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We study the dynamics of the field equations in a five-dimensional spatially flat Friedmann-
Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker metric in the context of a Gauss-Bonnet-Scalar field theory where the
quintessence scalar field is coupled to the Gauss-Bonnet scalar. Contrary to the four-dimensional
Gauss-Bonnet theory, where the Gauss-Bonnet term does not contribute to the field equations, in
this five-dimensional Einstein-Scalar-Gauss-Bonnet model, the Gauss-Bonnet term contributes to
the field equations even when the coupling function is a constant. Additionally, we consider a more
general coupling described by a power-law function. For the scalar field potential, we consider the
exponential function. For each choice of the coupling function, we define a set of dimensionless
variables and write the field equations into a system of ordinary differential equations. We perform
a detailed analysis of the dynamics for both systems and classify the stability of the equilibrium
points. We determine the presence of scaling and super-collapsing solutions using the cosmological
deceleration parameter. This means that our models can explain the Universe’s early and late-time
acceleration phases. Consequently, this model can be used to study inflation or as a dark energy
candidate.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Universe has been observed to be undergoing accelerated expansion in recent cosmological history. The simplest
explanation for this is the cosmological constant. However, the issue and the possibility of a dynamic nature have led
to two main approaches to its description. The first approach maintains general relativity and introduces the concept
of dark energy, which can account for all forms of new, exotic sectors that can be sources of acceleration [1, 2]. The
second step is to attribute the new degrees of freedom to modifications of the gravitational interaction [3–5], namely
to extended theories with general relativity as a limit but generally have a richer structure. Additionally, there is
evidence that most of the Universe’s matter content is in Cold Dark Matter (CDM) [6–8]. Although most cosmologists
believe that dark matter should correspond to some particle beyond the Standard Model, the fact that it has not
been directly detected in the accelerators led to the investigation of many models in which dark matter can have,
partially or entirely, gravitational origin [9–12]. Modified theories of gravity may arise by extending the Einstein-
Hilbert action in a suitable way, such as in F (R) [13] and F (G) [14, 15] gravity, in Lovelock construction [16–19],
in Horndeski gravity [20], in generalized galileon theories [21, 22], etc. Nevertheless, one can construct gravitational
modifications starting from the equivalent torsional formulation of gravity [23, 24] and build theories such as F (T )
gravity [25–27], F (T, TG) gravity [28], F (T,B) gravity [29], etc. In this framework, one can also introduce scalar fields,
i.e. constructing scalar-torsion theories [30], allowing for non-minimal [30–35] or derivative [36] couplings with torsion
or more general constructions [37–45], then can even be the teleparallel version of Horndeski theories [46–49], or allow
for a non-minimal scalar-torsion coupling and with boundary term and fermion-torsion coupling. Recently, in [50–52]
performed a detailed study of the teleparallel dark energy in the light of Noether point symmetries. In [53, 54], the
onset of cosmic acceleration from a matter-dominated era ending to a de Sitter phase was studied in the framework of
coupled quintessence-torsion model in teleparallel gravity. Late-time acceleration driven by shift-symmetric Galileon
in the presence of torsion was investigated in [55]. Moreover, scalar fields or modified gravity models can be used at
galactic scales for the dark matter explanation [56, 57].

While four-dimensional spacetime accurately describes the universe, studying theories in higher dimensions is ben-
eficial for several reasons. Spacetime becomes more mathematically tractable when using theories with more than
four dimensions (N > 4), making calculations easier. The field equations for apparent vacuum in five dimensions can
be shown to yield Einstein’s field equations in 4D with matter because what is commonly referred to as matter can
be seen as the result of the embedding in a five-dimensional flat manifold [58, 59].

Five-dimensional field theory directly extends the four-dimensional spacetime in Einstein’s General Relativity. It is
considered the minimum dimension in higher-dimensional theories, including ten-dimensional supersymmetry, eleven-
dimensional supergravity, and string theory [59]. Other theories in five dimensions include Induced-matter theory, a
specific case of Kaluza-Klein theory [60, 61], and Membrane theory [62, 63], where authors explore a 3-brane in a five-
dimensional manifold. Black holes have also been studied in the context of a five-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet
cosmology [64].

The natural generalization of General Relativity in higher-dimensional spaces is Lovelock’s theory of gravity [16–
19]. Lovelock’s gravity is a second-order theory that reduces to General Relativity in the case of four-dimensional
spacetime.

The Gauss-Bonnet theory is part of Lovelock’s gravity, where the Gauss-Bonnet scalar modifies the Einstein-Hilbert
Action. The Gauss-Bonnet scalar is a topological invariant in four dimensions, making the theory equivalent to General
Relativity [65]. However, the four-dimensional Einstein-scalar-Gauss-Bonnet gravity has been previously introduced
[66–72], where the scalar field interacts with the Gauss-Bonnet scalar through a non-constant function. In this theory,
the mass of the scalar field depends on the topological invariant of the Gauss-Bonnet scalar [73–76]. As a result, there
is a non-zero contribution of the Gauss-Bonnet scalar in the gravitational theory.

For it to contribute significantly to the four-dimensional model, in [77, 78], the authors considered various coupling
functions between the Gauss-Bonnet scalar and the scalar field. It was found that in four dimensions, stationary
points describe zero acceleration and de Sitter solutions.

In the present work, we extend the previous studies to a five-dimensional geometry, where the Gauss-Bonnet scalar
contributes to the field equations even if the coupling function is set to be constant. This work considers a constant
and linear coupling function between the Gauss-Bonnet scalar and a quintessence scalar field with its exponential
potential.

Dynamical system methods have been widely used in cosmology to obtain relevant information from systems of
ordinary differential equations that describe the early and late-time evolution of the models [79–82]. In particular,
as mentioned before, in references [77, 78], the authors studied the asymptotic behaviour and dynamics of four-
dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet cosmologies with and without matter with different coupling between the Gauss-
Bonnet invariant and the scalar field.

In cosmology, the deceleration parameter, denoted as q, indicates whether a stationary point represents an acceler-
ated solution. When combined with the knowledge that a stationary point could act as a model’s early or late-time



3

attractor, we can determine the potential evolution of the cosmological model from early to late times. A value q > 0
indicates an eventual collapsing universe, while a value q < 0 signifies an accelerated universe. Specifically, when
q = −1, it represents a de Sitter solution. Our five-dimensional model can exhibit both of these behaviours and in

addition, it can have stationary points that represent scaling solutions, where q = −1 + 3λ2

4 .
This study is self-contained and organized as follows: In section II, we briefly review the primary tools used to

analyze the dynamical systems that appear throughout this work.
In section III, we present the Action Integral for the five-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet model and derive the corre-

sponding field equations. In section IIIA we select the coupling function f to be constant since, in this model, the
Gauss-Bonnet term is not a total derivative, and it alone contributes to the field equations. The dynamical system
analysis for the model with constant coupling function is performed in section IIIA 1. We also perform numerical
integration of the two-dimensional dynamical system and present a possible late-time evolution for the model and the
behaviour of the deceleration parameter. Additionally, section IIIA 2 presents an alternative dynamical systems for-
mulation for this constant coupling function model with illustrative topological properties. On the other hand, section
III B considers a more general coupling function; that is, f is a linear function. The dynamical system analysis for
this choice of coupling function is performed in section III B 1. A projection in two dimensions is presented in section
III B 2, where we perform an approximated numerical analysis of the stability of the projected stationary points. At
the end of this section, one possible late-time evolution of the model is presented using numerical integration and the
deceleration parameter. Finally, in section IV, we present the conclusions of our work.

II. DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS TECHNIQUES

In this section, we briefly review the standard dynamical system tools that will be used throughout this work.
Consider a system of nonlinear ordinary differential equations given by

ẋ = f(x), (1)

where x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn) and ẋ = dx
dt =

(
dx1

dt ,
dx2

dt , . . .
dxn

dt

)
. We consider f = (f1, f2, . . . , fn) to be of class C1(E)

and E is an open subset of Rn. We observe that system (1) is autonomous in the sense that there is no explicit
dependence on time as opposed to systems like ẋ = g(x, t). Now we present the following definitions

Definition 1. An equilibrium point of system (1) is any point x∗ ∈ Rn such that f(x∗) = 0.

Definition 2. The linearization matrix of system (1) also called Jacobian matrix is

J = Df =



∂f1
∂x1

∂f1
∂x2

· · · ∂f1
∂xn

∂f2
∂x1

∂f2
∂x2

· · · ∂f2
∂xn

...
...

. . .
...

∂fn
∂x1

∂fn
∂x2

· · · ∂fn
∂xn

 (2)

Definition 3. An equilibrium point x∗ is called hyperbolic if none of the eigenvalues of J(x∗) have zero real part.
It is called non-hyperbolic if J(x∗) has eigenvalues with zero real part.

Definition 4. A hyperbolic equilibrium point x∗ of system (1) is called

1. an attractor (stable) if all the eigenvalues of J(x∗) have negative real part,

2. a source (unstable) if all the eigenvalues of J(x∗) have positive real part,

3. a saddle (unstable) if J(x∗) has at least one eigenvalue with a positive real part and at least one with a negative
real part.

Definition 5. A set of non-isolated equilibrium points is normally hyperbolic if the only eigenvalues with zero
real part are those whose corresponding eigenvectors are tangent to the set. The sign of the real part of the remaining
nonzero eigenvalues determines the stability of the set (or family).

Definitions 1-4 are taken from [83] and definition 5 is from [84]. The following result establishes the main tool that
will be used to study the dynamical systems in this work.
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Theorem 1 (Hartman-Grobman). [84] The qualitative structure of the nonlinear system (1) near a hyperbolic equi-
librium point x∗ is locally topologically equivalent to that of the linearized system

ẋ = Ax (3)

where A is the n by n matrix J(x∗).

In what follows, we formulate dynamical systems equivalent to (1) that originate from cosmological Gauss-Bonnet
models with different coupling functions. Then, we perform a detailed analysis following the results mentioned in this
section.

III. HIGHER-DIMENSIONS EINSTEIN-SCALAR-GAUSS-BONNET FIELD COSMOLOGY

We introduce the five-dimensional spatially flat FLRW metric tensor gµν and line element

ds2 = −N (t)
2
dt2 + a2 (t)

(
dr2 + r2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)
+ dw2

)
. (4)

The gravitational Action Integral for the Einstein-Scalar-Gauss-Bonnet theory of gravity defined as

S =

∫
d5x

√
−g

(
R

2
− 2

2
gµνϕ

;µϕ;ν − V (ϕ)− f (ϕ)G

)
(5)

where R is the Ricci scalar of the metric tensor gµν , ϕ is the scalar field, V (ϕ) the scalar field potential and G is the
Gauss-Bonnet term is expressed as

G = R2 − 4RµνR
µν +RµνκλR

µνκλ. (6)

Function f (ϕ) is the coupling function between the scalar field and the Gauss-Bonnet term.
For the line element (4) the Ricci scalar and the Gauss-Bonnet terms take the form

R = 8
ä

aN2
− 8

ȧṄ

aN3
+

12

N2

(
ȧ

a

)2

, (7)

and

G =
24

N2

(
ȧ

a

)2
(
4

(
ä

aN2
− ȧṄ

aN3

)
+

1

N2

(
ȧ

a

)2
)
, (8)

or equivalently

R = 4
(
2Ḣ + 5H2

)
and G = 24H2

(
4Ḣ + 5H2

)
(9)

when expressed in terms of the Hubble function

H =
1

N

ȧ

a
. (10)

Now let S = SSF + SRG + SGB , where

SSF = −
∫

d5x
√
−g

(
1

2
gµνϕ

;µϕ;ν + V (ϕ)

)
,

SRG =
1

2

∫
d5x

√
−gR,

SGB = −
∫

d5x
√
−gf (ϕ)G,

respectively. The first term can be transformed using the minisuperspace description, as usual into

SSF =

∫
dt

(
1

2

a4

N
ϕ̇2 −Na4V (ϕ)

)
. (11)
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Now, by inserting (7) into the expression for SRG we obtain, after integrating by parts the term containing ä, the
following:

SRG =

∫
dt

(
−6

a2

N
ȧ2
)
. (12)

Analogously, by integration by parts the Gauss-Bonnet term takes the form

SGB =

∫
dt

(
8
ȧ3

N3

(
f(ϕ) + 4aϕ̇

df

dϕ

))
. (13)

The point-like Lagrangian is then

L(a, ȧ, ϕ, ϕ̇) =
1

2

a4

N
ϕ̇2 −Na4V (ϕ)− 6

a2

N
ȧ2 + 8

ȧ3

N3

(
f(ϕ) + 4aϕ̇

df

dϕ

)
. (14)

The last terms GB5D = 8ȧ3
(
f(ϕ) + 4aϕ̇ df

dϕ

)
are the nontrivial ones due to the coupling between the Gauss-Bonnet

term and ϕ that remains after integration by parts.
The gravitational field equations follow from the variation of the latter Lagrangian with respect to the dynamical

variables a, ϕ,N , while the constraint equation is the Hamiltonian function. After the variation, the lapse function N
is set to 1, resulting in the field equations are

96HḢϕ̇f ′(ϕ) + 144H3ϕ̇f ′(ϕ) + 12H2
(
4ϕ′2f ′′(ϕ) + 4ϕ̈f ′(ϕ) + 4f(ϕ)Ḣ − 1

)
+ 48H4f(ϕ)− 6Ḣ + 2V (ϕ)− ϕ̇2 = 0,

(15)

96H2Ḣf ′(ϕ) + 120H4f ′(ϕ) + 4Hϕ̇+ V ′(ϕ) + ϕ̈ = 0, (16)

together with the Friedmann equation

192H3ϕ̇f ′(ϕ) + 48H4f(ϕ)− 12H2 + 2V (ϕ) + ϕ̇2 = 0. (17)

We end this section by stating that we consider V (ϕ) to be the exponential potential V (ϕ) = ϕ0e
λϕ.

A. Constant coupling function: f(ϕ) = −α

In [77, 78], the authors studied a four-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet model where the coupling term between the
Gauss-Bonnet invariant and the scalar field that remains after integration by parts was

GB4D = 8ȧ3ϕ̇
df

dϕ
. (18)

In this case, the coupling function f(ϕ) is necessary to contribute the Gauss-Bonnet term to the field equations. In
the five-dimensional case, we have the following expression for the coupling term

GB5D = 8ȧ3
(
f(ϕ) + 4aϕ̇

df

dϕ

)
. (19)

In (19) we can set f(ϕ) = −α where α is some positive constant and the contribution of the Gauss-Bonnet after
integrating by parts is nonzero.

For this choice of f, the field equations (15)-(16) now read

12H2
(
4αϕḢ + 4αϕ̈+ 1

)
+ 96αHḢϕ̇+ 6Ḣ + 144αH3ϕ̇+ 48αH4ϕ− 2V (ϕ) + ϕ̇2 = 0, (20)

96αH2Ḣ + 120αH4 − 4Hϕ̇− V ′(ϕ)− ϕ̈ = 0 (21)

and the Friedmann equation (17) reads

24H4f(ϕ) + 6H2 = V (ϕ) +
1

2
ϕ̇2. (22)

We also define the deceleration parameter as

q = −1− Ḣ

H2
= −1 +

48αH4 + 12H2 − 2V (ϕ) + ϕ̇2

H2 (48αH2 + 6)
. (23)
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1. Dynamical system analysis for constant coupling function

Following [85, 86] we now introduce the following dimensionless variables

x1 =
2
√
3H

√
χ

, x2 =
4
√
3
√
αH2

√
χ

, x3 =

√
2
√

V (ϕ)
√
χ

and x4 =
ϕ̇
√
χ
, (24)

where the normalisation is done with

χ = V (ϕ) +
1

2
ϕ̇2, (25)

with inverse transformation given by

H =
x1

√
χ

2
√
3
, α =

3x2
2

x4
1χ

, V (ϕ) =
1

2
x2
3χ, ϕ̇ = x4

√
χ (26)

By replacing this new set of variables in equation (22), we obtain the following constraints

x2
1 + x2

2 = x2
3 + x2

4 = 1, (27)

which are the equations for a pair of unit circumferences. Defining a new time derivative f ′ = 1√
χ

df
dt , we obtain the

following system

x′
1 =

x2
1

(
x2
4

(
2x2

1 + 4x2
2 − 1

)
− x2

1 − x2
2 + x2

3

)
√
3 (x2

1 + 2x2
2)

, (28)

x′
2 =

2x1x2

(
x2
4

(
x2
1 + 2x2

2 − 1
)
− x2

1 − x2
2 + x2

3

)
√
3 (x2

1 + 2x2
2)

(29)

x′
3 =

1

6
x3x4

(
3λ+ 4

√
3x1x4

)
, (30)

x′
4 =

2x1x4

(
x2
4 − 1

)
√
3

. (31)

Defined in the compact space {(x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ R4 : −1 ≤ xi ≤ 1 for i = 1, 4 and 0 ≤ xj ≤ 1 for j = 2, 3}.
We also have that equation (23) now reads

q =
x2
1 − 2x2

3 + 2x2
4

x2
1 + 2x2

2

. (32)

From the definition of the dimensionless variables (24), we see that x2 and x3 are both positive. We can solve the
constraints (27) and take the following positive roots

x2 =
√
1− x2

1, x3 =
√
1− x2

4. (33)

With this, we can then reduce system (28)-(31) to the following two dimensional system for x1 and x4

x′
1 =

2x2
1

(
x2
1 − 1

)
x2
4√

3 (x2
1 − 2)

, (34)

x′
4 =

1

6

(
x2
4 − 1

) (
3λ+ 4

√
3x1x4

)
. (35)

Defined in the compact space {(x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ R4 : −1 ≤ xi ≤ 1 for i = 1, 4}. The deceleration parameter (32)
now takes the following form

q = −1− 4x2
4

x2
1 − 2

. (36)

Note that in both the first equation of system (34)-(35) and in equation(36), the value x1 =
√
2 is a singularity

value. In what follows, we calculate the equilibrium points of system (34)-(35), then compute the Jacobian matrix
of the system and evaluate it in each of the previously mentioned equilibrium points. We will classify each point
according to the signs of the real part of their respective eigenvalues. The points (and their stability) are
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1. P1 = (1, 1), with eigenvalues
{
− 4√

3
, λ+ 4√

3

}
. This point is an attractor for λ < − 4√

3
, a saddle for λ > − 4√

3

and non-hyperbolic for λ = − 4√
3
. We also have q(P1) = 3 which describes a super-collapse solution.

2. P2 = (1,−1), with eigenvalues
{
− 4√

3
, 4√

3
− λ

}
. This point is an attractor for λ > 4√

3
, a saddle for λ < 4√

3
and

non hyperbolic for λ = 4√
3
. As before, q(P2) = 3 and we also have a super-collapse scenario.

3. P3 = (−1, 1), with eigenvalues
{

4√
3
, λ− 4√

3

}
. This point is a source for λ > 4√

3
, a saddle for λ < 4√

3
and

non-hyperbolic for λ = 4√
3
. As the previous two points, q(P3) = 3.

4. P4 = (−1,−1), with eigenvalues
{

4√
3
,−λ− 4√

3

}
. This point is a source for λ < − 4√

3
, a saddle for λ > − 4√

3

and non-hyperbolic for λ = − 4√
3
. Once again q(P4) = 3.

5. P5 = (1,−
√
3λ
4 ), with eigenvalues

{
− 1

4

√
3λ2, 3λ2−16

8
√
3

}
. This point exists for − 4√

3
≤ λ ≤ 4√

3
and is an attractor

for − 4√
3
< λ < 0 or 0 < λ < 4√

3
, a saddle for λ < − 4√

3
or λ > 4√

3
and non-hyperbolic for λ = 0 or λ = ± 4√

3
.

In this case we have q(P5) = −1 + 3λ2

4 , which is a scaling solution. This means that the solution describes

acceleration in the interval − 2√
3
< λ < 2√

3
and particularly it is a de Sitter solution for λ = 0.

6. P6 = (−1,
√
3λ
4 ), with eigenvalues

{√
3λ2

4 , 16−3λ2

8
√
3

}
. This point exists for − 4√

3
≤ λ ≤ 4√

3
and is a source for

− 4√
3
< λ < 0 or 0 < λ < 4√

3
, a saddle for λ < − 4√

3
or λ > 4√

3
and non-hyperbolic for λ = 0 or λ = ± 4√

3
. In

this case we have q(P6) = −1+ 3λ2

4 which is a scaling solution with the same interpretation as the previous one.

7. M1 = (0, 1), with eigenvalues {λ, 0}. This point is globally a saddle. However, along a 1-dimensional manifold
(a line) is stable for λ < 0 and is unstable along the same manifold for λ > 0. We verify that q(M1) = 1,
describing a decelerated solution.

8. M2 = (0,−1), with eigenvalues {−λ, 0}. This point is globally a saddle. However, along a 1-dimensional
manifold (a line) is unstable for λ < 0 and is stable along the same manifold for λ > 0. Once again we see that
q(M2) = 1.

We observe that in the previous analysis, the values λ = 0,± 4√
3
are bifurcation values for the stability of the system.

In figure 1, we present the flow of the system for different values of the parameter λ. The results of this section are
summarised in table I. In figure 2 we present some numerical solutions for system (34)-(35) for λ = ±1 and initial
conditions near the point P2 with a displacement of ξ = 10−3. In both cases, P2 is a saddle point, which means that
the system initially near P2 will converge into the nearest attractor, in this case, P5 with coordinates x1 = 1 and
x4 = −

√
3/4. Also, the deceleration parameter is depicted as a green line in the plots. For both values of λ, we see

that after an initially decelerated stage, the solution accelerates into the scaling solution for q(P5) → −1/4. However,
for λ = −1, we see that there is an intermediate accelerated behaviour after the initial super-collapsing stage and
before the scaling solution regime since q reaches the de Sitter value −1. Finally, we can write the findings of this
section in the following way

Theorem 2. The late-time attractors for the five-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet model with constant coupling function
are

1. The super-collapse solution P1 = (1, 1) for λ < − 4√
3
.

2. The super-collapse solution P2 = (1,−1) for λ > 4√
3
.

3. The scaling solution P5 = (1,−
√
3λ
4 ) for − 4√

3
< λ < 0 or 0 < λ < 4√

3
.

To avoid super-collapse late-time attractors we can restrict the parameter λ in the range − 4√
3
< λ < 0 or 0 < λ <

4√
3
. Hence, according to the third statement in Theorem 2, we have the following

Corollary 1. The late-time attractor for the five-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet model with constant coupling function

in the range − 4√
3
< λ < 0 or 0 < λ < 4√

3
is the scaling solution P5 = (1,−

√
3λ
4 ).
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Additionally, in section IIIA 2, we present a different formulation of the dynamical system for constant coupling
function using polar coordinates since the constraints on the dimensionless variables describe two circumferences.
The reader is encouraged to read the section to see an illustrative topological example of how to display the flow of a
two-dimensional dynamical system on the surface of a torus.

P1M1P3

P2M2P4

P6

P5

-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

x1

x4

λ=1

P1M1P3

P2M2P4

P6

P5

-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

x1

x4

λ=-1

P1M1

M2P4

P6

P5

P2

P3

-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

x1

x4

λ=2

M1

M2

P6

P5

P4 P2

P3 P1

-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

x1

x4

λ=-2

M1

M2P4 P2

P3 P1

-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

x1

x4

λ=3

M1

M2P4 P2

P3 P1

-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

x1

x4

λ=-3

FIG. 1: Phase-space plots for system (34)-(35) for the values λ = 1,±2,±3. The black dotted line is the manifold for points
M1,2. The red dotted lines correspond to the vertical line x= ±

√
2. These lines are the singularities previously mentioned in

which the direction of the flow changes.

Label (x1, x4) (x2, x3) Attractor? Acceleration? Interpretation
P1 (1, 1) (0, 0) Yes* No, q = 3 Super-collapse
P2 (1,−1) (0, 0) Yes* No, q = 3 Super-collapse
P3 (−1, 1) (0, 0) No No, q = 3 Super-collapse
P4 (−1,−1) (0, 0) No No, q = 3 Super-collapse

P5 (1,−
√
3λ
4

)

(
0,
√

1− 3λ2

16

)
Yes Yes, q = −1 + 3λ2

4
Scaling solution

P6 (−1,
√
3λ
4

)

(
0,
√

1− 3λ2

16

)
No Yes, q = −1 + 3λ2

4
Scaling solution

M1 (0, 1) (1, 0) No No, q = 1 decelerated
M2 (0,−1) (1, 0) No No, q = 1 decelerated

TABLE I: Summary of the analysis of system (34)-(35). The x3 coordinate gives the interval of existence for P5,6. The asterisk
indicates that we can restrict the parameter λ if we do not wish to have a super-collapse solution as a late-time attractor (see
Theorem 2 and the comment after it.

2. Alternative formulation for the constant coupling function model

This section presents an alternative dynamical system formulation for the constant coupling function of section
IIIA 1. Since the constraints (27) describe two circumferences, we choose a reparametrization in polar coordinates as
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-
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q

-
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4

FIG. 2: Numerical solution for system (34)-(35) for λ = ±1 and initial conditions near the point P2 with a displacement of
ξ = 10−3. In both cases, P2 is a saddle point, which means that the system initially near P2 will converge into the nearest
attractor, in this case, P5 with coordinates x1 = 1 and x4 = −

√
3/4. Also, the deceleration parameter is depicted as a green

line in the plots. For both values of λ, we see that after an initially decelerated stage, the solution accelerates into the scaling
solution for q(P5) → −1/4. However, for λ = −1, we see that there is an intermediate accelerated behaviour after the initial
super-collapsing stage and before the scaling solution regime since q reaches the de Sitter value −1.

follows

x1 = cos(θ1), x2 = sin(θ1), x3 = cos(θ2), x4 = sin(θ2). (37)

With (37), we define the new variables for the dynamical systems analysis

θ1 = arctan

(
x2

x1

)
= arctan(2

√
αH) and θ2 = arctan

(
x4

x3

)
= arctan

(
ϕ̇√

2
√

V (ϕ)

)
. (38)

With inverse transformation given by

H =
tan(θ1)

2
√
α

, ϕ̇ =
√
2 tan(θ2)

√
V (ϕ) (39)

Using the definition (38) and setting τ = ln(a) we obtain the following two-dimensional system of first-order differential
equations

dθ1
dτ

=
4 sin(θ1) cos

2(θ1) sin
2(θ2)√

3(cos(2θ1)− 3)
, (40)

dθ2
dτ

= −1

6
cos(θ2)

(
4
√
3 cos(θ1) sin(θ2) + 3λ

)
. (41)

From equations (39), we remark that for H to be continuous and simply so that the inverse transformations are
defined, we must restrict the angles θ1,2 to (−π

2 ,
π
2 ). The equilibrium points for (40)-(41) are periodic, but we will

consider the following ranges θ1 ∈ [−π, π] and θ2 ∈ [−π, π], this choice will allow us to transfer from one branch of
the solutions to the other one. Considering c1, c2 ∈ Z, the equilibrium points for system (40)-(41) are

1. T1 = (2πc1, 2πc2 +
π
2 ),

2. T2 = (2πc1, 2πc2 − π
2 ),

3. T3 = (2πc1 − π
2 , 2πc2 +

π
2 ),

4. T4 = (2πc1 − π
2 , 2πc2 −

π
2 ),

5. T5 = (2πc1 +
π
2 , 2πc2 −

π
2 ),

6. T6 = (2πc1 +
π
2 , 2πc2 +

π
2 ),
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7. T7 = (2πc1 + π, 2πc2 +
π
2 ),

8. T8 = (2πc1 + π, 2πc2 − π
2 ),

9. T9 = (2πc1, tan
−1
(√

48− 9λ2,−3λ
)
+ 2πc2),

10. T10 = (2πc1, tan
−1
(
−
√
48− 9λ2,−3λ

)
+ 2πc2),

11. T11 = (2πc1 + π, tan−1
(√

48− 9λ2, 3λ
)
+ 2πc2),

12. T12 = (2πc1 + π, tan−1
(
−
√
48− 9λ2, 3λ

)
+ 2πc2).

We have used the notation tan−1(x, y) = tan−1
(
y
x

)
. The first eight points lie within the previously mentioned range

for c1 = c2 = 0. Additionally, points seven and eight can have c1 = −1. Points nine and ten also require c1 = 0 and

additionally
− tan−1(±

√
48−9λ2,−3λ)−π

2π ≤ c2 ≤ π−tan−1(±
√
48−9λ2,−3λ)

2π . The last two points are in the desired range for

c1 = 0 or c1 = −1 and
− tan−1(±

√
48−9λ2,−3λ)−π

2π ≤ c2 ≤ π−tan−1(±
√
48−9λ2,−3λ)

2π . To illustrate the relationship between
these points and the ones from section IIIA 1, taking into consideration the values of λ used to plot the dynamics, we
will consider only c1 = c2 = 0 and c1 = −1, c2 = 0.

In Table II, we present the selected equilibrium points and their corresponding counterparts of section IIIA 1. We
chose some values for the constants c1,2 that appear because of the periodicity of the trigonometric functions. These
choices ensure that the equilibrium points lie in the desired range. For the plots presented in the following figures, we
use the labels of the points from section IIIA 1. In figures 3 and 4, we depict the two-dimensional phase portraits for
system (40)-(41) for different values of the parameter λ. Recall that under this alternative formulation, the physical
region is highlighted inside the dashed-orange square (−π

2 ,
π
2 ),×(−π

2 ,
π
2 ). On the other hand, the vertical black lines

correspond to the values where the tangent function in equation (39) is not defined.
In figure 5 the dynamics of system (40)-(41) is depicted as “wrapped” around a torus given by the parametrization

x = (R+r cos(θ1−π)) cos(θ2−π), y = (R+r cos(θ1−π)) sin(θ2−π), and z = r sin(θ1−π) for r = 1 and R = 3. We
are motivated to present our results this way because the original variables xi lie within two circumferences defined
by the constraint (27). One is represented by the angle θ1 and the other by θ2, the poloidal and toroidal directions
of the torus. In figure 6 we present some numerical solutions of system (40)-(41) for two values of the parameter
λ = 1,−3 and initial conditions near P2 displacement of ξ = 10−3. A possible model evolution can be determined
by analysing the behaviour of the deceleration parameter, depicted as a green line. For λ = 1, we see that after an
initial decelerated stage, the solution accelerates to q(P5) → − 1

4 , the scaling solution. For λ = −3, the solution is
decelerated since q → 3 but has a brief accelerated stage when q < 0.

Label (θ1, θ2) c1, c2 Sect. IIIA 1 point
T1 (0, π

2
) 0, 0 P1

T2 (0,−π
2
) 0, 0 P2

T3

(
π
2
, π
2

)
0, 0 M1

T4

(
−π

2
, π
2

)
0, 0 Symmetric to M1

T5

(
π
2
,−π

2

)
0, 0 M2

T6

(
−π

2
,−π

2

)
0, 0 Symmetric to M2

T7

(
π, π

2

)
0, 0 P3

T7∗
(
−π, π

2

)
−1, 0 P3

T8

(
π,−π

2

)
0, 0 P4

T8∗
(
−π,−π

2

)
−1, 0 P4

T9

(
0, tan−1

(√
48− 9λ2,−3λ

))
0, 0 P5

T10

(
0, tan−1

(
−
√
48− 9λ2,−3λ

))
0, 0 Symmetric to P5

T11

(
π, tan−1

(√
48− 9λ2, 3λ

))
0, 0 P6

T11∗
(
−π, tan−1

(√
48− 9λ2, 3λ

))
−1, 0 P6

T12

(
π, tan−1

(
−
√
48− 9λ2, 3λ

))
0, 0 Symmetric to P6

T12∗
(
−π, tan−1

(
−
√
48− 9λ2, 3λ

))
−1, 0 Symmetric to P6

TABLE II: Summary of the equilibrium points of system (40)-(41). The corresponding points from section IIIA 1 are derived
by applying the definitions in equation (37). The asterisk next to some points means a different choice of c1 was made from
the original list. For every point, the stability analysis and the value of the deceleration parameter are the same as in section
IIIA 1.
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FIG. 3: Phase plane analysis for system (40)-(41) for the values λ = 1, 2, 3. The physical region under this formulation is the
inside of the orange square. We labelled the points according to the corresponding points in section IIIA 1. The points with
different labels like SM1 represent symmetric points that were not present In the original analysis because of the constraints
on the xi variables. The black vertical lines correspond to the values ±π

2
where the inverse transformations are not defined.
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FIG. 4: Phase plane analysis for system (40)-(41) for the values λ = −1,−2,−3. The physical region under this formulation is
the inside of the orange square. We labelled the points according to the corresponding points in section IIIA 1. The points with
different labels like SM1 represent symmetric points that were not present In the original analysis because of the constraints
on the xi variables. The black vertical lines correspond to the values ±π

2
where the inverse transformations are not defined.

B. Linear coupling function: f(ϕ) = −αϕ

In this section, we define the coupling between the scalar function and the Gauss-Bonnet term as a linear function
f(ϕ) = −αϕ. Hence, the field equations are

12H2
(
4αϕḢ + 4αϕ̈+ 1

)
+ 96αHḢϕ̇+ 6Ḣ + 144αH3ϕ̇+ 48αH4ϕ− 2V (ϕ) + ϕ̇2 =0, (42)

96αH2Ḣ + 120αH4 − 4Hϕ̇− V ′(ϕ)− ϕ̈ =0. (43)

We can also write Friedmann’s equation (17) as

96αH3ϕ̇+ 24αH4ϕ+ 6H2 = V (ϕ) +
1

2
ϕ̇2, (44)
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FIG. 5: Dynamics of system (40)-(41) in the surface of a torus using the following parametrization x = (R + r cos(θ1 −
π)) cos(θ2 − π), x = (R + r cos(θ1 − π)) sin(θ2 − π), and z = r sin(θ1 − π) for r = 1 and R = 3. We have considered θ1 and
θ2 as the poloidal and toroidal directions. As the 2-dimensional phase plots of Fig. 3 wrap around the torus, we can transfer
from one branch to another. The values λ = 1, 2, 3 were considered noting that in figure 3 the dynamic for the negative values
is symmetrical.
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FIG. 6: Numerical solutions of system (40)-(41) for different values of the parameter λ = 1,−3 and initial conditions near P2

displacement of ξ = 10−3. Also in the plots, the deceleration parameter is depicted as a green line. For λ = 1, we see that
after an initial decelerated stage, the solution accelerates to q(P5) → − 1

4
, the scaling solution. For λ = −3, the solution is a

decelerated one since q → 3 but has a brief accelerated stage when q < 0.

and the deceleration parameter as

q = −1− Ḣ

H2
=

−144αH3ϕ̇+ 6H2
(
192α2H4 − 8αλV (ϕ) + 1

)
− 2V (ϕ) + ϕ̇2

6H2
(
8αH

(
96αH3 +Hϕ+ 2ϕ̇

)
+ 1
) . (45)



13

1. Dynamical system analysis for linear f

We can define χ = V (ϕ) + 1
2 ϕ̇

2 as before and define the following dimensionless variables

x1 =

√
6H
√
χ

, x2 =
2
√
6
√
αH4ϕ

√
χ

, x3 =

√
V (ϕ)
√
χ

, x4 =
ϕ̇√
2
√
χ
, x5 =

4
√
6
√
αH3

4
√
χ

, (46)

with inverse transformation given by

H =
x1

√
χ

√
6

, ϕ =
4
√
6x2

2

x1x2
5

, V (ϕ) = x2
3χ, ϕ̇ =

√
2x4

√
χ, α =

√
3
2x

2
5

8x3
1χ

. (47)

By replacing these variables in (44), we obtain the following restrictions

x2
1 + x2

2 +
√
2x4x

2
5 = 1, x2

3 + x2
4 = 1, (48)

we also have the following ranges for the new variables 0 ≤ x2, 0 ≤ x3 ≤ 1, −1 ≤ x4 ≤ 1, 0 ≤ x5. With this, we can
write the following five-dimensional dynamical system

x′
1 =

x1

(
x3
1

(
32x2

4 + 3
√
2x4x

2
5 − 16

)
+ x1

(
−2

√
2x4x

2
5

(
x2
2 + 4x2

3 − 2
)
+ 2x2

4

(
32x2

2 + x4
5 − 8

)))
4
√
6
(
2x2

1 + 4x2
2 + 2

√
2x4x2

5 + x4
5

) (49)

+
x1

(
−16x2

2 + 16x2
3 + 40

√
2x3

4x
2
5 − 5x4

5

)
+ 4

√
3λx2

3x
2
5

(√
2− x4x

2
5

)
4
√
6
(
2x2

1 + 4x2
2 + 2

√
2x4x2

5 + x4
5

)
x′
2 =

2x3
1

(
16
√
2x2

2

(
x2
4 − 1

)
+
(
3x2

2 + 1
)
x4x

2
5

)
− 4

√
3λx2

2x
2
3x

2
5

(√
2x4x

2
5 − 4

)
8
√
3x2

(
2x2

1 + 4x2
2 + 2

√
2x4x2

5 + x4
5

) (50)

+
x1

(
−4x2

2x4x
2
5

(
x2
2 + 4x2

3 − 20x2
4 − 5

)
+ 32

√
2x2

2

((
2x2

2 − 1
)
x2
4 − x2

2 + x2
3

)
+ 2

√
2x4

5

(
x2
2

(
x2
4 − 5

)
+ x2

4

)
+ x4x

6
5

)
8
√
3x2

(
2x2

1 + 4x2
2 + 2

√
2x4x2

5 + x4
5

)
x′
3 =

x3x4

(
x3
1

(
32

√
3x4 + 3

√
6x2

5

)
+ 24λx2

1 + 2
√
3x1

(
x2
2

(
32x4 −

√
2x2

5

)
− 4

√
2x2

5

(
x2
3 − 5x2

4

)
+ x4x

4
5

))
12
√
2
(
2x2

1 + 4x2
2 + 2

√
2x4x2

5 + x4
5

) (51)

+
x3x4

(
12λ

(
4x2

2 − x2
3x

4
5 + 2

√
2x4x

2
5 + x4

5

))
12
√
2
(
2x2

1 + 4x2
2 + 2

√
2x4x2

5 + x4
5

)
x′
4 =

√
3x3

1

(
x2
4 − 1

) (
32x4 + 3

√
2x2

5

)
− 12λx2

3

(
4x2

2 + x4x
2
5

(
x4x

2
5 + 2

√
2
))

12
√
2
(
2x2

1 + 4x2
2 + 2

√
2x4x2

5 + x4
5

) (52)

+
−24λx2

1x
2
3 + 2

√
3x1

(
x2
4 − 1

) (
x2
2

(
32x4 −

√
2x2

5

)
− 4

√
2x2

5

(
x2
3 − 5x2

4

)
+ x4x

4
5

)
12
√
2
(
2x2

1 + 4x2
2 + 2

√
2x4x2

5 + x4
5

)
x′
5 =

16x1x5

(
x2
4

(
2x2

1 + 4x2
2 − 3

)
− 3

(
x2
1 + x2

2 − x2
3

))
+ x5

5

(
x1

(
2x2

4 − 15
)
− 4

√
3λx2

3x4

)
8
√
6
(
2x2

1 + 4x2
2 + 2

√
2x4x2

5 + x4
5

) (53)

+
16x1x5

(
x2
4

(
2x2

1 + 4x2
2 − 3

)
− 3

(
x2
1 + x2

2 − x2
3

))
+ x5

5

(
x1

(
2x2

4 − 15
)
− 4

√
3λx2

3x4

)
8
√
6
(
2x2

1 + 4x2
2 + 2

√
2x4x2

5 + x4
5

) .

In these variables, the deceleration parameter (45) reads

q =
8x3

1 + x1

(
−16x2

3 + 16x2
4 − 12

√
2x4x

2
5 + x4

5

)
− 4

√
6λx2

3x
2
5

4x1

(
2x2

1 + 4x2
2 + 2

√
2x4x2

5 + x4
5

) (54)

We can use the restrictions (48) together with the fact that x2 ≥ 0 and x3 ≥ 0 to obtain the following positive roots

x2 =

√
−x2

1 −
√
2x4x2

5 + 1, x3 =
√

1− x2
4 (55)

provided x2
1 +

√
2x4x

2
5 ≤ 1.
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With these definitions, we can obtain the following reduced three-dimensional dynamical system

x′
1 =

x1

(√
2x2

5

(
−5x3

1x4 + 2x1x4

(
8x2

4 − 5
)
+ 4

√
3λ

(
x2
4 − 1

))
+ 32x1

(
x2
1 − 1

)
x2
4 + x4

5

(
x1

(
5− 6x2

4

)
− 4

√
3λx4

(
x2
4 − 1

)))
4
√
6
(
2x2

1 + 2
√
2x4x2

5 − x4
5 − 4

) ,

(56)

x′
4 =

(
x2
4 − 1

) (
x3
1

(
32

√
3x4 − 5

√
6x2

5

)
+ 24λx2

1 + 2
√
3x1

(√
2
(
8x2

4 + 5
)
x2
5 − 3x4x

4
5 − 32x4

)
+ 12λ

(
−x2

4x
4
5 + 2

√
2x4x

2
5 − 4

))
12

√
2
(
2x2

1 + 2
√
2x4x2

5 − x4
5 − 4

) ,

(57)

x′
5 =

√
2x3

5

(
5x3

1x4 + 2x1x4

(
25− 8x2

4

)
− 12

√
3λ

(
x2
4 − 1

))
− 32x1

(
x2
1 + 1

)
x2
4x5 + x5

5

(
3x1

(
2x2

4 − 5
)
+ 4

√
3λx4

(
x2
4 − 1

))
8
√
6
(
−2x2

1 − 2
√
2x4x2

5 + x4
5 + 4

) . (58)

Using (45) and (55) deceleration parameter is

q = −
8x3

1 + x1

(
32x2

4 − 12
√
2x4x

2
5 + x4

5 − 16
)
+ 4

√
6λ
(
x2
4 − 1

)
x2
5

4x1

(
2x2

1 + 2
√
2x4x2

5 − x4
5 − 4

) . (59)

From equations (54) and (59), we see that the deceleration parameter is not defined for x1 = 0, but we can still study
its limit as x1 → 0 for the equilibrium points where x1 = 0. The equilibrium points for system (56)-(58) are

1. The normally hyperbolic family F1 = ( 4
√
6λ

x2
5c

, 0, x5c). This family exists for x5c > 0,− 5
√

x4
5c

4
√
6

< λ <
5
√

x4
5c

4
√
6

. The

eigenvalues are {0,
1536λ3−200λ(x4

5c
+4)x4

5c
−2

√
λ2(25x4

5c(x
4
5c

+4)−192λ2)(−3072λ2+275x8
5c

+400(3λ2+4)x4
5c)

125x6
5c(x

4
5c

+4)−960λ2x2
5c

,

2

(
768λ3−100λ(x4

5c
+4)x4

5c
+
√

λ2(25x4
5c(x

4
5c

+4)−192λ2)(−3072λ2+275x8
5c

+400(3λ2+4)x4
5c)

)
125x6

5c(x
4
5c

+4)−960λ2x2
5

}, see Fig. 7 for a representation

of the real part of the nonzero eigenvalues. The nonzero eigenvalues determine the stability of the family. The
family is

(a) an attractor for λ > 0,
√
15x2

5c > 12λ,

(b) a source for − 1
4

√
5
3x

2
5c < λ < 0,

(c) a saddle for − 5x2
5c

4
√
6
< λ < − 1

4

√
5
3x

2
5c or 1

4

√
5
3x

2
5c < λ <

5x2
5c

4
√
6
,

(d) non-hyperbolic for λ = 0 or 12λ+
√
15x2

5c = 0 or
√
15x2

5c = 12λ. We also verify that q(F1) = −1, , which

Re(λ2)

Re(λ3)

FIG. 7: Real part of the eigenvalues for the normally hyperbolic family of points F1. Here we see λ2 and λ3 the nonzero
eigenvalues.

means that the family describes a de Sitter solution.
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2. The normally hyperbolic family L1 = (0, 1, x5c) has eigenvalues {0, 0,
√
2λ}. This family exists for 0 ≤ x5c ≤

1
4√2

and is unstable for λ > 0 and stable for λ < 0. Since x1 = 0, we study q as x1 → 0, this means

that limx1→0 q(L1) =
x4
5c

−12
√
2x2

5c
+16

4x4
5c

−8
√
2x2

5c
+16

. This means that L1 cannot describe an accelerated solution since 0 ≤
x4
5c

−12
√
2x2

5c
+16

4x4
5c

−8
√
2x2

5c
+16

≤ 1.

3. The normally hyperbolic family L2 = (0,−1, x5c) has eigenvalues {0, 0,−
√
2λ}. This family exists for x5c ≥ 0

and is unstable for λ < 0 and stable for λ > 0. Since x1 = 0, we study q as x1 → 0, this means that

limx1→0 q(L1) =
−x4

5c
+12

√
2x2

5c
−16

−4x4
5c

+8
√
2x2

5c
−16

. This means that L2 describes an accelerated solution for
√

2
(
3
√
2−

√
14
)
<

x5c <
√

2
(
3
√
2 +

√
14
)

4. Q1 = (1, 1, 0), with eigenvalues
{
−4
√

2
3 ,−2

√
2
3 ,

1
3

√
2
(
3λ+ 4

√
3
)}

. This point is

(a) an attractor for for λ < − 4√
3
,

(b) a saddle for λ > − 4√
3
,

(c) non-hyperbolic for λ = − 4√
3
.

We also verify that Q1 describes a super-collapse solution because q(Q1) = 3.

5. Q2 = (1,−1, 0), with eigenvalues
{
−4
√

2
3 ,−2

√
2
3 ,

1
3

√
2
(
4
√
3− 3λ

)}
. This point is

(a) an attractor for λ > 4√
3
,

(b) a saddle for λ < 4√
3
,

(c) non-hyperbolic for λ = 4√
3
.

As before, Q2 describes a super-collapse solution because q(Q2) = 3.

6. Q3 = (−1, 1, 0), with eigenvalues
{
4
√

2
3 , 2
√

2
3 ,

1
3

√
2
(
3λ− 4

√
3
)}

. This point is

(a) a source for λ > 4√
3
,

(b) a saddle for λ < 4√
3
,

(c) non-hyperbolic for λ = 4√
3
.

We verify that Q3 describes the same type of super-collapse solution as Q1,2 because q(Q3) = 3.

7. Q4 = (−1,−1, 0), with eigenvalues
{
4
√

2
3 , 2
√

2
3 ,

1
3

√
2
(
−3λ− 4

√
3
)}

. This point is

(a) a source for λ < − 4√
3
,

(b) a saddle for λ > − 4√
3
,

(c) non-hyperbolic for λ = − 4√
3
.

As it was the case of Q3, we observe that q(Q4) = 3.

8. Q5 = (1,−
√
3λ
4 , 0), with eigenvalues

{
− 1

2

√
3
2λ

2,− 1
4

√
3
2λ

2, 3λ2−16
4
√
6

}
. This point exists for − 4√

3
≤ λ ≤ 4√

3
and is

(a) an attractor for − 4√
3
< λ < 0 or 0 < λ < 4√

3
,

(b) non-hyperbolic for λ = 0 or λ = − 4√
3
or λ = 4√

3
.

The deceleration parameter is q(Q5) = −1 + 3λ2

4 , which is a scaling solution. This means that Q5 describes an

accelerated solution for − 2√
3
< λ < 2√

3
. It describes a decelerated solution for λ < − 2√

3
or λ > 2√

3
. Finally it

describes a de Sitter solution for λ = 0.
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9. Q6 = (−1,
√
3λ
4 , 0), with eigenvalues

{
1
4

√
3
2λ

2, 1
2

√
3
2λ

2,− 3λ2−16
4
√
6

}
. This point exists for − 4√

3
≤ λ ≤ 4√

3
and is

(a) a source for − 4√
3
< λ < 0 or 0 < λ < 4√

3
,

(b) non-hyperbolic for λ = 0 or λ = − 4√
3
or λ = 4√

3
.

This point describes the same type of solutions as Q5 since q(Q6) = −1 + 3λ2

4 .

In Table III, we present a summary of the results of this section. Figures 8 and 9 depict different phase-plots for
system (56)-(58) for different values of the parameter λ. We used λ = 1

12 in order to confirm the attracting stability
of the F1 family of equilibrium points. In figure 10 we present a possible late-time evolution for system (56) -(58)
for different values of λ with initial conditions near Q2 with a displacement of ξ = 10−3. Also, in the plots, the
deceleration parameter is depicted as a red line. For both values of λ, we see that after an initially super-collapsing
stage, the solution accelerates into one of the following two cases: towards the family F1 since q → −1; towards the
scaling solution Q5 for which q → − 1

4 . As in the previous section, we can write our findings in the following results

Theorem 3. The late-time attractors for the five-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet model with linear coupling function are

1. The normally hyperbolic family F1 = ( 4
√
6λ

x2
5c

, 0, x5c) for λ > 0,
√
15x2

5c > 12λ.

2. The normally hyperbolic family L1 = (0, 1, x5c) for λ < 0.

3. The normally hyperbolic family L2 = (0,−1, x5c) for λ > 0.

4. The super-collapse solution Q1 = (1, 1, 0) for λ < − 4√
3
.

5. The super-collapse solution Q2 = (1,−1, 0) for λ > 4√
3
.

6. The scaling solution Q5 = (1,−
√
3λ
4 , 0) for − 4√

3
< λ < 0 or 0 < λ < 4√

3
.

As before, to avoid having super-collapsing solutions as late-time attractors for this model, we can restrict the
numerical range for the parameter λ in the range − 4√

3
< λ < 0 or 0 < λ < 4√

3
. That modifies the region of

parameters for some of the equilibrium points. We formulate this in the following result

Corollary 2. The late-time attractors for the five-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet model with linear coupling function in
the range − 4√

3
< λ < 0 or 0 < λ < 4√

3
are

1. The normally hyperbolic family F1 = ( 4
√
6λ

x2
5c

, 0, x5c) for 0 < λ < 4√
3
,
√
15x2

5c > 12λ.

2. The normally hyperbolic family L1 = (0, 1, x5c) for − 4√
3
< λ < 0.

3. The normally hyperbolic family L2 = (0,−1, x5c) for 0 < λ < 4√
3
.

4. The scaling solution Q5 = (1,−
√
3λ
4 , 0) for − 4√

3
< λ < 0 or 0 < λ < 4√

3
.

Notice that the late-time attractor for the model mentioned in the last item of corollary 2 corresponds to the sixth
result in Theorem 3. Additionally, in section III B 2, we study a projection of the three-dimensional dynamical system
for linear coupling function to better visualise the dynamics for a fixed value of x5c since the families F1, L1, L2 depend
on this free parameter.

2. Two-dimensional projection of the dynamical system for linear coupling function

In the previous section, we obtained three families of equilibrium points that depend on the constant x5. Now we
wish to better observe the dynamics for a fixed value of x5c so we consider a projection to x5 = µ in system (56)-(58)
for µ ≥ 0.
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Label (x1, x4, x5) (x2, x3) Attractor? Acceleration? Interpretation

F1

(
4
√
6λ

5x2
5c

, 0, x5c

) (√
1− 96λ2

25x4
5c

, 1

)
Yes Yes, q = −1 de Sitter

L1 (0, 1, x5c)

(√
1−

√
2x5c , 0

)
Yes No, see text decelerated

L2 (0,−1, x5c)

(√
1 +

√
2x5c , 0

)
Yes Yes, see text accelerated

Q1 (1, 1, 0) (0, 0) Yes* No, q = 3 super-collapse
Q2 (1,−1, 0) (0, 0) Yes* No, q = 3 super-collapse
Q3 (−1, 1, 0) (0, 0) No No, q = 3 super-collapse
Q4 (−1,−1, 0) (0, 0) No No, q = 3 super-collapse

Q5

(
1,−

√
3

4
λ, 0

)
(0,

√
1− 3

16
λ2) Yes Yes, q = −1 + 3λ2

4
scaling solution

Q6

(
1,

√
3

4
λ, 0

)
(0,

√
1− 3

16
λ2) No Yes, q = −1 + 3λ2

4
scaling solution

TABLE III: Summary of the analysis of system (56)-(58). The x2 coordinate gives the interval of existence for the families
F1 and L1,2. The x3 coordinate gives the interval of existence for Q5,6. The asterisk in Q1,2 means that if we constrain the
parameter λ, the super-collapse points would not be attractors for the model.

Setting x5 = µ in system (56)-(58) and keeping the x1 and x4 equations we obtain

x′
1 =

x1

(√
2µ2

(
−5x3

1x4 + 2x1x4

(
8x2

4 − 5
)
− x2

4−1√
3

)
+ 32x1

(
x2
1 − 1

)
x2
4 + µ4

(
x1

(
5− 6x2

4

)
+

x4(x2
4−1)√
3

))
4
√
6
(
−µ4 + 2x2

1 + 2
√
2µ2x4 − 4

) , (60)

x′
4 =

(
x2
4 − 1

) (√
3x1

(
−5

√
2µ2

(
x2
1 − 2

)
+ x4

(
−6µ4 + 32x2

1 − 64
)
+ 16

√
2µ2x2

4

)
− 2x2

1 + µ4x2
4 − 2

√
2µ2x4 + 4

)
12
√
2
(
−µ4 + 2x2

1 + 2
√
2µ2x4 − 4

) . (61)

The points on the curve x4 = −−µ4+2x2
1−4

2
√
2µ2

are those for which the denominator of system (60)-(61) vanishes. This

singularity curve is a parabola for which the direction of the flow changes.
The deceleration parameter for this system depends on µ and is written as

q = −
8x3

1 + x1

(
µ4 + 32x2

4 − 12
√
2µ2x4 − 16

)
+ 4

√
6λµ2

(
x2
4 − 1

)
4x1

(
−µ4 + 2x2

1 + 2
√
2µ2x4 − 4

) . (62)

As in section III B 1, the deceleration parameter is not defined for equilibrium points with x1 = 0, so we will study
its limit as x1 → 0. In the following list, an asterisk means that the equilibrium point was originally part of one of
the families from section III B 1. The equilibrium points for system (60)-(61) are

1. F ∗
1 =

(
4
√
6λ

5µ2 , 0
)
, as in section III B 1 we see that q(F ∗

1 ) = −1, this means it describes a de Sitter solution.

2. L∗
1 = (0, 1), for this point, we observe that limx1→0 q(L

∗
1) = µ4−12

√
2µ2+16

4µ4−8
√
2µ2+16

and this describes acceleration for√
2
(
3
√
2−

√
14
)
< µ <

√
2
(
3
√
2 +

√
14
)
which is approximately 1.00098 < µ < 3.99607.

3. L∗
2 = (0,−1), for this point we have limx1→0 q(L

∗
2) =

5
√
2µ2+6

2µ4+4
√
2µ2+8

+ 1
4 it cannot describe acceleration for any

value of µ.

4. A =
(√

µ4+6
√
2µ2+32

5
√
2µ2+32

, 1
)
, this point verifies q(A) = −45µ4−100

√
2µ2+352

10
√
2µ6+20µ4−112

√
2µ2+128

+ 1
4 . It describes acceleration for

the approximated ranges 1.02547 < µ < 1.27391 or 1.39621 < µ < 3.78861.

5. B =
(
−
√

µ4+6
√
2µ2+32

5
√
2µ2+32

, 1
)
. Similarly to A, we see that q(B) = −45µ4−100

√
2µ2+352

10
√
2µ6+20µ4−112

√
2µ2+128

+ 1
4 meaning it can

describe acceleration for the same intervals.

6. C =
(√

µ4+6
√
2µ2+32

5
√
2µ2+32

,−1
)
, for this point we have q(C) = 11

2
√
2µ2+4

+ 1
4 , therefore it cannot describe acceleration.
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FIG. 8: Dynamics of the three-dimensional system (56)-(58) for positive values of λ. The green-dashed curve corresponds to
the family of equilibrium points F1, we see that it is the attractor for λ = 1

12
. The black-dashed line represents the family L1

and the red-dashed line represents the family L2.

7. D =
(
−
√

µ4+6
√
2µ2+32

5
√
2µ2+32

,−1
)
, we see that q(D) = 11

2
√
2µ2+4

+ 1
4 , as C, it cannot describe acceleration.

8. E =

(√
(32−5µ4)2(384λ2+µ4)+5µ6−32µ2

8
√
6λ(5µ4−32)

,−
√

(32−5µ4)2(384λ2+µ4)−32(6λ2−11)µ2+5µ6

32
√
2((3λ2−1)µ4−32)

)
. This point exists for 0 ≤ µ <

2 4

√
2
5 or µ > 2 4

√
2
5 and it verifies that q(E) = −

√
(32−5µ4)2(384λ2+µ4)+32(11−6λ2)µ2+5µ6

32
√
2((3λ2−1)µ4−32)

. In this case, the decel-

eration parameter depends on λ and µ, however, it describes acceleration for

(a) µ > 2 4

√
2
5 , −

1
4

√
5µ2 < λ < −

√
32
3µ4 + 1

3 ,

(b) µ > 2 4

√
2
5 ,
√

32
3µ4 + 1

3 < λ <
√
5µ2

4 .

9. F =

−
√

3
2

(
5µ6+

√
(32−5µ4)2(µ4+ 8

3 )−32µ2

)
2(5µ4−32) ,−

5µ6+
√

(32−5µ4)2(µ4+ 8
3 )+

1052µ2

3

32
√
2
(
− 47µ4

48 −32
)

. The existence conditions

for this point are the same ones as point E but the deceleration parameter is q(F ) =
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FIG. 9: Dynamics of the three-dimensional system (56)-(58) for negative values of λ. The green-dashed curve corresponds to
the family of equilibrium points F1. The black-dashed line represents the family L1 and the red-dashed line represents the
family L2. The behaviour is symmetric to that depicted in figure 8.

0 20 40 60 80 100

-1

0

1

2

3

λ=1/12, with i.c. near Q2

x1

x4

x5

q

-1

0 20 40 60 80 100

-1

0

1

2

3

λ=1, with i.c. near Q2

x1

x4

x5

q

-
1

4

FIG. 10: Possible late-time evolution for system (56) -(58) for different values of λ with initial conditions near Q2 with a
displacement of ξ = 10−3. Also, in the plots, the deceleration parameter is depicted as a red line. For both values of λ, we see
that after an initially super-collapsing stage, the solution accelerates into one of the following two cases: towards the family F1

since q → −1; towards the scaling solution Q5 for which q → − 1
4
.



20

−6µ2
√

384λ2+µ4+3λ2
(
µ2
√

384λ2+µ4+3µ4−64
)
+2µ4+256

8(3λ2−1)µ4−256 . This point describes acceleration for

(a) 0 ≤ µ < 2 4

√
2
5 , −

√
µ4−

√
µ4(µ4+512)+128

4
√
6

< λ <
√

µ4

96 − 1
96

√
µ4 (µ4 + 512) + 4

3 ,

(b) µ > 2 4

√
2
5 , −

√
µ4−

√
µ4(µ4+512)+128

4
√
6

< λ <
√

µ4

96 − 1
96

√
µ4 (µ4 + 512) + 4

3 .

Contrary to the study of the deceleration parameter (summarised in table IV), where the dependence was mostly on
the value of µ except for the last two points. The stability analysis is more complicated since most eigenvalues depend
on λ and µ. We perform numerical stability analysis on the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix system (60)-(61)
evaluated at each equilibrium point and present a summary of the results for µ = 1, 2 and some combinations with
λ = ±1,±2 in table V. Additionally, in figures 11, 12, 13, we present phase-plane diagrams for the same system and
the previously mentioned values of the parameters.

Label (x1, x4) Acceleration?

F ∗
1

(
4
√
6λ

5µ2 , 0
)

Yes, q = −1

L∗
1 (0, 1) Yes, see text

L∗
2 (0,−1) No

A
(√

µ4+6
√
2µ2+32

5
√
2µ2+32

, 1
)

Yes, see text

B
(
−
√

µ4+6
√
2µ2+32

5
√
2µ2+32

, 1
)

Yes, see text

C
(√

µ4+6
√
2µ2+32

5
√
2µ2+32

,−1
)

No

D
(
−
√

µ4+6
√
2µ2+32

5
√
2µ2+32

,−1
)

No

E See text Yes, see text
F See text Yes, see text

TABLE IV: Summary of the equilibrium points of system (60)-(61) and the analysis of the deceleration parameter (62). The
asterisk means that the equilibrium point was originally part of one of the families from section III B 1.

F1
*

L1
*

B A

L2
*D C

E

F

-4 -2 0 2 4

-2

-1

0

1

2

x1

x4

λ=2, μ=2

F1
*

E

0.90 0.95 1.00 1.05 1.10 1.15 1.20

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

x1

x4

λ=2, μ=2

FIG. 11: Phase-plot for system (60)-(61) for the fixed values µ = λ = 2, where the black-dashed parabola is x4 = −−µ4+2x2
1−4

2
√
2µ2 .

Depicted on the left are the full dynamics of the system, while on the right is a close-up of the nearby points F ∗
1 and E to

confirm the attracting behaviour of F ∗
1 .
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F1
*

L1
*

B A

L2
*D C

E

F

-4 -2 0 2 4

-2

-1

0

1

2

x1

x4

λ=-2, μ=2

F1
*

E

-2.0 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

x1

x4

λ=-2, μ=2

FIG. 12: Phase-plot for system (60)-(61) for the fixed values µ = 2, and λ = −2, where the black-dashed parabola is

x4 = −−µ4+2x2
1−4

2
√

2µ2 . Depicted on the left are the full dynamics of the system, while on the right is a close-up of the nearby

points F ∗
1 and E to be able to confirm the repelling behaviour of F ∗

1 .

F1
*

L1
*

B A

L2
*D C

E

F

-4 -2 0 2 4

-2

-1

0

1

2

x1

x4

λ=1, μ=1

F1
*

L1
*

B A

L2
*D C

E

F

-4 -2 0 2 4

-2

-1

0

1

2

x1

x4

λ=-1, μ=1

FIG. 13: Phase-plot for system (60)-(61) for the fixed values µ = 1, and λ = ±1, where the black-dashed parabola is

x4 = −−µ4+2x2
1−4

2
√

2µ2 . We observe that F ∗
1 lies outside the parabola, but it still behaves as an attractor for λ = 1 and a source for

λ = −1.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this section, we summarise the results of this research and present our final comments regarding our findings.
This work focused on studying a five-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet with a scalar field coupled to the Gauss-Bonnet term

via two different coupling functions. We derived the coupling term GB5D = 8ȧ3
(
f(ϕ) + 4aϕ̇ df

dϕ

)
after integrating by

parts. Then we considered two specific models depending on the choice of the coupling function, say

1. GB5D = −8αȧ3, for f(ϕ) = −α,
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Label Attractor for λ = µ = 2 Attractor for λ = −2, µ = 2 Attractor for λ = 1, µ = 1 Attractor for λ = −1, µ = 1
F ∗
1 Yes, {−0.1363 + 0.1858i,−0.1363− 0.1858i} No, {0.1363 + 0.1858i, 0.1363− 0.1858i} Yes, {−4.078,−0.2416} No, {0.2416, 4.078}

L∗
1 No, {2

√
2, 0} Yes, {−2

√
2, 0} No, {

√
2, 0} Yes, {−

√
2, 0}

L∗
2 Yes, {−2

√
2, 0} No, {2

√
2, 0} Yes, {−

√
2, 0} No, {

√
2, 0}

A No, {3.142, 0.3215} No, {−2.515, 0.3215} No, {31.05,−503.6} No, {28.22,−503.6}
B No, {2.51454,−0.321462} No, {−3.14231,−0.321462} No, {−28.2179, 503.621} No, {−31.0464, 503.621}
C Yes, {−0.95474,−0.681949} No, {4.70211,−0.681949} No, {0.992799,−1.52955} No, {3.82123,−1.52955}
D No, {−4.70211, 0.681949} No, {0.95474, 0.681949} No, {−3.82123, 1.52955} No, {−0.992799, 1.52955}
E No, {−0.4658, 0.1335} No, {0.4658,−0.1335} No, {0.7414 + 0.8029i, 0.7414− 0.8029i} Yes, {−0.7414 + 0.8029i,−0.7414− 0.8029i}
F Yes, {−0.0119 + 0.9081i,−0.0119− 0.9081i} No, {0.0119 + 0.9081i, 0.0119− 0.9081i} Yes, {−1.038,−0.2459} No, {1.038, 0.2459}

TABLE V: Numerical stability analysis for the equilibrium points of system (60)-(61) for the fixed values of µ = 1, 2 combined
with λ = ±1,±2. The stability for L∗

1 and L∗
2 refers to their behaviour along the axis line x1 = 0.

2. GB5D = −8αȧ3
(
ϕȧ+ 4aϕ̇

)
, for f(ϕ) = −αϕ.

In both cases, the contribution to the field equations is not trivial. To begin, in section II, we presented a brief review
of the tools from the theory of dynamical systems that were used in this research. In section III, we derived the
field equations for the model using established techniques like integration by parts and the variation method of the
point-like Lagrangian obtained from the gravitational action integral. We considered a quintessence scalar field and
a phantom scalar field is left for future work.

In section IIIA, we chose the constant coupling function to derive the field equations of the first model studied.
We also wrote the Friedmann equation and defined the deceleration parameter. In the following section, that is
section IIIA 1, we defined χ−normalised variables to derive the first four-dimensional dynamical system. Using
Friedmann’s equation, we obtained constraints for the new variables that were used to reduce the dimension of the
dynamical system. The analysis of the two-dimensional system (34)-(35) showed that this model has equilibrium
points that describe super-collapsing scenarios like P1,2,3,4 for which the deceleration parameter is q = 3, as well

as two scaling solutions P5,6 for which q = −1 + 3λ2

4 . We formulated Theorem 2 to show that the model has
late-time attractors. Furthermore, by restricting the parameter λ, only the scaling solution P5 can be the late-
time attractor. On the other hand, the other scaling solution P6 is the early time attractor. In section IIIA 2 we
considered an alternative formulation of system (34)-(35) that takes advantage of the geometrical region described

by the constraints on the xi variables. We defined the new system (40)-(41) for the new variables θ1 = arctan
(

x2

x1

)
,

θ2 = arctan
(

x4

x3

)
that represent the poloidal and toroidal directions of a torus defined by the parametrization x =

(R + r cos(θ1 − π)) cos(θ2 − π), y = (R + r cos(θ1 − π)) sin(θ2 − π), and z = r sin(θ1 − π). We showed that under
this formulation, the two-dimensional dynamics of system (40)-(41) can be depicted on the surface of the previously
mentioned torus. For the other choice of coupling function, in section III B, we derived the field equations of the
second model, wrote Friedmann’s equation and redefined the deceleration parameter. In section III B 1, we used the
same normalisation variable as before and derived the five-dimensional dynamical system for the model. Using the
constraint, we reduced the dimension of the system to finally obtain the three-dimensional dynamical system (56)-
(58). The analysis of the system showed once again that the model has equilibrium points that describe super-collapse

that is Q1,2,3,4 because q = 3 and scaling solutions Q5,6 since we verify that in this case q = −1 + 3λ2

4 . However,
for this choice of coupling function, we also obtained three families of equilibrium points. In particular, the family
F1 describes a de Sitter solution because q = 1. We formulated Theorem 3 to how all the possible attractors for the
model but in particular, we can exclude the super-collapse point as late time attractors by setting λ in one of the
two intervals − 4√

3
< λ < 0 or 0 < λ < 4√

3
as stated in corollary 2. In section III B 2 we considered a projection to a

fixed value of x5 = µ since in the previous section, we obtained three equilibrium point families that depend on x5.
To better observe the dynamics, we derived a new two-dimensional system (60)-(61) and studied the stability of its
equilibrium points numerically for the values µ = 1, 2 and different values of λ. We verified the behaviour described
in section III B 1 in these two projections.

Comparing our results to those obtained in [77, 78] where the authors studied a four-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet
cosmology with a linear coupling function and a quintessence scalar field. The authors obtained stationary points
with ωϕ = − 1

3 corresponding to q = 0 and points with ωϕ = q = −1, where ωϕ is the effective equation of state
parameter. They also considered a general exponential coupling function for which they obtained scaling solutions
with ωϕ = 1

3 (λ
2 − 3) corresponding to q = 1

3 (λ
2 − 2). As stated before, scaling solutions are present in our model for

both choices of the coupling function; we also have the Family F1, which is a late-time de Sitter attractor. It is clear
that the dimension of the background space plays an important role in the evolution of the cosmological parameters.

The models studied here showed that the scaling solutions can describe the early or the late time acceleration phase
of the universe; this means that this model can be used to describe inflation and as a dark energy model.
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