = t0ec1t de-sitter phase
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FIG. 1. Phase portrait for the dynamical system of Model-I, (i) left panel(x = 0, y = 0, z = 1.5, λ = 0.001); (ii) middle panel
(x = 0, y = 0, λ = 0.001) (iii) right panel (ρ = 0, z = 1.5, λ = 0.001.)

In the study of dynamical system, the phase portrait is an important tool, that consists of plot of typical trajectories
in the state space. The stability of the models can be indicated through the phase portrait. Fig. 1 shows the phase
space portrait diagram for the dynamical system Eqs. (35)–(40). The left panel shows that the trajectories of critical
points A and H move towards from the fixed point, so we conclude that the point A and H are stable nodes.
Similarly, phase portrait in middle panel indicates that the trajectories of the critical points E and G move towards
the fixed point, showing the stable behaviours. The trajectories for the critical points B, C, D and F+,F− move away
from the fixed points as in the right panel. Hence, these points are unstable (saddle). Further, we have described in
details the corresponding cosmology for each critical points as below:

• Critical Point A : At this point, Ωde = 1, Ωm = 0 and Ωr = 0, i.e the Universe shows dark energy dominated
phase. The corresponding EoS parameter ωtot = −1 and deceleration parameter q = −1 confirms the accel-
erated dark energy dominated Universe. The eigenvalues of this critical point is negative real part and zero.
Coley and Aulbach [51, 52] have investigated that the dimension of the set of eigenvalues for non-hyperbolic
critical points is one equal to the number of vanishing eigenvalues. As a result, the set of eigenvalues is nor-
mally hyperbolic, and the critical point associated with it is stable but cannot be a global attractor. In our case,
the dimension of set of eigenvalue is one and only one eigenvalue vanishes. That means the dimension of a
set of eigenvalues is equal to the number of vanishing eigenvalues. This critical point is consistent with recent
observations and can explain current acceleration of the Universe. The behaviour of this critical point is a stable
node.

{−3,−3,−2, 0} .

• Critical Point B: This point exists for γ 6= 1 and the corresponding deceleration parameter q = 1
2 and EoS

parameter ωtot = 0. This behaviour of the critical point leads to the decelerating phase of the Universe. Also,
density parameters Ωde = γ, Ωr = 0 and Ωm = 1− γ. If we consider γ = 0, the Universe shows the matter-
dominated phase. The eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix for this critical point are given below. The signature
of the eigenvalues is both positive and negative that means it shows the unstable saddle behaviour.{

−3
2

,
3
2

,−1
2

, 0
}

.

• Critical Point C: At this point, the deceleration parameter and EoS parameter are obtained to be q = 1 and
ω = 1

3 , which demonstrates the decelerating phase of the Universe. The density parameters are: Ωde = σ,
Ωr = 1− σ and Ωm = 0. For the value of σ = 0, the Universe exhibits radiation-dominated phase i.e. Ωr = 1.
The eigenvalues of Jacobian matrix for this critical point are given below and since it contains both negative
and positive eigenvalues, this critical point is an unstable saddle.

{−1, 1, 2, 0} .
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• Critical Point D: The value of density parameters for this point are, Ωm = 0, Ωr = 0, and Ωde = 1. The EoS
and deceleration parameter are respectively shows the value q = 2 and ωtot = 1 and so the point behaves as
stiff matter and showing the decelerating behaviour. The eigenvalues are obtained to be positive real part and
zero. Due to presence of positive eigenvalue, this critical point is showing unstable behaviour.{

0, 1, 3,
6−
√

6δλ

2

}
.

• Critical Point E: The density parameters are Ωm = 0, Ωr = 0, and Ωde = 1, which indicates the the dark energy
sector of the Universe. The deceleration parameter value q = −1 and the EoS parameter value ωtot = −1 shows
the accelerating behaviour of the Universe at this point. The negative and zero eigenvalues demonstrates the
stable behaviour. At this point, the Universe shows the stability behaviour at the the accelerating dark energy
phase.

{−3,−3,−2, 0} .

• Critical Point F+: This critical point exists for µ 6= 1 and λ 6= 0. The decelerating behaviour has been observed
since the value of deceleration parameter q = 1

2 and the EoS parameter vanishes. The density parameters
exhibit the value, Ωm = 1− 3

λ2 − µ, Ωr = 0, and Ωde =
3

λ2 + µ. For, λ = 1 and µ = −3, the critical point shows
the matter-dominated era, else described a non-standard cold dark matter-dominated era with ωtot = 0. This
critical point is stable if it satisfies the stability condition of Table II otherwise, unstable saddle behaviour due
to the presence of both positive and negative eigenvalues.0,−1

2
,

3
4

−
√

λ2(µ− 1)
(
−7λ2(µ− 1)− 24

)
λ2(µ− 1)

− 1

 ,
3
4


√

λ2(µ− 1)
(
−7λ2(µ− 1)− 24

)
λ2(µ− 1)

− 1


 .

• Critical Point F−: Similar to the critical point F+ this critical point exists for ν 6= 1 and λ 6= 0. The value of
deceleration parameter and the Eos parameter ωtot are mentioned in Table II. The density parameters values
are, Ωm = 1 − 3

λ2 − ν, Ωr = 0, and Ωde = 3
λ2 + ν. For, λ = 1 and ν = −3, the critical point indicates

the matter-dominated period, else described a non-standard cold dark matter-dominated era with ωtot = 0.
From the stability criteria, it is clear that this critical point represents stable behaviour if it satisfies stability
condition which is mentioned in Table II. Otherwise, it exhibits unstable saddle behavior because both positive
and negative eigenvalues are present.0,−1

2
,

3
4

−
√

λ2(ν− 1)
(
−7λ2(ν− 1)− 24

)
λ2(ν− 1)

− 1

 ,
3
4


√

λ2(ν− 1)
(
−7λ2(ν− 1)− 24

)
λ2(ν− 1)

− 1


 .

The definition of dimensionless variable y as described in Eq.(26) allow us to study the different phases of the
Universe evolution. The critical points with the condition on y as if y > 0 it correspond to the positive Hubble
parameter and can explain the expanding universe. While the critical points with y < 0 correspond to the
H < 0 describe the contracting phase of the universe [53]. We denote the subscripts + or − corresponding to
the critical point F with y > 0 or y < 0.

• Critical Point G: Here, we obtained Ωm = 0, Ωr = 0 and Ωde = 1, which shows the dark energy era of
the evolution. The deceleration parameter value q = −1 confirms the accelerating behaviour whereas the
EoS parameter value ωtot = −1 shows the ΛCDM like behaviour. The stability of the critical point has been
confirmed from the eigenvalues.

{0,−3,−3,−2} .
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• Critical Point H: It describes the dark energy dominated phase as, Ωm = 0, Ωr = 0, and Ωde = 1. The acceler-
ating behaviour and the EoS parameter depend on the relation of i and j as described in Table II. For, j > 2i2,
the deceleration parameter and EoS parameter exhibit the accelerating phase of the Universe. The eigenval-
ues, as given below indicate that there is a region in the parameter space where this point are stable nodes
and attractor. Since this is a de-Sitter solution, the values of the parameter listed in Table II will experience an
accelerated expansion. The stability behaviour can be observed for j > 2i2. 3i2

2i2 − j
,− i2 − 2j

2i2 − j
,−

3
(

i2 − j
)

2i2 − j
,− 3j2(

2i2 − j
)2

 .

The critical points A, E, G, and H are the last four attractors we found when dark energy was in charge, and the
universe is accelerating. In addition, we have found that the critical points B, F+, and F− shows a matter-dominated
phase, and point C represents a radiation-dominated phase of the Universe and observed that the radiation and
matter dominated critical points show unstable behavior. In Fig. 2 we plot the behavior of the energy densities of
dark energy, dark matter and radiation, as well as the total equation of state (ωtot.) and the equation of state of dark
energy ( ωde) as functions of the redshift. Conveniently, we employ the redshift z = a0

a − 1 (with a0 = 1 as the
current scale factor) as an independent variable. As is standard, z = 0 represents the present time of the Universe.
The vertical dashed line in Fig. 2 denotes the present cosmological time [17]. In Fig. 2 we can observe that the
cosmos is initially dominated by radiation, then transitions to dark matter dominance, and eventually ends up being
dominated by dark energy. As mentioned above, the universe provides a scaling-accelerating solution, where the
dark matter and dark energy density parameters remain around 0.3 and 0.7 respectively. Also, It is observed that
the ωtot. ≈ −0.75 and ωde ≈ −1 at the current time z = 0, which is consistent with the observational constraint
from Planck data [28]. In Fig. 2 we can observe that, the Universe first dominated by the radiation era (Cyan curve),
followed by a brief phase of matter dominance (Blue curve) and finally the cosmological constant (Pink curve).
This behaviour of the density parameter indicates that the present Universe is dominated by dark energy. The EoS
parameter (Red curve) begins with radiation at 1

3 , falls to 0 during the matter-dominated period and finally rises to
−1 leads to the ΛCDM model, which is a candidate for dark energy models.

FIG. 2. The evolution of the density parameters as well as of the equation-of-state parameter, as functions of the redshift, for the
case, λ = 0.001 with the initial condition of dynamical system variables: x = 10−4, y = 10−6, u = 0.7× 10−2, ρ = 0.933254,
z = 10−4, which are representative for their definitions in Eqs. (26,27). The vertical dashed line denotes the present cosmological
time (z = 0).

B. Model II

In this case, we consider the form of G(T) as, G(T) = T + αT2, where α is a constant [54], which is a small
generalization beyond TEGR. For α = 0 the model reduces to the TEGR model. The Klein-Gordon equation in this
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case is same as in Eq.(21) and for this G(T), Eqs. (16)-(17) become

ρde =
φ̇2

2
+ V(φ)− T(1 + 3Tα) , (41)

pde =
φ̇2

2
−V(φ) + T(1 + 3Tα) + 4Ḣ(1 + 6Tα) . (42)

To create an independent dynamical system, dimensionless variables can be specified through the following:

x =
κφ̇√
6H

, y =
κ
√

V√
3H

, z = −2κ2 , u = −36H2ακ2 , (43)

ρ =
κ
√

ρr√
3H

, λ = −
V,φ(φ)

κV(φ)
, Θ =

V(φ)V,φφ

V,φ(φ)2 . (44)

The dimensionless variables defined in Eq. (43)–(44) also satisfy Eq. (24). The EoS parameter and deceleration
parameter can be expressed in the form of dimensionless variable as,

q = −1− 3x2 − 3y2 − 3z− 3u + 3 + ρ2

−2 + 2z + 4u
, (45)

ωtot = −1− 2(3x2 − 3y2 − 3z− 3u + 3 + ρ2)

3(−2 + 2z + 4u)
, (46)

ωde = −
3
(

u + x2 − y2
)
+ ρ2(2u + z)

3(2u + z− 1)
(
u + x2 + y2 + z

) . (47)

Subsequently, the corresponding dynamical system can be obtained as,

dx
dN

= −
x
(

ρ2 − 3
(

u− x2 + y2 + z− 1
))

2(2u + z− 1)
− 3x +

√
3
2

λy2 , (48)

dy
dN

= −1
2

y

ρ2 − 3
(

u− x2 + y2 + z− 1
)

2u + z− 1
+
√

6λx

 , (49)

du
dN

=

u
(

ρ2 − 3
(

u− x2 + y2 + z− 1
))

2(2u + z− 1)
, (50)

dρ

dN
= −

ρ
(

ρ2 + 5u + 3x2 − 3y2 + z− 1
)

2(2u + z− 1)
, (51)

dz
dN

= 0 , (52)

dλ

dN
= −
√

6(Θ− 1)xλ2 . (53)

Using the same approach as in Model I, the critical points of the autonomous dynamical system Eqs.(48–53) are
listed in Table IV.
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TABLE IV. Critical Points for Dynamical System.

Critical Points xc yc uc ρc zc Exists for

A 0 0 0 γ1 β2
γ1 = −

√
1− β2,

β2 < 1

B 0 0 γ2 0 γ
γ2 = 1− γ,
−1 + γ 6= 0

C 0 ξ τ 0 σ
−1 + 2ξ2 + σ 6= 0,

λ = 0
D 0 0 0 0 ε ε 6= 1

E γ3 0 0 0 α1
γ3 = −

√
1− α1,

α1 < 1

F 0 α2 γ4 0 α3
γ4 = 1− α2

2 − α3,
−1 + α3 6= 0, λ 6= 0

G 0 γ5 0 0 β1
−1 + β1 6= 0,

λ = 0

For each critical point, the stability condition and to understand the corresponding cosmology, the deceleration
and EoS parameter values are listed in Table V. In Table VI, the scale factor and the evolutionary phase of each critical
point has been listed. Further to observe the stability behaviour of the critical points the phase portrait are given in
Fig. 3.

TABLE V. Stability conditions, EoS Parameter and deceleration parameter

C. P. Stability Conditions q ωtot ωde

A
Stable for

2
5 < β2 < 1

1 1
3

1
3

B Stable −1 −1 −1
C Stable −1 −1 −1

D
Stable for
2
3 < ε < 1

1
2 0 0

E Unstable 2 1 1

F
Stable for
α3 > 2α2

2

−α2
2−2α3+2

−4(−α2
2−α3+1)−2α3+2

3(−α2
2−α3+1)

−6(−α2
2−α3+1)−3α3+3

α2
2+α3−1

(α2
2−1)(2α2

2+α3−1)

G Stable −1 −1 −1

TABLE VI. Cosmological solutions of critical points

C. P. Acceleration equation Scale factor(Power law solution) Universe phase

A Ḣ = −2H2 a(t) = t0(2t + c2)
1
2 radiation-dominated

B Ḣ = 0 a(t) = t0ec1t de-sitter phase
C Ḣ = 0 a(t) = t0ec1t de-sitter phase

D Ḣ = − 3
2 H2 a(t) = t0(

3
2 t + c2)

2
3 matter-dominated

E Ḣ = −2H2 a(t) = t0(3t + c2)
1
3 stiff-matter

F Ḣ = 0 a(t) = t0ec1t de-sitter phase
G Ḣ = 0 a(t) = t0ec1t de-sitter phase
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FIG. 3. Phase portrait for the dynamical system of Model-II (i) left panel (x = 0, y = 0, z = 0.5, λ = 0.001) ; (ii) middle panel
(y = 0, u = 0, z = 0.5, λ = 0.001) (ii) right panel (u = 0, ρ = 0, z = 0.5, λ = 0.001).

The phase portrait diagram Fig. 3 displays the critical points. Plots of these phase space trajectories are shown for
the dynamical system indicated in Eqs (48)-(53). The left panel plot shows that the phase space trajectories are mov-
ing towards from critical points B, C, and G hence these points represent stability with stable node point behaviour.
If the critical points A, D and F satisfy the stability condition given in Table IV, then phase space trajectories are
moving towards the critical points A, D, and F. Otherwise phase portrait are moving away from these critical points
middle panel, we can observe that the critical point A, D, and F are showing unstable behaviour. The right panel
phase portrait shows that the critical point E trajectories deviate from the fixed point, indicating unstable behaviour.
Additionally, we have included detailed descriptions of the associated cosmology at each critical point, below:

• Critical Point A : The density parameters for this point are Ωm = 0, Ωr = 1− β2 and Ωde = β2. The behaviour
depends on the value of the parameter β2. For β2 = 0, the critical point satisfies the radiation dominated phase.
The positive deceleration parameter shows the decelerating phase of the Universe and the EoS parameter yields
the value, ωtot =

1
3 . The eigenvalues for this critical point are given below, which can be interpreted as if the

parameter β satisfies the stability condition mentioned in Table IV, then this critical point is stable, otherwise
unstable. {

− β2(β2 + 2)
(3β2 − 2)2 ,− 2

3β2 − 2
,

4(β2 − 1)
3β2 − 2

,−5β2 − 2
3β2 − 2

}
.

• Critical Point B : Both the deceleration parameter and EoS parameter are showing the accelerating ΛCDM like
behaviour. The dark energy phase has been confirmed from the density parameters, which are Ωm = 0, Ωr = 0
and Ωde = 1. The eigenvalues are either negative or zero, hence it confirms the stability behaviour.

{−3,−3,−2, 0} .

• Critical Point C : Similar behaviour has been obtained for this point as in the critical point B, i.e. the accelerating
ΛCDM like behaviour. The nature of the eigenvalues confirms the stability.

{−3,−3,−2, 0} .

• Critical Point D : This point exists for ε 6= 1. For this condition the vanishing EoS parameter shows the matter
dominated Universe with the deceleration parameter q = 1

2 . Hence the density parameters Ωm = 1− ε and
Ωde = ε. From the eigenvalues of the critical point, we can conclude that for 2

3 < ε < 1, it shows the stability,
else the unstable behaviour. {

− 3ε2

(3ε− 2)2 ,
3(ε− 1)
3ε− 2

,−3(2ε− 1)
3ε− 2

,−3ε− 1
3ε− 2

}
.
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• Critical Point E : At this point, Ωm = 0, Ωr = 0 and Ωde = 1 with ωtot = 1 and q = 2. The behavior of
this critical point is always unstable due to the presence of positive and negative eigenvalues. At the point
when dark energy dominates the Universe, the EoS parameter reduced to a stiff fluid and there is no sign of
acceleration.

−
2

3α1 − 2
,
−2
√

6
√

1− α1λ + 3
√

6α1
√

1− α1λ + 12α1 − 12
2 (3α1 − 2)

,
3
(

2 + 2α2
1 − 5α1 −

√
7α4

1 − 28α3
1 + 37α2

1 − 20α1 + 4
)

(3α1 − 2) 2

3
(

2 + 2α2
1 − 5α1 +

√
7α4

1 − 28α3
1 + 37α2

1 − 20α1 + 4
)

(3α1 − 2)2

 .

• Critical Point F: The solution to this critical point is Ωr = 0, Ωde = 1− α2
2 and Ωm = α2

2 with the EoS and
and deceleration parameter are as in Table V. The EoS parameter satisfying this condition α3 < 1− 2α2

2. It is
interesting to note that in this case, the final value of ωtot ranges between - 1

3 to −1. For this condition, the
EoS parameter and deceleration parameters indicate accelerated phase of the Universe. For α2 = 0, the critical
point indicates a period where the Universe is dominated by dark energy era (Ωde = 1). Also, the behavior
of the EoS and deceleration parameters for α2 = 0 shows an accelerating phase of the Universe. The critical
point is stable for α3 > 2α2

2 and for this condition, all the eigenvalues are negative which confirms the stability
behaviour.

 3α2
2

2α2
2 − α3

,−
α2

2 − 2α3

2α2
2 − α3

,−
3
(

α2
2 − α3

)
2α2

2 − α3
,−

3α2
3(

2α2
2 − α3

)
2

 .

• Critical Point G: As the values of the density parameters, deceleration parameter and EoS parameter become
same as that of the critical point B and C and also the eigenvalues, therefore the behaviour of this critical point
G remains same as that of B and C.

{−3,−3,−2, 0} .

The critical points B, C, F, and G are representing the dark energy sector and showing late-time cosmic acceleration
behaviour of the Universe. These critical points show the attractor phase (stable). The critical points A and D indicate
the matter and radiation phase respectively and show unstable behaviour of the Universe. In Fig. 4, the evolution of
the energy densities as well as EoS parameter as a function of redshift has been shown. The EoS parameter (ωtot) (Red
curve) of the cosmos together with the relative energy densities of dark matter (Ωm), radiation (Ωr) and dark energy
(Ωde) are shown. The evolution shows the radiation phase (Cyan curve), followed by a brief period of domination
by the matter (Blue curve), and after that the domination of dark energy sector (Pink curve). We observe that the
Universe transit from a matter dominated phase to an acceleration era at late times. The present value of the dark
matter and dark energy density parameters remain respectively, around 0.3 and 0.7 at z = 0. Also, we have found
ωtot. ≈ −0.76 and ωde ≈ −1 at the present cosmic time. The EoS parameter approaches to −1 leading to the ΛCDM
behaviour of the model.
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FIG. 4. The evolution of the density parameters (Ωde), (Ωm) and, (Ωr) as well as of the equation-of-state parameter, as functions
of the redshift, λ = 0.001 with the initial conditions of dynamical system variables: x = 10−6, y = 10−6, u = 10−15, ρ = 0.933234,
z = 10−8. The vertical dashed line denotes the present cosmological time (z = 0).

IV. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSION

The dynamical systems technique offers a crucial approach in the toolkit of probes of background cosmology. It
offers an avenue to explore what critical points a model has associated with it, and what are the natures of each of
these points. These points can then be correlated with the evolution of the Universe as evidenced from observational
cosmology, which can be a compelling first test of any proposed model stemming from modified gravity. Moreover,
the coupling of the critical points analysis together with their stability and eventual phase portraits can provide
compounded evidence to support or reject particular models or parameter ranges within the selected models.

In this work, we explored the dynamical systems analysis of two particular models within the general class of
scalar-tensor theories coupled with the torsion scalar, as prescribed in Eq. (1). The effective Friedmann and Klein-
Gordon equations provided in Eqs. (11)–(13) describe fully the background dynamics of the system, but are beyond
analytic techniques and so we explore their dynamics using dynamical systems analysis. Models in this class of the-
ories may offer some advantages such as the scalar field and torsion scalar freedoms being associated with different
epochs of the evolution of the Universe, or with different mechanisms within the Universe.

The scalar field is ultimately described canonically with an exponential potential. On the other hand, building
on the proposals in Ref. [50], we use logarithmic and power-law models to describe the form of the torsion scalar
term beyond TEGR. These were first probed in an f (T) gravity context in Ref. [50] where they were found to have
some advantageous properties which were correlated with the evolution of the Universe. Adding a scalar field may
produce more realistic cosmology since scalar fields have been suggested to be responsible for a variety of different
mechanisms in the Universe such as inflation and late-time accelerated expansion. In our analysis, we find that the
logarithmic model developed in Sec. III A produces a rich cosmology as shown through the critical points in Table I
which are then further studies for the nature of their critical points in Table II. To show these properties in fuller
details, we also include phase portraits in Fig. 1 where the behaviour at those points is more clearly represented. The
behaviour of the scale factor at each critical point is shown in Table III. If we compare the analysis made in Ref. [50]
for the logarithmic model, we can describe that, there are eight more critical points. The study made in Ref.[50],
successfully explain the de-sitter solution through the dynamical system analysis of logarithmic model and conclude
that this study will not explain radiation and matter dominated era of the universe evolution. The cosmology based
on this study of logarithmic model along with the addition of scalar field successfully explain de-sitter solution in
the matter and radiation dominated phases of the evolution of the Universe. In this study, we have added the scalar
field to explain both the radiation and matter dominated era. We close the discussion with the figure that describes
the evolutionary behaviour of various density parameters and EoS parameters.

In our second model, explore in Sec. III B, we take a square torsion scalar extension to the TEGR term. This would
represent many other extensions as a leading order term in most circumstances such as background cosmology.
Again, here we define suitable dynamical variables and provide the autonomous dynamical system in Eqs. (48)–
(53). This leads to the critical points presented in Table IV together with their properties as described in Table V.
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Similarly, we describe the behaviour of each the scale factor at each critical point in Table VI. Finally, the phase
portraits of Fig. 3 are shown where the nature of each critical point is shown more fully through the evolutionary
contours. Finally, we close with a diagram showing the evolution of each density parameter in Fig. 4.

This work shows the promise of these two models which should be further explored more deeply in the cosmo-
logical context through observational constraint analysis, or through perturbation theory which may reveal more
information about these models such as their links to the large scale structure of the Universe and the cosmic mi-
crowave background radiation power spectrum. It may also be interesting to study these models in different contexts
such as in astrophysics either in the weak or string fields.
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[17] S. Bahamonde, C. G. Böhmer, S. Carloni, E. J. Copeland, W. Fang, and N. Tamanini, “Dynamical systems applied to
cosmology: dark energy and modified gravity,” Phys. Rept. 775-777 (2018) 1–122, arXiv:1712.03107 [gr-qc].

[18] S. Basilakos, S. Nesseris, F. K. Anagnostopoulos, and E. N. Saridakis, “Updated constraints on f (T) models using direct and
indirect measurements of the Hubble parameter,” JCAP 08 (2018) 008, arXiv:1803.09278 [astro-ph.CO].

[19] P. Wu and H. W. Yu, “The dynamical behavior of f (T) theory,” Phys. Lett. B 692 (2010) 176–179, arXiv:1007.2348
[astro-ph.CO].

[20] J. B. Dent, S. Dutta, and E. N. Saridakis, “f(T) gravity mimicking dynamical dark energy. Background and perturbation
analysis,” JCAP 01 (2011) 009, arXiv:1010.2215 [astro-ph.CO].

[21] G. Farrugia and J. Levi Said, “Stability of the flat FLRW metric in f (T) gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) no. 12, 124054,
arXiv:1701.00134 [gr-qc].

[22] Y.-F. Cai, M. Khurshudyan, and E. N. Saridakis, “Model-independent reconstruction of f (T) gravity from Gaussian
Processes,” Astrophys. J. 888 (2020) 62, arXiv:1907.10813 [astro-ph.CO].

[23] R. Briffa, S. Capozziello, J. Levi Said, J. Mifsud, and E. N. Saridakis, “Constraining teleparallel gravity through Gaussian
processes,” Class. Quant. Grav. 38 (2020) no. 5, 055007, arXiv:2009.14582 [gr-qc].

[24] J. Levi Said, J. Mifsud, J. Sultana, and K. Z. Adami, “Reconstructing teleparallel gravity with cosmic structure growth and
expansion rate data,” JCAP 06 (2021) 015, arXiv:2103.05021 [astro-ph.CO].

[25] L. K. Duchaniya, S. V. Lohakare, B. Mishra, and S. K. Tripathy, “Dynamical stability analysis of accelerating f(T) gravity
models,” Eur. Phys. J. C 82 (2022) no. 5, 448, arXiv:2202.08150 [gr-qc].

[26] WMAP Collaboration, D. N. Spergel et al., “First year Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) observations:
Determination of cosmological parameters,” Astrophys. J. Suppl. 148 (2003) 175–194, arXiv:astro-ph/0302209.

[27] Planck Collaboration, P. A. R. Ade et al., “Planck 2015 results. XIV. Dark energy and modified gravity,” Astron. Astrophys.
594 (2016) A14, arXiv:1502.01590 [astro-ph.CO].

[28] Planck Collaboration, N. Aghanim et al., “Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological parameters,” Astron. Astrophys. 641 (2020)
A6, arXiv:1807.06209 [astro-ph.CO]. [Erratum: Astron.Astrophys. 652, C4 (2021)].

[29] P. J. E. Peebles and B. Ratra, “The Cosmological Constant and Dark Energy,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 75 (2003) 559–606,
arXiv:astro-ph/0207347.

[30] E. J. Copeland, M. Sami, and S. Tsujikawa, “Dynamics of dark energy,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 15 (2006) 1753–1936,
arXiv:hep-th/0603057.

[31] B. A. Bassett, S. Tsujikawa, and D. Wands, “Inflation dynamics and reheating,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 78 (2006) 537–589,
arXiv:astro-ph/0507632.

[32] Y.-F. Cai, E. N. Saridakis, M. R. Setare, and J.-Q. Xia, “Quintom Cosmology: Theoretical implications and observations,”
Phys. Rept. 493 (2010) 1–60, arXiv:0909.2776 [hep-th].

[33] C. Wetterich, “Cosmology and the Fate of Dilatation Symmetry,” Nucl. Phys. B 302 (1988) 668–696, arXiv:1711.03844
[hep-th].

[34] S. Tsujikawa, “Quintessence: A Review,” Class. Quant. Grav. 30 (2013) 214003, arXiv:1304.1961 [gr-qc].
[35] T. Chiba, T. Okabe, and M. Yamaguchi, “Kinetically driven quintessence,” Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 023511,

arXiv:astro-ph/9912463.
[36] C. Armendariz-Picon, V. F. Mukhanov, and P. J. Steinhardt, “Essentials of k essence,” Phys. Rev. D 63 (2001) 103510,

arXiv:astro-ph/0006373.
[37] A. Nicolis, R. Rattazzi, and E. Trincherini, “The Galileon as a local modification of gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 064036,

arXiv:0811.2197 [hep-th].
[38] T. Baker, E. Bellini, P. G. Ferreira, M. Lagos, J. Noller, and I. Sawicki, “Strong constraints on cosmological gravity from

GW170817 and GRB 170817A,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (2017) no. 25, 251301, arXiv:1710.06394 [astro-ph.CO].
[39] J. Sakstein and B. Jain, “Implications of the Neutron Star Merger GW170817 for Cosmological Scalar-Tensor Theories,” Phys.

Rev. Lett. 119 (2017) no. 25, 251303, arXiv:1710.05893 [astro-ph.CO].
[40] C.-Q. Geng, C.-C. Lee, E. N. Saridakis, and Y.-P. Wu, ““Teleparallel” dark energy,” Phys. Lett. B 704 (2011) 384–387,

arXiv:1109.1092 [hep-th].
[41] C.-Q. Geng, C.-C. Lee, and E. N. Saridakis, “Observational Constraints on Teleparallel Dark Energy,” JCAP 01 (2012) 002,

arXiv:1110.0913 [astro-ph.CO].
[42] G. Otalora, “Cosmological dynamics of tachyonic teleparallel dark energy,” Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 063505,

arXiv:1305.5896 [gr-qc].
[43] G. Otalora, “Scaling attractors in interacting teleparallel dark energy,” JCAP 07 (2013) 044, arXiv:1305.0474 [gr-qc].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.103526
http://arxiv.org/abs/1311.2173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6028-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.09677
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2018.09.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.03107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/08/008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.09278
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2010.07.038
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.2348
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.2348
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2011/01/009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1010.2215
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.124054
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.00134
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab5a7f
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.10813
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/abd4f5
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.14582
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/06/015
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.05021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10406-w
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.08150
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/377226
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0302209
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201525814
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201525814
http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.01590
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.75.559
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0207347
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S021827180600942X
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0603057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.78.537
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0507632
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2010.04.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.2776
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(88)90193-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.03844
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.03844
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/30/21/214003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.1961
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.62.023511
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9912463
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.63.103510
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0006373
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.064036
http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.2197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.251301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.06394
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.251303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.251303
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.05893
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.09.082
http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.1092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/01/002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.0913
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.063505
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.5896
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/07/044
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.0474


17

[44] C. Xu, E. N. Saridakis, and G. Leon, “Phase-Space analysis of Teleparallel Dark Energy,” JCAP 07 (2012) 005,
arXiv:1202.3781 [gr-qc].

[45] M. Hohmann, L. Järv, and U. Ualikhanova, “Covariant formulation of scalar-torsion gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018) no. 10,
104011, arXiv:1801.05786 [gr-qc].

[46] M. Gonzalez-Espinoza and G. Otalora, “Generating primordial fluctuations from modified teleparallel gravity with local
lorentz-symmetry breaking,” Physics Letters B 809 (2020) 135696, arXiv:2005.03753 [gr-qc].

[47] M. Gonzalez-Espinoza and G. Otalora, “Cosmological dynamics of dark energy in scalar-torsion f (T, φ) gravity,” Eur. Phys.
J. C 81 (2021) no. 5, 480, arXiv:2011.08377 [gr-qc].

[48] M. Gonzalez-Espinoza, G. Otalora, and J. Saavedra, “Stability of scalar perturbations in scalar-torsion f(T,φ) gravity theories
in the presence of a matter fluid,” JCAP 10 (2021) 007, arXiv:2101.09123 [gr-qc].

[49] S. A. Kadam, B. Mishra, and J. Said Levi, “Teleparallel scalar-tensor gravity through cosmological dynamical systems,” Eur.
Phys. J. C 82 (2022) no. 8, 680, arXiv:2205.04231 [gr-qc].

[50] Y. Zhang, H. Li, Y. Gong, and Z.-H. Zhu, “Notes on f(T) theories,” J. Cosmology Astropart. Phys. 2011 (2011) no. 7, 015,
arXiv:1103.0719 [astro-ph.CO].

[51] A. A. Coley, “Dynamical systems in cosmology,” in Spanish Relativity Meeting (ERE 99). 9, 1999. arXiv:gr-qc/9910074.
[52] B. Aulbach, “Continuous and discrete dynamics near manifolds of equilibria,” Lecture notes in mathematics 1058 (1984) .
[53] J. Dutta, W. Khyllep, E. N. Saridakis, N. Tamanini, and S. Vagnozzi, “Cosmological dynamics of mimetic gravity,” Journal of

Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics 2018 (2018) no. 02, 041, arXiv:1711.07290.
[54] H. G. M. Fortes and J. C. N. de Araujo, “Solving Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equations in f (T) gravity: a novel

approach,” arXiv:2105.04473 [gr-qc].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/07/005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.3781
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.104011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.104011
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.05786
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135696
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.03753
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09270-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09270-x
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.08377
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/10/007
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.09123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10648-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10648-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.04231
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2011/07/015
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.0719
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9910074
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1711.07290
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1711.07290
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.07290
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.04473

	Dynamical systems analysis in  gravity
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Field Equations of the scalar-torsion  gravity
	III Dynamical System Analysis of the Models
	A Model I
	B Model II

	IV Discussions and Conclusion
	 Acknowledgements
	 References
	 References


