Dynamical complexity of the Teleparallel gravity
cosmology
Geovanny A. Rave-Franco
Instituto de Ciencias Nucleares, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, Circuito Exterior
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Abstract. The exploration of teleparallel gravity has been done from a dynamical systems point
of view in order to be tested against the cosmological evolution currently observed. So far, the
proposed autonomous systems have been restrictive over a constant dynamical variable, which
contains information related to the dynamics on the H0 value. It is therefore that in this paper we
consider a generalisation of the dynamical system by imposing a non-constant degree of freedom
over it which allows us to rewrite a generic autonomous dynamical analysis. We will describe the
treatment of our non-linear autonomous system by study the hyperbolic critical points and discuss
an interesting phenomenological feature in regards to H0 : the possibility to obtain a best fit value
for this parameter in a cosmological viable f (T, B) model, a mixed power law. This result allows
to present a generic scenario in which it is possible to fix constraints to alleviate H0 tension at
present time.
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1. Introduction
ΛCDM cosmology offers a very successful model structure in which to study galactic
dynamics through the prism of cold dark matter [1], whereas cosmological scale physics
is dominated by a cosmological constant [2]. Together with an inflationary epoch
[3], ΛCDM cosmology largely reproduces the correct observations measured at various
scales of the Universe. The necessity of adding both dark matter and dark energy
stems from the lack of suitable predictions from general relativity (GR) which is the
gravitational foundations of ΛCDM. Despite the success of ΛCDM as a cosmological
model, some crucial observations have started to show important tensions between the
model and observational evidence, which are apart from the well-known theoretical
problems internal to the theory [4, 5]. The prominent contention in recent years has been
the H0 tension in which local and early Universe observations predict different values
of the H0 expansion parameter [6]. Another growing tension in recent cosmological
data is related to the growth of large scale structure in the f σ8 parameter [7]. Also, a
more novel tension has been suggested wherein cosmic birefringence would be present in
the Planck Collaboration data 2018 release [8] which would pose an even more serious
problem for ΛCDM.
The growing observational tensions motivates us to explore the possible landscape
of gravitational theories beyond GR which can each be distinguished through Lovelock’s
theorem [9] which provides a clear set of criteria through which to introduce different
forms of gravity. One of these potential theories of gravity is that of teleparallel gravity
(TG) where the curvature produced by the Levi-Civita connection is replaced by the
torsion associated with the teleparallel connection [10, 11]. This novel foundation of
gravity does not depend on GR but can produce a teleparallel equivalent to general
relativity (TEGR) which is dynamically equivalent to GR in terms of its field equations
[12, 13] but that originates from a distinct action in which the Ricci scalar Lagrangian is
replaced by a torsion scalar [14, 15]. The core difference between these two Lagrangians
is that the Ricci scalar also contains total divergence terms which has the impact that
the teleparallel analogue of the Lovelock theorem will produce a much larger class of
gravitational models which retain generically second order derivatives in their field
equations [16, 17]. TG has also been shown to have a number of other attractive
features such as its likeness to a Yang-mills theory [11] giving it a strong similarity to
a particle physics theory, its potential definition of a gravitational energy-momentum
tensor [18, 19], as well as it not requiring a Gibbons-Hawking-York boundary term giving
TG a well defined Hamiltonian description, among other properties. Observationally,
TG also has a number of other attractive features [20, 21, 22, 23].
◦

In the same vein as f (R) gravity [24, 25] (over-circles denote quantities determined
using the Levi-Civita connection), TEGR can be directly generalised to f (T ) gravity
[26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32], which is a second order gravitational theory that has shown
several potentially positive observational predictions [13, 33, 14, 22, 15, 34, 35, 36, 37,
21, 38]. However, to fully embrace the generalisations offered by TG and relate this
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generalisation to f (R) gravity, we must also consider the inclusion of the boundary
(or total divergence) term, B, through f (T, B) gravity [39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 44, 45].
This relation becomes an equivalence when the arguments are combined in a particular
◦
prescribed way, namely when the limit f (T, B) = f (−T + B) = f (R) is selected.
Similar to f (T ) gravity, there have been a number of studies in this extension to TEGR
[46, 47, 43, 39, 42, 41, 44, 39, 48, 49] which have shown a number of promising results
for the theory.
TG also has a number of other extensions to TEGR such as f (T, TG ) gravity where
the TG analogue of the Gauss-Bonnet scalar is incorporated into the gravitational model
[50, 51, 52, 53]. Another recent proposal of TG was proposed in Ref.[54] where a new
term in addition to the standard Horndeski terms was introduced which was later found
to allow for a number of Horndeski models to be revived despite the recent speed of
light constraint on the propagation of gravitational waves [55]. This new realisation of
Horndeski gravity has also been explored through the parameterized post-Newtonian
(PPN) formalism [56] where it was found that most model largely survive current PPN
constraints.
Dynamical systems offers a vital approach in which the background equations
of cosmological models can be probed against cosmological observations [57]. In
this work, we probe f (T, B) gravity in the context of a homogeneous and isotropic
Universe using the Friedmann–Lemaı̂tre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) metric. This
approach has been used to explore higher order modified TG models in Ref.[58] where
a number of important reconstructions were investigated together with their dynamical
systems evolution, and where they also compare their results with Supernova type
1a data. In Ref.[41], f (T, B) gravity is directly studied in the context of Noether’s
theorem where several reconstruction approaches are explored along with some stability
conditions. Another important work where Noether’s theorem was used to determine
new solutions is Ref.[59], some of which have shown promise in terms of producing
cosmologically viable models [41]. f (T, B) gravity has also been investigated in terms
of its thermodynamics in Ref.[44], where the matter perturbation equation is derived.
Other reconstructions [60, 61] have been developed in this class of theories of gravity
where energy condition information was also provided.
In Ref.[48] a number of literature f (T, B) gravity models were fitted using cosmic
chronometers, supernova and baryonic acoustic oscillation data which resulted in model
parameter constraints. In Ref.[49], the viable models were explored in terms of their
dynamical systems. One of these realisations was the mixed power law model where
the torsion scalar and boundary term are coupled with independent indices. This is
interesting because it is one of the core studied models in literature that is novel from
◦
f (R) gravity, i.e. that cannot be produced by any choice of this free function. However,
due to the complexity of the ensuing dynamical system, one of the dynamical variables
had been set to be a constant which overly constrained the ensuing system. In this
work, we have found an approach in which this assumption does not need to be taken
and the fully autonomous dynamical system can be explored for this model. The paper
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is structured as follows: in section 2, we develop the technical details of f (T, B) gravity
and provide the background cosmology equations. The dynamical system is then defined
in section 3 for the mixed power law model of f (T, B) gravity. It is this section that we
generalise the dynamical variable from being a constant. In section 4, we describe the
dynamical systems treatment in further detail and expose the hyperbolic critical points
of the system. The possibility of reducing the H0 tension is discussed in section 5 where
we obtain a best fit value for this observational parameter. Finally, in section 6, we
summarise our core results and provide a discussion of these results.
2. f (T, B) cosmology
TG is built on the exchange of the curvature associated with the Levi-Civita connection
Γ̊σµν (we use over-circles to denote quantities calculated with the Levi-Civita connection
throughout) with the torsion linked to the teleparallel connection Γσµν [13, 12]. GR and
its modifications are principally built from scalars based on the Riemann tensor [5].
However, the Riemann tensor identically vanishes when the teleparallel connection is
used since it is curvatureless and satisfies metricity.
The construction of the teleparallel connection is formulated by building the metric
tensor gµν from tetrad fields eAµ (and its inverses EA µ ) [11]. In this setting, Latin
indices refer to local Minkowski space coordinates while Greek indices refer to the general
manifold, where the tetrad components solder both spaces together and provide a direct
approach to transform indices between these manifolds. These concepts come together
in the relations that produce the metric tensor from the tetrad fields which takes the
form
gµν = eAµ eB ν ηAB , ηAB = EA µ EB ν gµν ,

(1)

where the tetrads satisfy orthogonality conditions
eAµ EB µ = δAB , eAµ EA ν = δµν ,

(2)

for internal consistency. Then, the teleparallel connection can be defined as [10]
Γσνµ := EA σ ∂µ eAν + EA σ ω ABµ eB ν ,

(3)

where ω ABµ represents the spin connection. The spin connection appears in the
connection to sustain the general covariance of the ensuing theories [62]. The
components of the spin connection are totally inertial and represent the local Lorentz
transformations (LLTs) [11, 63]. Naturally, one may choose a Lorentz frame in which the
spin connection components vanish which is called the Weitzenböck gauge. However, one
must be careful when applying this gauge in order to not lose diffeomorphism invariance
of the equations of motion.
Taking the same rationale as GR where scalars are built from the Riemann tensor,
TG theories are constructed using contractions of the torsion tensor defined as [12, 13]
T σµν := −2Γσ[µν] ,

(4)
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where square brackets denote the usual antisymmetric operator. The torsion tensor
represents the field strength of TG, and can produce a number of other measures of
torsion [11]. There exists a particular choice of quadratic contractions of the torsion
tensor called the torsion scalar defined as
1
1
(5)
T := T σµν Tσ µν + T σµν T νµσ − T σµσ T νµν ,
4
2
◦

which is the TG analogue of the standard gravity Ricci scalar R. The introduction
of torsion scalar is necessary because the Ricci scalar identically vanishes when the
◦
teleparallel connection is assumed, i.e. R = 0.
Calculating the Ricci scalar in both connections leads to a revealing relation from
which the torsion scalar emerges, namely [64, 65]
◦

R = R + T − 2B = 0 ,

(6)

˚ µ (T µ ) is a boundary term, and e = det eA = √−g is the
where B := 1e ∂µ (eT µ ) = ∇
µ
tetrad determinant. Hence, a teleparallel equivalent of general relativity (TEGR) action
can be written as
Z
Z
1
4
STEGR = − 2 d x eT + d4 x eLm ,
(7)
2κ


where κ2 = 8πG and Lm is the regular matter Lagrangian, which are guaranteed to
reproduce the Einstein equations.
The boundary term plays no role in the ensuing TEGR field equations as one
would expect. However, in standard gravity GR the boundary term is the reason why
many modified theories of gravity turn out to be fourth order in their field equations,
◦
such as in f (R) gravity [66, 25]. Thus, in TG, we decouple the second and fourth
order contributions to the field equations. In the context of the central role that
the torsion scalar and the boundary term play in TG and its relation to GR, the
generalization of TEGR to f (T, B) gravity has gained significant momentum in recent
years [67, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 44, 45]. The theory has an associated action
Z
Z
1
4
Sf (T,B) = 2 d x ef (T, B) + d4 x eLm .
(8)
2κ
◦

where it is important to note that f (T, B) = f (−T + B) = f (R), but more generally
◦
f (T, B) 6= f (R).
In the present work, we work in a flat Friedmann-Lemaı̂tre-Robertson-Walker
(FLRW) Universe where the tetrad field
eAµ = diag(1, a(t), a(t), a(t)) ,

(9)

tuns out to be compatible with the Weitzenböck gauge in f (T, B) gravity [44, 68, 69],
and where a(t) is the scale factor. Through Eq.(1), this leads directly to the regular
FLRW metric
ds2 = dt2 − a(t)2 (dx2 + dy 2 + dz 2 ) .

(10)
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Through the definitions of the torsion scalar and boundary term, it follows that for
a flat FLRW scenario
T = 6H 2 ,

B = 6(3H 2 + Ḣ) ,

(11)
◦

which together reproduce the Ricci scalar, i.e. R = −T + B = 6(Ḣ + 2H 2 ). These
scalars contribute to produce the f (T, B) gravity Friedmann equations
1
(12)
− 3H 2 (3fB + 2fT ) + 3H f˙B − 3ḢfB + f = κ2 ρ ,
2


1
− 3H 2 + Ḣ (3fB + 2fT ) − 2H f˙T + f¨B + f = −κ2 P ,
(13)
2
where overdots refer to derivatives with respect to cosmic time t, and where ρ and P
respectively represent the energy density and pressure of matter.
In order to better explore the contributions from the modified Lagrangian, we
consider f (T, B) gravity as an effective fluid that appears in addition to TEGR through
f (T, B) → −T + f˜(T, B). Using this setting, the f (T, B) Friedmann equations can be
written as
3H 2
2

= κ2 (ρ + ρeff ) ,
2

3H + 2Ḣ = − κ (P + Peff ) ,

(14)
(15)

where the effective energy density and pressure terms take the form


1
(16)
κ2 ρeff := 3H 2 3f˜B + 2f˜T − 3H f˜˙B + 3Ḣ f˜B + f˜ ,
2



1
(17)
κ2 Peff := − f˜ − 3H 2 + Ḣ 3f˜B + 2f˜T − 2H f˜˙T + f¨˜B .
2
An interesting property of this effective fluid is that it continues to observe
continuity equation
ρ̇eff + 3H (ρeff + Peff ) = 0 ,
and also defines an effective equation of state (EoS) parameter
Peff
ωeff :=
ρeff
f¨˜B − 3H f˜˙B − 2Ḣ f˜T − 2H f˜˙T


= −1+
.
2
˜
˜
3H 3fB + 2fT − 3H f˜˙B + 3Ḣ f˜B − 21 f˜

(18)

(19)
(20)

As expected, this limits to the ΛCDM model when f (T, B) is a constant.
3. Generic f (T, B) cosmological dynamical system
In our previous work [67] it was noted that the mixed power law model
f (T, B) = f0 B k T m ,

(21)

leads to a degeneration in the dynamical variables, which allow us to study the general
case of λ = HḦ3 and still working with an autonomous dynamical system. In fact, since
k
f
k
Wk
k
X = fB = kf0 B k−1 T m = f =
f=
=−
,
(22)
2
Ḣ
2
B
6H 3 + 2
3+Z
6(3H + Ḣ)
H
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0

with X = fB , W = − 6Hf 2 and Z = HH , where the prime denotes the derivative with
respect to N = ln a. It can be noted that X is not an independent variable, and it
depends on W and Z, with the restriction Z 6= −3. This corresponds to a non-vanishing
boundary term B 6= 0, since B = 6H 2 (3 + Z).
Under the same reasoning, it is easy to show that Y = fB0 is not an independent
variable. Then, using the second Friedmann equation it is possible obtain the derivative
d
λ in terms of Z, W, λ and close the dynamical system. Nevertheless, in doing so, it is
dN
possible but cumbersome to actually solve the system but this would require a different
approach. From Eq.(22) it is required that Z 6= −3, where it is then possible to isolate
W
X
(23)
W = − (Z + 3) ,
k
then, instead of considering Z, W and λ as dependent variables, we consider X, Y and
Z as independent variables and W , λ as dependent ones. This approach is equivalent
to the other one but easier to work with in practical terms. In fact, a direct calculation
using Eq.(23) and its derivative, shows that λ = HḦ3 can be rewritten as


Y (Z + 3)
1
2
6kZ + 2(m − 1)(Z + 3)Z −
+ 2Z
.
(24)
λ=
1−k
X
Therefore, if we consider a Universe filled with two fluids ρ = ρω + ρr where ρω is a
perfect fluid in which the EoS ω does not necessarily vanish, and ρr is the EoS for
radiation, then the independent dynamical variables are
H0
Ḣ
κρr
= 2 , V ≡ Ωr ≡
.
(25)
H
H
3H 2
In this context, the Friedmann equations can be recast in terms of a dynamical system
given through the set of couple differential equations
X ≡ fB ,

Y = fB0 ,

Z=

Z 0 = λ − 2Z 2 ,

(26)

X0 = Y ,
0

Y = − 3ωΩω − V + 3W + (9 + 3Z)X + fT (6 + 2Z) +

(27)
2fT0

− ZY − 3 − 2Z , (28)

0

V = − 4V − 2ZV ,

(29)

where fT = −mW , W and λ given by Eqs.(23) and Eq.(24) respectively, and
Ωω = 1 − V − Ωef f ,

(30)

where
Ωef f = (3 + Z)X + 2fT − Y + W .
The critical point of the dynamical system is


k
x∗ = (Z, X, Y, V ) = 0,
, 0, 0 ,
3(k + 2m − 1)

(31)

(32)
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and the stability matrix evaluated at the critical point is

9(k+2m−1)
6m
− k−1
−6
0
0
(k−1)k

0
0
1
0

M|x∗ =  2m
9(ω+1)(k+2m−1)
6m
 − k−1 + ω − 1
− 3ω 3ω − 1
k
k−1
0
0
0
−4
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.


(33)

The eigenvalues of Eq.(33) are given by
µ1 = − 4 ,


√
α
3
1+
,
µ2 = −
2
k(k − 1)


√
α
3
1−
,
µ3 = −
2
k(k − 1)
µ4 = − 3(1 + ω) ,

(34)
(35)
(36)
(37)

where α = (k − 1)k (9k 2 + 24(k − 1)m − 17k + 16m2 + 8). In order to obtain a stable
critical point using linear theory [70, 71], we have to determine what values of ω, k
and m make the real part of the eigenvalues vanish, i.e. make the critical point nonhyperbolic. From µ4 , we observe that the value ω = −1 lead us to a non-hyperbolic
critical point, then the condition ω 6= −1 is required.
On the other hand, observe that if α < 0 then all eigenvalues have non-vanishing real
parts, therefore lets focus on the case α > 0 that makes all eigenvalues real. Considering
each eigenvalue in turn
• µ2 = 0:
(i)
(ii)
• µ3 = 0:
(i)
(ii)
(iii)

1
0 < m < ∧ (k = 1 − 2m ∨ k = 1 − m) .
2
1
≤ m < 1 ∧ k = 1 − m.
2
m < 0 ∧ (k = 1 − m ∨ k = 1 − 2m) .
1
< m ≤ 1 ∧ k = 1 − 2m .
2
m > 1 ∧ (k = 1 − 2m ∨ k = 1 − m) .

(38)
(39)
(40)
(41)
(42)

Now, let us examine the conditions over ω, k and m which provide a stable critical
point. The region of any kind of instability (saddle-like or repulsor-like) are not going to
be stated explicitly since, as we shall see later, the critical point is a de Sitter acceleration
phase, then any kind of instability of the critical point is not supported by observations.
As stated earlier, the condition that α ≤ 0 gives, without any further condition, a
stable critical point and, based on the eigenvalue µ4 , in order to have a stable hyperbolic
critical point, the inequality ω > −1 is a necessary condition. Hence any kind of ghostlike fluid generates an inevitable instability. The conditions over k and m such that
α ≤ 0 are
1
(i)
m ≤ − ∧ 0 < k < 1.
(43)
48

Dynamical complexity of the Teleparallel gravity cosmology

9

(ii)
1
<m<0∧
−
 48
1
1√
1
0 < k ≤ (17 − 24m) −
48m + 1 ∨ (17 − 24m)
18
18
18

1√
+
48m + 1 ≤ k < 1 .
18
(iii)

m=0∧0<k ≤

8
.
9

(44)

(45)

(iv)
1
0<m< ∧
2

1
1√
1
0 ≤ k ≤ (17 − 24m) −
48m + 1 ∨ (17 − 24m)
18
18
18

1√
+
48m + 1 ≤ k ≤ 1 .
18
(v)

m=

1 5
∧ ≤ k < 1.
2 9

(46)

(47)

(vi)
1
<m<1∧
2

1√
1
1
(17 − 24m) −
48m + 1 ≤ k < 0 ∨ (17 − 24m)
18
18
18

√
1
+
48m + 1 ≤ k < 1 .
18
(vii)

7
m = 1 ∧ − ≤ k < 1.
9

(48)

(49)

(viii)
m>1∧

1
1
1√
(17 − 24m) −
48m + 1 ≤ k ≤ (17 − 24m)
18
18
18

1√
+
48m + 1 ∨ 0 < k < 1 .
18

(50)

Now, the condition α > 0 leads to a set of real eigenvalues, then to determine
the stability of the critical point, we have to analyse the regions such that µ2 < 0 and
µ3 < 0. These regions are
1
(i)
m ≤ − ∧ 1 − m < k < 1 − 2m .
(51)
48
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(ii)
1
<m≤0∧
−
48
1
1
1√
1√
48m + 1 < k < (17 − 24m) +
48m + 1 ∨
(17 − 24m) −
18
18
18
18
1 − m < k < 1 − 2m ,

(52)

(iii)
1
0<m≤ ∧
2

1
1√
(17 − 24m) −
48m + 1 < k < 1 − 2m∨
18
18

1
1√
1 − m < k < (17 − 24m) +
48m + 1 ,
18
18

(53)

(iv)
1
<m≤1∧
2

(54)

1√
1
48m + 1∨
(17 − 24m) −
18
18

1
1√
1 − m < k < (17 − 24m) +
48m + 1 ,
18
18
1 − 2m < k <

(v)
m>1∧

1
1√
1 − 2m < k < (17 − 24m) −
48m + 1∨
18
18

1√
1
(17 − 24m) +
48m + 1 < k < 1 − m .
18
18

(55)

The regions different to the aforementioned values lead to either saddle-like instability
or repulsor-like instability.
While evaluating the density parameter of the effective fluid in Eq.(31) at the critical
point, it is straightforward to find that
Ωef f = 1 ,

(56)

and Ωr = 0, Ωω = 0. Therefore, the critical point corresponds to an effective fluid
dominated era, and since Z = 0 at the critical point and Z = HḢ2 , then H = H0 ,
which corresponds to a de Sitter Universe. Actually, when evaluating the deceleration
...
parameter q = −äa/ȧ2 and the jerk parameter j = a /aH 3 at the critical point, we
obtain
q = −1 ,

j = 1,

(57)
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Figure 1. Two dimensional phase portrait of the dynamical system Eq.(29) for m = −2/5,
k
k = 1/2 and ω = 0 with X = 3(−1+k+2m)
, V = 0. Here we notice the attractor nature of the
critical point of the 4D dynamical system.

respectively. Here, it is important to point out that this is radically difference to our
previous result in Ref.[49]. It was shown in Ref.[67] that the mixed power law model,
when considering λ as a constant, the critical points corresponded to a matter-dominated
era, therefore, when turning on λ to change dynamically, the matter-dominated critical
points are shifted to a single de Sitter point. Therefore, the mixed power law model is
able to recover a late-time accelerated Universe as an attractor point. In Fig.(1) a two
dimensional phase portrait of the dynamical system from Eq.(29) is shown.
4. Linearised f (T, B) solutions near the critical point
Consider an autonomous dynamical system of the form
ẋ = f (x) ,

(58)

where x ∈ Rn , x0 is a critical point of the system and f ∈ C r (Ux0 ), r ≥ 1 with Ux0 a
neighbourhood of x0 . Since f ∈ C r (Ux0 ) we could approximate f in the neighbourhood
Ux0 by a Taylor polynomial, then we have that the autonomous dynamical system is
ẋ = f (x) ≈ f (x0 ) + M(x0 )(x − x0 )T + O(||x − x0 ||2 ) ,

(59)

where M(x0 ) = Df (x0 ) is the stability matrix or Jacobian matrix evaluated at the
critical point x = x0 . Since x0 is a critical point f (x0 ) = 0, then, near the critical point,
the generally non-linear autonomous dynamical system in Eq.(58) can be approximated
by the linear system
ẋ ≈ M(x0 )(x − x0 )T .

(60)

This result was actually proven by Hartmann and Grobmann separately and it is known
as the Hartmann-Grobmann theorem [70, 72] or the linearisation theorem. This states
that if x0 is a hyperbolic critical point of the non-linear dynamical system Eq.(58) then
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the dynamical system and its linearisation Eq.(60) are topologically equivalent, i.e. there
exists an homeomorphism H : Ux0 → V , where V is an open set containing the origin,
mapping trajectories of Eq.(58) in Ux0 onto trajectories of Eq.(60) in V and preserves
orientation in the sense that if a trajectory is directed from p1 to p2 in Ux0 , then its
image is directed from H(p1 ) to H(p2 ) in V . An even more powerful theorem was proven
only by Hartmann and states that if f ∈ C 2 (Ux0 ) and the critical point is hyperbolic,
then it is possible to find a C 1 -diffeomorphism between the non-linear dynamical system
and its linearisation, thus the differential structure near the critical point is preserved.
The latter theorem allows us to study the linearised solution of the dynamical system
Eq.(29) when the Universe is near to an accelerated de Sitter expansion. Moreover, this
solution is not a condition for a stable critical point, wherever the case, this should be
confronted with observational data. A similar approach was made in Ref.[73] in the
context of Brans-Dicke cosmology. Notice that the vector function defined by the right
hand side part of the dynamical system in Eq.(29) is of class C ∞ over a neighbourhood
of the critical point in Eq.(32) where k 6= 0, then it is possible to use the linearisation
theorems. The linearisation of the dynamical system Eq.(29) in a neighbourhood of the
k
e ≡X−
, is
critical point Eq.(32), defining X
3(k+2m−1)
 



9(k+2m−1)
6m
− k−1
−6
0
0
Z0
Z
(k−1)k
 e0  
 e 
0
0
1
0
 X  
 X 
 . (61)
 0  =  2m

9(ω+1)(k+2m−1)
6m
 Y   − k−1 + ω − 1
− 3ω 3ω − 1   Y 
k
k−1
V0
V
0
0
0
−4
To obtain non-complex solutions for the Hubble parameter, in the next subsections we
analyse the following two cases: α ≥ 0 and α < 0.
4.1. Case α ≥ 0
If α ≥ 0 the solutions of the linearisation Eq.(61) are given by


 
√
3
α
−3N (ω+1)
−4N
Z(N ) ≈ be
+ Fe
+ c exp −
1+
N
2
k(k − 1)

 

√
3
α
+ d exp −
1−
N ,
2
k(k − 1)
k
X(N ) ≈
3(k + 2m − 1)
 2bke−3N (ω+1) (kω − k − 2m − ω + 1)
1
−
−
+
18(k + 2m − 1)
ω+1
h 
 i
√
√
α
3
ck ( α + k(−3k − 4m + 5) + 4m − 2) exp − 2 1 + k(k−1) N

−

k + 2m − 1
h 
√
dk ( α + k(3k + 4m − 5) − 4m + 2) exp − 32 1 −

√

α
k(k−1)



N

(62)

i

k + 2m − 1
−4N

+ F ke



(k + 3m − 1) ,

(63)
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 −3N (ω+1)
(k − 1)k
3be
(−kω + k + 2m + ω − 1)
Y (N ) ≈
9(k + 2m − 1)
k−1
h 
 i
√
√
α
3c ( α + k(−3k − 4m + 3)) exp − 23 1 + k(k−1)
N
−
+
2(k − 1)k
 i
h 
√
√
α
3
3d ( α + k(3k + 4m − 3)) exp − 2 1 − k(k−1) N
+
2(k − 1)k


6m
−4N
Fe
+2
,
k−1
V (N ) ≡ Ωr (N ) ≈ Ω0,r exp(−4N ) ,

13

(64)
(65)

with b, c, d integration constants and
18Ω0,r (k + 2m − 1)
.
(66)
+ 27km − 16k + 18m2 − 27m + 9
Notice that these solutions are only valid in a neighbourhood of the critical point,
i.e. when ||x − x0 || < ε with x = (Z, X, Y, V ). Based on these solutions, it is possible
to compute some important cosmological quantities such as functions of N = ln a.
We can see directly from the solution Eq.(65) that the evolution of the radiation
density near the critical point is
F =

7k 2

Ωr (N ) = Ω0,r exp(−4N ) ,

(67)

with Ω0,r the radiation density today. When substituting the variable N = ln a this
expression can be rewritten as
Ω0,r
Ωr (a) = 4 ,
(68)
a
which is the standard evolution of the radiation density parameter in a de Sitter Universe
with respect to the scale factor. Since the solutions are in a neighbourhood of the critical
point, every non-linear term in the cosmological parameters vanishes and then only linear
solutions remain.
The density parameter of the effective fluid is
 0
f
H
0
Ωef f = 3fB + 2fT − fB −
+
fB ,
(69)
2
6H
H
which can be written in terms of the dynamical variables as
3+Z
(3 + Z) e
X(k + 2m − 1) +
−Y ,
k
3
so that its linearised solution is


1 −3N (ω+1) (k − 1)kω
2(k + m − 1)
Ωef f ≈ 1 + be
−
− Ω0,r e−4N .
3
k + 2m − 1
ω+1
Ωef f =

(70)

(71)

Analogously, since the first Friedmann equation reads as Ωω + Ωr + Ωef f = 1, we have


1 −3N (ω+1) (k − 1)kω
2(k + m − 1)
Ωω ≈ − be
−
≡ Ω0,ω e−3N (ω+1) .
(72)
3
k + 2m − 1
ω+1
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On the other hand, we have that



 
√
3
H0
α
−3N (ω+1)
= Z(N ) ≈ be
+ c exp −
1+
N +
H
2
k(k − 1)


 
√
3
α
d exp −
1−
N + F e−4N .
2
k(k − 1)

(73)

Integrating both sides of the later equation and applying the exponential function, we
find that the linearised solution of the Hubble parameter is
−3N (ω+1)

− 32 N




√
α
+1
(k−1)k

− 32 N




√
α
+1
k−k2

H(N )
be
2ce
2de
1
 −
 √
 − F e−4N ,
≈1−
−  √
α
Hi
3(ω + 1)
4
3 (k−1)k
+1
3 k−kα2 + 1
where Hi is an integration constant.
Finally, since the EoS of the effective fluid is
f¨B − 3H f˙B − 2ḢfT − 2H f˙T
,
ωef f = −1 +
3H 2 (3fB + 2fT ) − 3H f˙B + 3ḢfB − 12 f

(74)

(75)

this EoS can be written in terms of the dynamical variables as
ωef f = −1 +

Y 0 + Y (Z − 3) − 2mXZ
(3 + Z) − 2m
[Y (3 + Z) + X(λ − 2Z 2 )]
k
k
, (76)
3 xk (3 + Z)(k + 2m − 1) − 3Y

and then, its linearised solution wil be given by
ωeff ≈ − 1 +

4e−4N (18(k + 1)m2 + 3(k(2k + 7) − 3)m + 7(k − 1)k) Ω0,r
−
7k 2 + 27(k − 1)m − 16k + 18m2 + 9
be−3N (ω+1) ((k − 1)k(2m + 1)ω − 2(k + 2m − 1)(km + k + m) + (k − 1)kω 2 )
+
k + 2m − 1
h 
 i
√
√
α
2
c (−3k m + k((3 − 4m)m − 2) + ( α − 4) m + 2) exp − 23 1 + k(k−1)
N
+
k + 2m − 1
 i
h 
√
√
α
d (3k 2 m + k(m(4m − 3) + 2) + ( α + 4) m − 2) exp − 23 1 − k(k−1)
N
÷
−
k + 2m − 1
 −3N (ω+1)
be
(−2(k + m − 1)(k + 2m − 1) + (k − 1)kω 2 + (k − 1)kω)
(ω + 1)(k + 2m − 1)

− 3Ω0,r e−4N + 3 .
(77)
4.2. Case α < 0
In this case, the solutions of the linearisation in Eq.(61) give real solutions on the
cosmological parameters, which are
Z(N ) ≈ be−3N (ω+1) + 2ce−3N/2 cos(N ) + F e−4N ,
bke−3N (ω+1) (k(ω − 1) − 2m − ω + 1) F ke−4N (k + 3m − 1)
X(N ) ≈
−
9(ω + 1)(k + 2m − 1)
18(k + 2m − 1)

(78)
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√
c(k − 1)k(3k + 4m − 2) cos(N )
αck sin(N )
−3N/2
,
+e
−
9(k + 2m − 1)2
9(k + 2m − 1)2
bke−3N (ω+1) (−kω + k + 2m + ω − 1) 2F ke−4N (k + 3m − 1)
Y (N ) ≈
+
3(k + 2m − 1)
9(k + 2m − 1)


√
ck(3k + 4m − 3) cos(N )
αc sin(N )
−3N/2
−
,
+e
3(k + 2m − 1)
3(k + 2m − 1)
V (N ) ≡ Ωr (N ) ≈ Ω0,r e−4N ,
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(79)

(80)
(81)

where
p
3 |α|
=
,
2(k − 1)k

(82)

and the same restriction as Eq.(66) on F .
In this case, the density parameters near the critical point are
be−3N (ω+1) (−2(k + m − 1)(k + 2m − 1) + (k − 1)kω 2 + (k − 1)kω)
(83)
3(ω + 1)(k + 2m − 1)
− Ω0,r e−4N ,
be−3N (ω+1) (−2(k + m − 1)(k + 2m − 1) + (k − 1)kω 2 + (k − 1)kω)
≈−
, (84)
3(ω + 1)(k + 2m − 1)
≈ Ω0,r e−4N ,
(85)

Ωeff ≈ 1 +

Ωω
Ωr

where the Hubble parameter is then given by
H(N )
be−3N (ω+1) 4ce−3N/2 (2 sin(N ) − 3 cos(N )) 1 −4N
≈1−
+
− Fe
,
(86)
Hi
3(ω + 1)
42 + 9
4
and the EoS of the effective fluid is

4e−4N (18(k + 1)m2 + 3(k(2k + 7) − 3)m + 7(k − 1)k) Ω0,r
ωeff ≈ −1 + −
7k 2 + 27(k − 1)m − 16k + 18m2 + 9
be−3N (ω+1) ((k − 1)kω(k − 2m − 1) − 2((k − 1)k − m)(k + 2m − 1) + (k − 1)2 kω 2 )
+
(k − 1)(k + 2m − 1)
 √

2 αcm sin(N ) 2c(k(m(3k + 4m − 3) + 2) + 4m − 2) cos(N )
−3N/2
+e
−
÷
k + 2m − 1
k + 2m − 1
 −3N (ω+1)
be
(−2(k + m − 1)(k + 2m − 1) + (k − 1)kω 2 + (k − 1)kω)
(ω + 1)(k + 2m − 1)

− 3Ω0,r e−4N + 3 .
(87)
We have to keep in mind that the solutions described for both branches α ≥ 0 and α < 0
are only valid in a neighbourhood of the critical point, i.e., they describe the dynamics
of a Universe close to be a perfect de Sitter Universe, which in terms of the parameter
N = ln a, corresponds to N → ∞, and in the terms of the redshift, corresponds to
z → −1. The theory of dynamical systems cannot guarantee these solutions to work
well for a wide range of redshift but a narrow one, as we shall see, when comparing to
observational data, we will notice that some models of f (T, B) can describe the dynamics
of the Universe today and may give a glimpse into the solution to the H0 tension.
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5. Phenomenological hints on H0 tension from the generic f (T, B)
dynamical system
As we discussed, the theory of dynamical systems guarantees that the equations obtained
above for the cosmological parameters are a solution of the Friedmann equations when
N → ∞, or z → −1 in terms of the redshift. Therefore, it is viable to study them in
phenomenological scenarios where should be possible to test with current astrophysical
observations.
In this section, we will use our results derived from our non-linear dynamical system
and link them with current H(z) observational data to investigate in which redshift range
this system of dynamical equations still holds as a valid solution for the Friedmann
equations.
As a first step in that direction, we consider in this proposal Hubble parameter
measurements H(z) [74], in which the current sample consists of 51 measurements in
the redshift range 0.07 < z < 2.0 of which 31 points correspond to Cosmic Chronometers
and the rest are from BAO estimates from the late time. Afterwards, we will constrain
the values for Ω0,r , k, m, ω, and the integration constants, and also perform this for the
α < 0 case to assure that the obtained values of k and m provide a stable critical point.
250
Data

200
150
100
50
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

Figure 2. Reconstruction of the evolution of H(z) using the best fit obtained with the model
Eq.(86) (blue color solid line) in comparison to the observational data described [74, 75] (red color
dots).

To obtain a convenient set of free parameters appearing in Eq.(86) we must perform
1
the change in variable N = ln 1+z
, in order to obtain an expression in terms of the
redshift and then fit this equation to the available data of the H(z) [74] with respect to
the redshift. If we consider the free parameters without any constrictions, a nonphysical
set of parameters may be obtained from the fitting, like a negative value for the mean
value of the radiation density Ω0,r or an EoS for matter less than −1 which leads to an
instability, to name a few, then a more mindful approach of fitting has to be performed.
To obtain a convenient set of parameters with physical relevance, we have to restrict
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or associate certain values to these parameters. More to the point, it has been shown
that the radiation density today has a small value of Ω0,r ≈ 10−5 [76], then in order to
simplify the model, we considered Ω0,r = 0. We restricted, based upon observations in
Refs.[77, 78, 79], H0 to vary in the range of 60 ≤ H0 ≤ 90. Finally, we considered the
case α < 0 for this analysis since any values of k and m in this case provide a stable
critical point. Under these considerations, it is possible to avoid fitting k and m directly
since it may lead to problems in the numerical code, due to the square root in Eq.(86),
but it is possible and feasible to fit  and then, based on Eq.(82), obtain values of k and
m in the level curve of the obtained value for . Based on these considerations, the best
fit parameters are
ω = 0.000 ± 2.951 ,

 = 1.749 ± 5.671 ,

b = −0.200 ± 2.735 ,

c = −0.213 ± 2.221 ,

Hi = 60.000 ± 10.973 ,

(88)

and the possible set of values of k and m in the level curve (k, m) = 1.749 are
k ≈ −0.294 ,

m = 0.75 .

(89)

If we evaluate the best fit at z = 0 we obtain that H0 ≈ 71.236 ± 144.229. In Fig.(2)
the evolution of the approximated solution for the Hubble parameter Eq.(86) with the
fitted values Eq.(88) and the observational data from [74] is shown.
The method described above leads to high error regions (C.L) in the fitted
parameters and a high error to the H0 value due to the large number of free parameters
and the small amount of observational data. A different way to link the observational
data with the approximated solutions obtained for the dynamical system can be
performed. By taking the stability analysis performed in section 3, we can choose some
values for k and m from the analysis and reduce the number of free parameters in the
fitting procedure, but we still obtain a high error C.L are obtained for the remaining
free parameters. To reduce further this error propagation we have to set some free
parameters to a specific value, e.g. setting ω = 0 which corresponds to a dust model,
reduce the error C.L to the remaining parameters and the H0 value.
In Fig.(3) we show a plot with different values of H0 obtained under different
conditions for some values of k and m obtained from the dynamical analysis. Describing
the regions denote by color, we have that: The cyan region shows different values of
H0 for a dust ω = 0 and zero radiation Ω0,r = 0 model in which the fitted parameters
satisfy −0.580 ≤ c ≤ −0.006, −0.449 ≤ b ≤ −0.017 and 42.21 ≤ Hi ≤ 75.670.
The pink region shows different values for H0 for a dust model with radiation, in
this case the fitted parameters satisfy −0.078 ≤ c ≤ 0.292, −0.944 ≤ b ≤ −0.024,
51.789 ≤ Hi ≤ 85.471 and 0 ≤ Ω0,r ≤ 0.029.
In the gray region only one value of H0 is shown, since no values are defined a
priori, the error C.L becomes large, and only one value is plotted to show explicitly the
large error in this case. The obtained value for H0 corresponds to the fitted parameters
b = −1.229 ± 3.464, c = 0.203 ± 1.916, Hi = 46.178 ± 15.736, Ω0,r = 0.013 ± 0.023 and
ω = −0.297 ± 1.961.
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b  -1.229 ± 3.464
c  0.203 ± 1.916

18

Ω0,r  0.013 ± 0.023
ω  -0.297 ± 1.961

68.479 ± 113.074

Hi  46.178 ± 15.736

-0.078 ≤ c ≤ 0.292
-0.944 ≤ b ≤ -0.024
51.789 ≤ Hi ≤ 85.471
0 ≤ Ω0,r ≤ 0.029

69.005 ± 6.661

69.065 ± 9.859

77.807 ± 7.664

68.913 ± 6.952

68.671 ± 6.936

71.772 ± 9.116

-0.58 ≤ c ≤ -0.006
-0.449 ≤ b ≤ -0.017
42.21 ≤ Hi ≤ 75.67

68.848 ± 9.156

73.958 ± 9.011

66.588 ± 9.082

60.656 ± 7.234

50

55
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65

70

75

80

85

90

Figure 3. Values obtained for H0 with specific choices of k and m denoted in the inner box label.
Top: H0 best fit value for a dynamical system with all the variables settled free. Middle: H0 best
fit values for a dust model ω = 0. Bottom: H0 best fit values for a dust and zero radiation model.

With the results obtained it is also possible to plot, e.g. the density parameters, the
EoS of the effective fluid and deceleration parameter with respect to the redshift, making
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1
the change of variable N = ln 1+z
, e.g. with the fitted values (88) and null radiation, the
graph of these cosmological parameters are shown in Fig.(4) for the density parameters
(Left) and for the EoS of the effective fluid (Right).
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Figure 4. Left: Evolution of the density parameters given by Eqs. (83) and (84) in terms of the
redshift z. Right: Evolution of ωef f (z) given by Eq.(87). The inflexion point occurs at z ≈ 1.397
for this model.

6. Conclusions
As we have explored, a number of f (T, B) models have been fitted using cosmic
chronometers, supernova and baryonic acoustic oscillation data which resulted in model
parameter constraints, that in some cases can alleviated the H0 tension which has
become very topical in recent years. Due the complexity of the evolution cosmological
system, some viable f (T, B) models can be analysed via their dynamical systems. One
of these results was the mixed power law model, where the torsion scalar and boundary
term are coupled with independent indices. This aspect is remarkable since it includes
◦
one of the core studied models in literature that is novel from f (R) gravity. Moreover,
due to the complexity of the ensuing dynamical system, one of the dynamical variables
had been set to be a constant which overly constrained the system. With the aim to
find a generic formulation of this dynamical system, in this work we have explored an
approach in which this assumption does not need to be taken and the fully autonomous
dynamical system can be explored using their hyperbolic critical points. We used
the Hartmann-Grobmann theorem in order to study our non-lineal dynamical system
Eq.(29) whose solution is near to an accelerated de Sitter expansion. One of the most
interesting features presented in this work is the possibility to describe the dynamics of
the Universe today using a narrow branch of our dynamical system, and in this case to
explore the nature of the H0 tension from a autonomous system point of view.
To achieve the last goal, we employed in this work a H(z) observational sample
from Cosmic Chronometers plus BAO estimates. Our purpose is to constrain the
characteristic values which define the mixed power law only. According to this
phenomenological analysis, it was possible to find an optimal set of cases where the
H0 tension can be alleviate using specific values for the mixed f (T, B) power law as
we can see from Fig.(3). In these analyses, we considered three scenarios: with all
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the variables settled free, for a dust model and for a dust and zero radiation model.
According to this, cases where k < 0.9 seems to be in agreement with Planck 2018 H0
constraint at 1-σ, while for the specific case k = 7457/8192 and 1/4, the H0 is quite
high with a considerable error propagation. In conclusion, the mixed power law model
◦
analysed here is novel in that it is not reproduced by an f (R) gravity Lagrangian, and
has shown promise in reproducing a cosmology that resonates with current observations,
giving motivation to further studies in this direction.
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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
[1712.03107].
L. Karpathopoulos, S. Basilakos, G. Leon, A. Paliathanasis and M. Tsamparlis, Cartan
symmetries and global dynamical systems analysis in a higher-order modified teleparallel
theory, Gen. Rel. Grav. 50 (2018) 79 [1709.02197].
S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis and R. Myrzakulov, Noether Symmetry Approach for
teleparallel-curvature cosmology, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 12 (2015) 1550095
[1412.1471].
A. Pourbagher and A. Amani, Thermodynamics and stability of f (T, B) gravity with viscous fluid
by observational constraints, Astrophys. Space Sci. 364 (2019) 140 [1908.11595].
M. Zubair, S. Waheed, M. Atif Fayyaz and I. Ahmad, Energy constraints and the phenomenon of
cosmic evolution in the f (T, B) framework, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 133 (2018) 452 [1807.07399].
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