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We consider a phantom scalar field coupled to the Gauss-Bonnet scalar within a

spatially flat FLRW geometry. Moreover, we assume a nonzero interaction between

the scalar field and the matter term. We perform a detailed phase space analysis

using two sets of dimensionless variables. Specifically, we introduce dimensionless

variables based on the Hubble normalization approach and a new set based on the

matter-scalar field normalization. These two sets of variables allow for a comprehen-

sive phase space analysis. This model supports inflationary solutions without the Big

Rip or Big Crunch singularities appearing as asymptotic solutions. This outcome

is attributed to the presence of the Gauss-Bonnet scalar. The result remains valid

even in the absence of the interaction term.

PACS numbers: 98.80.-k, 95.35.+d, 95.36.+x

1. INTRODUCTION

The introduction of the Gauss-Bonnet scalar within the gravitational action integral leads

to a gravitational theory known as Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory [1, 2], which belongs to
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the family of Lovelock’s theories of gravity [3]. Lovelock’s theory is a natural extension of

General Relativity in higher-dimensional manifolds. It results in second-order gravitational

field equations free from Ostrogradsky instabilities [4]. Lovelock’s theory reduces to General

Relativity in four-dimensional spacetime.

The Gauss-Bonnet scalar is a topological invariant in a four-dimensional manifold, con-

tributing a boundary term to the gravitational action integral. Consequently, the variation

principle in Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory yields the same field equations as in General

Relativity. However, in five- or higher-dimensional manifolds, the Gauss-Bonnet scalar in-

troduces new geometrodynamical terms in the field equations, leading to novel phenomena,

as discussed in [5–12] and references therein.

To incorporate the effects of the Gauss-Bonnet scalar in a four-dimensional manifold, a

scalar field with a nonzero coupling function can be introduced to the Gauss-Bonnet scalar

field [13–15]. In this case, the When multiplied by the coupling function, the Gauss-Bonnet

term ceases to be a topological invariant. This introduces extra geometrodynamical degrees

of freedom into the field equations while preserving the second-order nature of gravitational

theory. This model has been extensively studied in the context of cosmic inflation [16–20].

In this framework, cosmic acceleration is attributed to the Gauss-Bonnet scalar [16]. Other

cosmological applications are presented in [21–28].

In the case of a Quintessence scalar field, the presence of the Gauss-Bonnet term affects

the dynamics so that the equation-of-state parameter can cross the phantom divide line

without resulting in future Big Rip singularities [13]. In this work, we consider an Einstein-

Gauss-Bonnet scalar field model with a scalar field possessing negative kinetic energy, i.e., a

phantom field [31–34]. Furthermore, we assume a coupling between the scalar field and the

matter source to enable a chameleon mechanism [29, 30]. Due to this interaction, the mass of

the scalar field depends on the energy density of the matter source. The interaction between

the phantom field and dark matter allows the equation of state parameter to cross the

phantom divide line without leading to future attractors that describe Big Rip singularities

[35, 36]. This behavior does not occur for a true phantom field in the absence of the

interaction term [37]. In the following, we investigate the effects of the Gauss-Bonnet term

on the evolution of physical parameters when the scalar field is modeled as a phantom field.

We generalize the analysis presented in [13] and extend the recent study [38], where the

chameleon term was introduced in the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory. The structure of the
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article is as follows.

In Section 2, we introduce the gravitational model under consideration, which is Einstein-

Gauss-Bonnet scalar field cosmology. We consider the scalar field a phantom field with

negative kinetic energy. The scalar field is also coupled to the Gauss-Bonnet scalar and

the matter source, enabling the chameleon mechanism. The gravitational model depends

on three free functions: the scalar field potential V (ϕ), the scalar field coupling to the

Gauss-Bonnet scalar f (ϕ) and the coupling function g (ϕ) which defines the interaction

with the matter source. In Section 3, we consider the spatially flat Friedmann–Lemâıtre–

Robertson–Walker geometry, and we derive the cosmological field equations. The evolution

of the physical variables is expressed in terms of a system of nonlinear second-order ordinary

differential equations.

The asymptotic analysis is presented in Sections 4 and 5. Specifically, for the three

functions in the gravitational model, we assume f (ϕ) to be linear function, f (ϕ) = f0ϕ,

g (ϕ) to be exponential function g (ϕ) = e2βϕ, as described by the chameleon mechanism,

and for the scalar field potential, we consider the exponential, i.e., V (ϕ) = V0e
λϕ. For

this gravitational model, in Section 4 introduces a new set of dimensionless variables based

on the Hubble normalization approach. The field equations are reformulated as nonlinear

first-order algebraic differential equations. Each stationary point of this system represents

an asymptotic solution of the original system [39–42]. By analyzing the stability of these

stationary points, we reconstruct the cosmological history and evolution.

Due to the system’s non-linearity, the Hubble normalization does not yield a set of com-

pactified variables. Therefore, in Section 5, we introduce a new set of dimensionless variables

within the matter-scalar field normalization framework. Using these variables, we determine

the phase-space behavior in the infinite regime. We find that, due to the Gauss-Bonnet

scalar, no stationary points correspond to Big Rip or Big Crunch singularities, regardless of

the presence of the chameleon term. Finally, we present our conclusions in Section 6.
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2. GRAVITATIONAL THEORY

The gravitational theory of our consideration is that of the Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet scalar

field theory described by the action integral [16]

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

(
R− f (ϕ)G+

1

2
gµκ∇µϕ∇κϕ− V (ϕ)− g (ϕ)Lm (xν)

)
. (1)

R is the Ricci scalar for the four-dimensional gµν , G is the Gauss-Bonnet scalar defined as

[2]

G = R2 − 4RµνR
µν +RµνκλR

µνκλ. (2)

which is a topological invariant since gµν has dimension four.

Function Lm (xν) represents the Lagrangian function for the matter source, and ϕ is a

scalar field coupled to the Gauss-Bonnet scalar G as well as to the matter source Lm (xν).

The function g (ϕ) facilitates energy transfer between the scalar field ϕ and the matter source

Lm.

f (ϕ) also characterizes the coupling between the scalar field and the Gauss-Bonnet scalar.

When f (ϕ) is constant, the gravitational model (1) reduces to General Relativity. The

function f (ϕ) is critical for ensuring a contribution from the Gauss-Bonnet term in the

gravitational model.

For the scalar field ϕ, it is assumed to be a phantom field, meaning it can have a negative

kinetic term. This implies that it may violate the weak energy condition, allowing the energy

density to become negative. The gravitational field equations are [16]

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν = TG

µν + T ϕ
µν + f (ϕ)Tm

µν , (3)

where Tm
µν is the energy-momentum tensor for the matter source, Tm

µν = δLm

δgµν
, T ϕ

µν is the

energy-momentum tensor for the phantom scalar field

T ϕ
µν = −∇µϕ∇νϕ− gµν

(
1

2
gµκ∇µϕ∇κϕ+ V (ϕ)

)
, (4)

and TG
µν is the effective energy-momentum tensor which attributes the geometrodynamical

degrees of freedom given by the Gauss-Bonnet scalar that is [16]

TG
µν = −4 (∇µ∇νf (ϕ))R + 8 (∇µ∇ρf (ϕ))Rρ

ν + 8 (∇ν∇ρf (ϕ))Rρ
µ

− 8 (gκρ∇κ∇ρf (ϕ)) (4Rµν − 2Rgµν)− 8 (∇κ∇ρf (ϕ))
(
Rρκgµν −R ρ σ

µ ν

)
, (5)
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We observe that when f (ϕ) is a constant, TG
µν = 0, and when f (ϕ) is a linear function

f = f0ϕ, it follows

TG
µν (f (ϕ) → f0ϕ) = −4 (∇µ∇νϕ)R + 8 (∇µ∇ρϕ)R

ρ
ν + 8 (∇ν∇ρϕ)R

ρ
µ

− 8 (gκρ∇κ∇ρϕ) (4Rµν − 2Rgµν)− 8 (∇κ∇ρϕ)
(
Rρκgµν −R ρ σ

µ ν

)
. (6)

The Bianchi identity leads to the conservation equation [16]

gµν∇µ∇νϕ+ V (ϕ) + f,ϕG+∇µ (f (ϕ) ρm)u
µ + g (ϕ) (ρm + pm)∇µu

µ = 0, (7)

Without loss of generality, the latter equation can be read as follows [16]

gµν∇µ∇νϕ+ V,ϕ + g,ϕG+ 2ρm∇µf (ϕ)uµ = 0, (8)

∇µ (ρm)u
µ + (ρm + pm)∇µu

µ − ρm∇µ ln (f (ϕ))uµ = 0. (9)

ρm∇µ ln (f (ϕ))uµ defines the interaction which gives the energy transfer between the scalar

field and matter. This term introduces the Chameleon mechanism for the scalar field.

Equation (8) is the modified Klein-Gordon equation for the phantom scalar field. We

observe that the mass of the scalar field depends on the potential function V (ϕ), the energy

density ρm of the matter, and the Gauss-Bonnet scalar G. The theory depends on three

unknown functions: the scalar field potential V (ϕ), the Gauss-Bonnet coupling function

f (ϕ), and the Chameleon mechanism g (ϕ).

To assess the cosmological viability of the above model and investigate its potential

to unify the early-time and late-time acceleration phases of the universe, we performed a

detailed phase-space analysis of the field equations for an isotropic and spatially flat FLRW

background geometry.

3. FLRW UNIVERSE

On very large scales, the Universe is considered to be described by the isotropic and

homogeneous spatially flat FLRW geometry with line element

ds2 = −N2 (t) dt2 + a2 (t)
(
dx2 + dy2 + dz2

)
, (10)

where a (t) is the scale factor and describes the radius of the universe, N (t) is a lapse

function. For the commoving observer uµ = δµt , the expansion rate is calculated θ = 3H,

where H = 1
N

ȧ
a
is the Hubble function, and ȧ = da

dt
.
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For the matter source, we consider it to be described by an isotropic, pressure-less fluid

source, which corresponds to the dark matter of the Universe. In this case, the Lagrangian

function is given by Lm = ρm0a
−3.

Thus, from the gravitational Action Integral (1) For the latter line element, we define the

point-like Lagrangian [25]

L
(
N, a, ȧ, ϕ, ϕ̇

)
= − 1

N

(
3aȧ2 +

1

2
a3ϕ̇2

)
−N

(
a3 V (ϕ) + g (ϕ) ρm0

)
+

8

N3
f,ϕȧ

3ϕ̇, (11)

The cosmological field equations are derived from the variation of the Lagrangian with

respect to the dynamical variables N , a, and ϕ.

The variation with respect to the scale factor a and the scalar field ϕ results in second-

order ordinary differential equations, while the variation with respect to the lapse function

N provides the constraint equation.

Without loss of generality, we assume N (t) = 1, and the cosmological field equations

take the form [25]

0 = 3H2 +
1

2
ϕ̇2 − V (ϕ) + g (ϕ) ρm0a

−3 − 24 f,ϕHϕ̇, (12)

0 = 2Ḣ + 3H2 − 1

2
ϕ̇2 − V (ϕ)− 16

(
H2 + Ḣ

)
Hf,ϕϕ̇− 8H

(
ϕ̇2f,ϕϕ + f,ϕϕ̈

)
, (13)

0 = ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇− V,ϕ − 24Hf,ϕ

(
H2 + Ḣ

)
− g,ϕρm0a

−3. (14)

The field equations can be written in the equivalent form

3H2 = ρeff , (15)

2Ḣ + 3H2 = −peff , (16)

in which

ρeff = −1

2
ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ)− g (ϕ) ρm0a

−3 + 24 f,ϕHϕ̇, (17)

and

peff =
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ) + 16

(
H2 + Ḣ

)
Hf,ϕϕ̇+ 8H

(
ϕ̇2f,ϕϕ + f,ϕϕ̈

)
. (18)

In the following for the scalar field potential, we assume that V (ϕ) = V0e
λϕ, where in the

case λ = 0, V (ϕ) describes the cosmological constant.

We employ dimensionless variables to rewrite the field equations in the equivalent form

of an algebraic-differential system of first-order differential equations. To understand the

evolution of the physical variables and reconstruct the cosmological history provided by this
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gravitational model, we investigate the existence of asymptotic solutions within the phase

space.

Specifically, we calculate the stationary points of the field equations and analyze their

stability properties. Each stationary point corresponds to a distinct epoch in cosmic evolu-

tion.

Now, consider the cosmological scenario where f (ϕ) is a linear function, f (ϕ) = f0ϕ,

and g (ϕ) = e2βϕ, an exponential function as described by the Chameleon mechanism or

equivalently by the Weyl-integrable spacetime.

In this case, the components of the effective cosmological fluid are expressed as [25]

ρeff = −1

2
ϕ̇2 + V0e

λϕ − ρm0e
2βa−3 + 24f0Hϕ̇, (19)

peff =
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V0e

λϕ + 16f0

(
H2 + Ḣ

)
Hϕ̇+ 8Hf0ϕ̈. (20)

and the equation of motion for the scalar field (14) becomes

0 = ϕ̈+ 3Hϕ̇− λV0e
λϕ − 24Hf0

(
H2 + Ḣ

)
− 2βe2β0ϕρm0a

−3. (21)

4. DYNAMICAL SYSTEM ANALYSIS IN THE HUBBLE NORMALIZATION

We shall now consider the following dimensionless variables within the Hubble normal-

ization approach [43, 44]

η2 =
H2

1 +H2
, y2 =

V (ϕ)

(1 +H2)
, x =

ϕ̇√
(1 +H2)

, Ωm =
ρm0a

−3e2βϕ

1 +H2
(22)

and

λ =
V ′ (ϕ)

V (ϕ)
,Γ(λ) =

V (ϕ)V ′′ (ϕ)

(V ′ (ϕ))2
(23)

Using them and combining with equation (12) we obtain our constraint equation, namely:

Ωm =
x2

2
− y2 + 3η2 − 24f0

xη3

1− η2
(24)

For the exponential potential of the form V = V0e
λϕ, we have that Γ = 1 and λ = const.

Thus, we end with the three-dimensional autonomous system that describes the dynamics

of this model, which is the following
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dx

d ln a
=

1

4 (−1 + 2η2 + (−1 + 96f 2
0 ) η

4 − 8f0xη (−1 + η2))
×(

− 2y2
(
−1 + η2

) (
− 2λ+ 2 (−12f0 + λ) η2 + xη

(
1 + 16f0λ+ (−1 + 8f0λ) η

2
) )

+ η
(
− 48f0η

3
(
−1 + η2

)
+ x3

(
−1 + η2

)2
+ 8f0x

2η
(
−15 + 13η2 + 2η4

)
+ 6x

(
2− 5η2 + 4η4 +

(
−1 + 64f 2

0

)
η6
) )

− 8β
(
−1 + η2

) (
−1 + η2 + 4f0xη

(
2 + η2

))
Ωm

)
(25)

dy

d ln a
=

1

2
y

(
λx+

(
η
(
16f0xη

3
(
−1 + η2

)
+x2

(
−1 + η2

)2−2y2
(
−1 + η2

) (
1 + (−1 + 8f0λ) η

2
)

+ 2η2
(
− 3 + 6η2 + 3

(
−1 + 64f 2

0

)
η4 − 16f0β

(
−1 + η2

)
Ωm

)))
/(

2
(
− 1 + 2η2 +

(
−1 + 96f 2

0

)
η4 − 8f0xη

(
−1 + η2

) )))
(26)

dη

d ln a
=

(−1 + η2)
(
+ 2η2

(
− 3 + 6η2 + 3 (−1 + 64f 2

0 ) η
4 − 16f0β (−1 + η2) Ωm

))
4
(
− 1 + 2η2 + (−1 + 96f 2

0 ) η
4 − 8f0xη (−1 + η2)

)
+

−2y2 (−1 + η2) (1 + (−1 + 8f0λ) η
2) + 16f0xη

3 (−1 + η2) + x2 (−1 + η2)
2

4
(
− 1 + 2η2 + (−1 + 96f 2

0 ) η
4 − 8f0xη (−1 + η2)

) (27)

While the expression for the equation of state parameter can be written as

weff =
64f0xη

3 (−1 + η2) + x2 (−1 + η2)
2 − 32f0η

2
(
6f0η

4 + β (−1 + η2) Ωm

)
6η2
(
− 1 + 2η2 + (−1 + 96f 2

0 ) η
4 − 8f0xη (−1 + η2)

)
− −2y2 (−1 + η2) (1 + (−1 + 8f0λ) η

2)

6η2
(
− 1 + 2η2 + (−1 + 96f 2

0 ) η
4 − 8f0xη (−1 + η2)

) (28)

Proceeding with the dynamical analysis, we obtain the system’s critical points corre-

sponding to different cosmic eras. The results are presented in Table I. In the following

lines, we discuss the physical properties of asymptotic solutions at stationary points.
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TABLE I: Stationary points in the Hubble normalization.

Point (x,y, η) Existence weff Acceleration Attractor

P0 (0, 0, 0) Always Undefined False False

P−
1 (0, 0,−1) Always −1

3 False True

P+
1 (0, 0, 1) Always −1

3 False False

P−
2

(
− 1

6β , 0,−1
)

β ̸= 0 −5
9 True False

P+
2

(
1
6β , 0, 1

)
β ̸= 0 −5

9 True False

P+
3

(
3
√

2
15−20

√
30f0

, 0,−
√

3
3−4

√
30f0

)
f0 <

√
3
10

4 −1 de Sitter False

P−
3

(
−3
√

2
15−20

√
30f0

, 0,
√

3
3−4

√
30f0

)
f0 <

√
3
10

4 −1 de Sitter True in regions

P−
4

(
−3
√

2
15+20

√
30f0

, 0,
√

3
3+4

√
30f0

)
f0 > −

√
3
10

4 −1 de Sitter False

P+
4

(
−3
√

2
15+20

√
30f0

, 0,
√

3
3+4

√
30f0

)
f0 > −

√
3
10

4 −1 de Sitter True in regions

P−
5

(
− 3

√
−3+8β2

2β
√

−3+8β(8f0+β)
, 0,−

√
−3+8β2√

−3+8β(8f0+β)

)
some regions −1 de Sitter False

P+
5

(
3
√

−3+8β2

2β
√

−3+8β(8f0+β)
, 0,

√
−3+8β2√

−3+8β(8f0+β)

)
some regions −1 de Sitter True in regions

P−
6

(
0,
√

3λ
−8f0+λ ,−

√
λ

−8f0+λ

)
some regions −1 de Sitter False

P+
6 (0,

√
3λ

−8f0+λ ,
√

λ
−8f0+λ) some regions −1 de Sitter True in regions

The point P0 corresponds to an empty universe, the Minkowski space, and the point

describes an unstable solution.

P−
1 describes a universe that is dominated by the Gauss-Bonnet scalar, the asymptotic

solution is a stable scaling solution with weff = −1
3
and eigenvalues (−2,−1,−1).

On the other hand, point P−
1 with weff = −1

3
describes the same physical solution as

P−
1 , but the point is unstable since its eigenvalues are ( 1, 1, 2 ).

Stationary point P−
2 describes a universe where interaction exists, the effective equation

of state parameter is weff = −5
9
which describes an accelerating universe and its eigenvalues

are
(
−4

3
, 1,−8β+λ

12β

)
from where we infer that the point is always saddle.

Similarly, point P+
2 has the same physical properties with P−

2 , the eigenvalues are(
8
3
, 3, 16β−λ

12β

)
, from where infer that P+

2 is a source for 16β−λ
12β

> 0, otherwise is a saddle

point.

The existence condition for point P+
3 , is f0 < 1

4

√
3
10
, the asymptotic solution de-
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scribes the de Sitter universe, that is, weff = −1. The eigenvalues are calculated to be

(
3
√

− 1
A
(B−C)

5f0A
,
3
√

− 1
A
(B+C)

5f0A
,
3
√

− 1
A
λ

√
10

), where A = −3 + 4
√
30f0, B = −15

√
3f0 + 60

√
10f 2

0 −

3
√
10f0β+40

√
3f 2

0β, C =
√

90f 2
0β

2 − 240
√
30f 3

0β
2 + 4800f 4

0β
2. Hence, the stationary point

is an attractor for B − C > 0, B + C > 0 and λ < 0. It follows that P+
3 is a source for{

β > −1
2

√
15
2
, λ > 0 : f0 <

1
4

√
3
10
, f0 ̸= 0

}
, otherwise it is a saddle point.

Furthermore, point P−
3 has the same existence condition and effective equation of state pa-

rameter with point P+
3 ; however, the eigenvalues are (

−3
√

− 1
A
(B+C)

5f0A
,
3
√

− 1
A
(−B+C)

5f0A
,−3

√
− 1

A
λ

√
10

)

from where we infer that the point is an attractor for B − C < 0, B + C < 0 and λ > 0,

that is, P−
3 is an attractor for the region where P+

3 is a source.

Point P+
4 it is real for f0 > −

√
3
10

4
, and describes a de Sitter universe,

that is, weff = −1, the stability condition gives that the point is stable for{
β < 1

2

√
15
2
, λ < 0 : |f0| < 1

4

√
3
10
, f0 ̸= 0

}
.

On the other hand, the stationary point P−
4 always describes an unstable de Sitter solu-

tion.

The stationary points P+
5 and P−

5 describes de Sitter solutions with nonzero inter-

acting term. The points are real when the free parameters are constrained as follows(
f0 <

3−8β2

64β
, β < −

√
3
8
, : 0 < β <

√
3
8

)
or
(
f0 >

3−8β2

64β
, −

√
3
8
< β < 0, :

√
3
8
< β

)
.

Stationary point P−
5 describes always an unstable solution, while P+

5 is an attractor when(
f0 < 0, λ > 0 : −β1 < β < −

√
15

8
, − β2 < β < −

√
3

8

)
,

(
0 < f0 <

3− 8β2

64β
, λ > 0 : −β1 < β < −

√
15

8
, − β2 < β < −

√
3

8

)
,

(
f0 > 0, λ < 0 :

√
15

8
< β < β1,

√
3

8
< β < β2

)
,

where β1 =

√
42(43+4

√
74)

28
and β2 =

√
42(43−4

√
74)

28
.

Finally, the two stationary points P+
6 and P−

6 are real, when λf0 < 0. These stationary

points describe de Sitter solutions. The eigenvalue analysis reveals that P+
6 is an attractor

for f0 < 0 and 0 < λ <
√

6
17
, while under the same conditions, point P−

6 acts as a source.

Otherwise, these stationary points behave as saddle points.

In the Hubble normalization approach, the dynamical variables are not compactified,

meaning that they can also take values in the infinite regime. The analysis we presented
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FIG. 1: ”x”, ”y” Phase-space on the surface η = −1, assuming f0 → 10, β → 1
5
, λ → 1

FIG. 2: ”x”, ”η” Phase-space on the surface y = 0, assuming f0 → −10, β → 1
5
, λ → 1

considers only the finite regime of the dynamical variables. It is necessary to employ com-

pactified variables to understand the evolution and behavior of the solutions at infinity.

Instead of introducing compactified variables within the Hubble normalization approach, we

continue our study by defining new dimensionless variables that are compactified.
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5. DYNAMICAL SYSTEM ANALYSIS IN MATTER-SCALAR FIELD

NORMALIZATION

We consider a new set of dimensionless variables which were introduced recently in [45],

for analyzing phantom-scalar field dynamics.

Specifically, we introduce the dimensionless variables:

χ =
ϕ̇

D
, ζ2 =

V (ϕ)

D2
, ωm =

ρme
2βϕ

D2
, r =

H

D
, Φ =

f0
D2

(29)

where function D is defined as

D =

√
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ) + ρme2βϕ. (30)

In terms of these variables, the constraint equation reads

ωm = 3r2 (1− 8rxΦ) +
1

2
χ2 − ζ2. (31)

Variables χ and ζ are compactified and constrained by −
√
2 ≤ χ ≤

√
2, and 0 ≤ ζ ≤ 1.

Moreover, from the definition of the dimensionless variables, the constraint equation

follows
1

2
χ2 + ζ2 + ωm = 1. (32)

By definition, D ̸= 0, meaning there will always be a matter contribution in the solution.

Consequently, this normalization does not recover solutions without contribution from the

matter term in the cosmological fluid. On the other hand, it enables the determination of

stationary points that describe scaling solutions, where the kinetic term of the scalar field

contributes to the cosmological fluid.

We introduce the new independent variable dt = Ddσ, and the field equations reads

dχ

dσ
= χ

d

dσ

(
1

D

)
+

−λζ2 + 12r4Φ− 6r2 (5χ2 + 2ζ2) Φ− 2βωm + rχ (3 + 8Φ (λζ2 + 2βωm))

8rΦ (χ+ 12r3Φ)− 1
,

(33)

dζ

dσ
= ζ

d

dσ

(
1

D

)
+

λ

2
χζ, (34)

dr

dσ
= r

d

dσ

(
1

D

)
− 1

4

χ2 + 2ζ2 + 2r2 (8Φ (λζ2 − χr + 24r4Φ + 2βωm)− 3)

8rΦ (χ+ 12r3Φ)− 1
, (35)

dΦ

dσ
= −2Φ

d

dσ

(
1

D

)
, (36)
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where

2

D

dD

dσ
= λχζ2 − (3r − 2βχ)ωm (37)

+
χ (−λζ2 + 12r4Φ− 6r2 (5χ2 + 2ζ2) Φ− 2βωm + rχ (3 + 8Φ (λζ2 + 2βωm)))

8rΦ (χ+ 12r3Φ)− 1
.(38)

Moreover, the equation of state parameter reads

weff =
χ2 + 2ζ2 − 64r3χΦ + 16r2Φ (λζ2 − 12r4Φ + 2βωm)

6r2 (8rΦ (χ+ 12r3Φ)− 1)
.

The stationary points of the latter dynamical system are presented in Table

We observe that all the stationary points correspond to de Sitter asymptotic solutions.

Stationary points Q±
1 and Q±

2 are analogous to points P±
3 and P±

4 in the Hubble normaliza-

tion approach. Similarly, points Q±
4 , where only the scalar field potential contributes to the

cosmic fluid, correspond to points P±
6 . Furthermore, points Q±

3 , characterized by non-zero

interaction, describe asymptotic solutions with the same physical properties as points P±
5 .

Due to this analogy, we omit the detailed presentation of the stability properties for these

points.

The most significant result of this normalization is that the stationary points at the finite

regime, that is, points where χ2 →
√
2, Q±

1 and Q±
2 and points with ζ → 1, Q±

4 describe de

Sitter solutions. There are no Big Rip or Big Crunch singularities. In other words, there

are no stationary points with weff = ±∞. We conclude that the inclusion of the Gauss-

Bonnet term in the gravitational field equations prevents the occurrence of future or past

singularities. This conclusion also holds without interaction between the scalar field and the

matter source, i.e., for β = 0.

This result contrasts with General Relativity, where in the absence of interaction, Big

Rip singularities serve as future attractors for the phantom field [37]. When the scalar field

is present, Big Rip singularities remain as stationary points but describe unstable solutions

[36].

6. CONCLUSIONS

Within the four-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet scalar field, spatially flat FLRW cos-

mology, we consider a phantom scalar field with a negative kinetic energy and a dust fluid
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TABLE II: Stationary points in the matter scalar -field normalization.

Point (ωm, χ, ζ, r,Φ) Existence weff Acceleration

Q−
1

(
0,
√
2, 0,−

√
5
3 ,−

3
20

√
3
10

)
Always −1 de Sitter

Q+
1

(
0,
√
2, 0,

√
5
3 ,−

3
20

√
3
10

)
Always −1 de Sitter

Q−
2

(
0,−

√
2, 0,−

√
5
3 ,

3
20

√
3
10

)
Always −1 de Sitter

Q+
2

(
0,−

√
2, 0,

√
5
3 ,−

3
20

√
3
10

)
Always −1 de Sitter

Q−
3

(
1 + 6

8β2−21
,− 2

3
√

8β2−21
, 0,− 4β√

3(8β2−21)
,−3(63+64β2(β2−3))

1024β2

)
Always −1 de Sitter

Q+
3

(
1 + 6

8β2−21
, 2

3
√

8β2−21
, 0, 4β√

3(8β2−21)
,−3(63+64β2(β2−3))

1024β2

)
Always −1 de Sitter

Q−
4

(
0, 0, 1,− 1√

3
,−3

8λ
)

Always −1 de Sitter

Q+
4

(
0, 0, 1, 1√

3
,−3

8λ
)

Always −1 de Sitter

that exhibits nonzero energy transfer with the scalar field. To understand how the Gauss-

Bonnet scalar modifies the behavior and evolution of the physical parameters, we perform a

detailed phase-space analysis using two different sets of dimensionless variables. The intro-

duction of these two sets of variables is essential for conducting a comprehensive phase-space

analysis and to explore the existence of stationary points in the extreme limits.

The first normalization belongs to the family of Hubble normalizations. Within these

variables, the stationary points of the cosmological field equations describe the vacuum

Minkowski solution, scaling solutions where the Gauss-Bonnet term contributes to the cos-

mological dynamics, and de Sitter solutions that can act as future attractors. Conversely, the

second set of dimensionless variables is based on a matter-scalar field normalization. This

set has been introduced to investigate the evolution of the physical properties in the extreme

limits of the scalar field components. The stationary points in this normalization include

those with nonzero contributions from both matter and the scalar field. Consequently, in

the extreme limit, only de Sitter solutions are possible, indicating the absence of asymptotic

solutions describing Big Rip or Big Crunch singularities.

Although we consider a nonzero interaction between the scalar field and the dust fluid,

the main conclusions of this work remain valid, even in the absence of the interaction term.

Specifically, in the limit where the parameter β → 0, only the stationary points P±
2 cease to

exist. Moreover, for the three free functions of the gravitational model, we consider specific
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forms that reduce the dimensionality of the field equations. However, our main conclusions

hold for other functional forms of the free functions, namely the two coupling functions

f (ϕ), g (ϕ), and the scalar field potential V (ϕ).
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