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In this paper, we study the late time cosmology of a non-canonical scalar field (k-essence) coupled
to a vector field in a Bianchi-I background. Specifically, we study three cases: canonical scalar
field (quintessence) with exponential potential as a warm up, the dilatonic ghost condensate, and
the Dirac Born Infeld field with exponentials throat and potential. By using a dynamical system
approach, we show that anisotropic dark energy fixed points can be attractors for a suitable set
of parameters of each model. We also numerically integrate the associated autonomous systems
for particular initial conditions chosen in the deep radiation epoch. We find that the three models
can give an account of an equation of state of dark energy close to −1 nowadays. However, a non-
negligible spatial shear within the current observational bounds is possible only for the quintessence
and the Dirac Born Infeld field. We also find that the equation of state of dark energy and the
shear oscillate at late times, whenever the coupling of the k-essence field to the vector field is strong
enough. The reason of these oscillations is explained in the appendix.

PACS numbers: 98.80.Cq; 95.36.+x

I. INTRODUCTION

It is an observational fact that the current Uni-
verse is expanding at an accelerated rate. This fact
was firstly pointed out by type Ia supernovae (SNe
Ia) surveys [1–3], and later confirmed by several mea-
surements of large-scale structures (LSS) [4, 5], cos-
mic microwave background (CMB) [6, 7], and baryon
acoustic oscillations (BAO)[8, 9]. Several projects
have been able to characterize our observable Uni-
verse and now we know with good accuracy that it
is highly homogeneous, isotropic and spatially flat
at cosmological scales [7, 10, 11]. The simplest
model agreeing with the aforementioned observations
is the standard Λ Cold Dark Matter (Λ CDM) model.
In this model, the cosmological constant Λ drives
the Universe into its current accelerated expansion
[12, 13]. Despite its success, it is plagued by theo-
retical and observational problems. One of the the-
oretical difficulties is the own nature of Λ, since if
it is associated with the vacuum energy density of
the Universe, the value predicted by the theory and
the value obtained from observations differs by sev-
eral tens orders of magnitude [14, 15]. This is known
as the cosmological constant problem. On the obser-
vational side, the possible presence of the so-called
CMB anomalies [16, 17], firstly reported by WMAP
[18] and later by Planck [19, 20], suggest a depar-
ture from the isotropic Λ-CDM.1 However, we would
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1 Wald’s theorem: a cosmological constant can no support a
prolonged anisotropic accelerated expansion [21].

like to mention that since the statistical significance
of these effects is small, the very existence of these
anomalies is yet an open question [17, 19]. Moreover,
it has been pointed out that the so called H0 tension,
i.e. the difference of the value obtained from SNe
Ia and CMB measurements, could be alleviated by
considering dynamical extensions to the cosmological
standard model [22–24].

The search for alternatives to the Λ CDM model
is generally split into two broad categories: modi-
fied gravity theories and dynamical dark energy. Re-
cent observations, like the detection of gravitational
waves [25], have put some models based on modifi-
cations to general relativity (GR) under serious ob-
servational pressure [26–32]. These modifications to
gravity or dark energy fields are usually studied in a
flat Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker (FLRW)
background, assuring a homogeneous and isotropic
background evolution. However, the CMB anoma-
lies (if they exist) imply a violation of the Universe’s
isotropy at large scales, meaning that a geometry dif-
ferent to that described by the FLRW metric should
be considered [18–20]. It has been remarked that
some of these CMB anomalies could be explained by
the introduction of an anisotropic late-time acceler-
ated expansion2 [16, 17, 34].

Among the proposals for anisotropic dark energy,
we can find models that include vector fields [35–
42], p-forms [43–45], non-Abelian gauge fields [46–
49], or inhomogeneous fields [16, 50, 51]. Although

2 We want to mention that some of these anomalies could be
also the result of an unknown primordial mechanism acting
during inflation [33].
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the most popular models of dark energy are based on
homogeneous scalar fields (quintessence) [52–55], it
is known that this kind of fields alone cannot source
anisotropic stress, meaning that any initial spatial
shear would be quickly damped and the Universe will
isotropize. However, in Ref. [38] was shown that if
this quintessence is coupled to the canonical kinetic
term of a vector field, anisotropic late time solutions
are possible. This study was extended to the infla-
tionary context in Ref. [56], by considering the same
coupling but to a non-canonical kinetic term for the
scalar field (the so called k-inflation). In this case, it
was shown that anisotropic inflationary solutions are
a general property of the coupled k-inflation model.
Here, inspired by Refs. [38, 56], we analyze the late
time cosmology of a non-canonical scalar field cou-
pled to the kinetic term of a vector field; i.e. we study
the coupled k-essence model. We find that, as in the
inflationary case, anisotropic solutions are a general-
ity of the model. In particular, we study three con-
crete models: the dilatonic ghost condensate (DGC),
the Dirac Born Infeld (DBI) field with exponentials
throat and potential, and the canonical scalar field
with exponential potential for completeness; whose
isotropic dynamics have been extensively studied in
the literature (see Refs. [57–66], for example).
This paper is organized in the following way. In

Sec. II, we present the action, the energy-momentum
tensor, and the equations of motion for the fields. In
Sec. III, the background equations for the Bianchi-I
geometry are derived. Section IV is dedicated to the
dynamical system of the general coupled k-essence
model. We study the canonical quintessence, the
DGC, and the DBI models in Secs. V, VI, and VII,
respectively, performing the dynamical analysis and a
numerical integration of the autonomous set for each
one. Finally, our conclusions are presented in Sec.
VIII.

II. GENERAL MODEL

Consider the following action:

S ≡
∫

d4 x
√
−g (LEH + L) , (1)

where g is the determinant of the metric gµν ,
LEH ≡ m2

PR/2 is the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian,
mP is the reduced Planck mass, R is the Ricci scalar,
and L is the Lagrangian given by

L ≡ −1
4f

2(φ)FµνFµν + P(φ,X) + Lm + Lr, (2)

where Fµν ≡ ∇µAν−∇νAµ is the strength tensor as-
sociated with the vector field Aµ, P is the Lagrangian

of the k-essence scalar field φ and

X ≡ −1
2g

µν∇µφ∇νφ, (3)

is the canonical kinetic term for this field. The func-
tion f(φ) is the coupling of the k-essence field to the
vector field. Lm and Lr are the Lagrangians of mat-
ter and radiation fluids, respectively. This action was
studied in Ref. [56] in the inflationary context (ne-
glecting matter and radiation), where anisotropic so-
lutions with constant shear were found.

The energy-momentum tensor of the model is com-
puted from Tµν ≡ Lgµν − 2 δL

δgµν , giving

Tµν = TAµν + Tφµν + Tmµν + T rµν , (4)

where we have separated the contributions from the
vector field and the scalar field as

TAµν ≡ f2(φ)FµρF ρ
ν −

1
4gµνf

2(φ)FσρFσρ, (5)

Tφµν ≡ PX∇µφ∇νφ+ Pgµν , (6)

respectively,3 while the energy-momentum tensor for
the matter and radiation fluids are Tmµν and T rµν , re-
spectively.

Varying the Lagrangian in Eq. (2) with respect to
Aν we get the equation of motion for the vector field:

∇µ
(
f2(φ)Fµν

)
= 0, (7)

and varying with respect to φ we get the equation of
motion for the k-essence field as4

∇µ (PX∇µφ) +Pφ−
(

2fφ
f

)
f2(φ)

4 FµνF
µν = 0. (8)

In the following section, we derive the dynamical
equations of motion for the model in a specific
anisotropic background.

III. BACKGROUND EQUATIONS OF
MOTION

The Lagrangian (2) considers the interaction be-
tween a scalar field and a vector field. The intro-
duction of such vector field violates rotational in-
variance.5 Since the Universe is highly homogeneous

3 We have used the shorthand notation PX ≡ ∂P
∂X

.
4 Where we have denoted Pφ ≡ ∂P

∂φ
, fφ ≡ df

dφ .
5 We want to stress that a vector field does respect isotropy if
only the temporal component is considered [67, 68].
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and spatially flat [7], we assume an axially symmetric
Bianchi-I spacetime, with a residual isotropy in the
(y, z) plane, such that the background geometry is
given by

ds2 = −dt2 +a(t)2
[
e−4σ(t)dx2 + e2σ(t) (dy2 + dz2)] ,

(9)
where a(t) is the average scale factor and σ(t) is the
geometrical shear, being both functions of the cosmic
time t. A configuration for the vector field compatible
with the symmetries of the metric is the following:

Aµ = (0, A(t), 0, 0) , (10)

while the scalar field is only a function of time in
order to preserve homogeneity, i.e. φ = φ(t). With
these choices, the kinetic term of the scalar field is
2X = φ̇2 and the strength tensor of the vector field
has only one independent component F01 = Ȧ.

The energy density and pressure of the vector field
(ρA and pA) and the k-essence field (ρφ and pφ) are
obtained from Eqs. (5) and (6) as6

ρA ≡
1
2f

2(φ) Ȧ
2e4σ

a2 , pA ≡
1
3ρA, (11)

ρφ ≡ 2XPX − P, pφ ≡ P. (12)

Using the gravitational field equations m2
PGµν =

Tµν , with Gµν the Einstein tensor, the Friedman
equations are

3m2
PH

2 = ρA + ρφ + ρm + ρr + 3m2
Pσ̇

2, (13)

−2m2
PḢ = 2XPX + 4

3ρA+ρm+ 4
3ρr+6m2

Pσ̇
2, (14)

where H ≡ ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter. The evo-
lution equation of the geometrical shear is obtained
from the linear combinationm2

P
(
G2

2 −G1
1
)

= T 2
2−T 1

1
as

3m2
Pσ̈ + 9m2

PHσ̇ = 2ρA, (15)

We can identify that the matter source for the shear is
the energy density of the vector field. Although this
source is different from zero even in the case when
there is no coupling to the scalar field; i.e. when
f(φ) = 1, we will see later that it is precisely this
interaction which allows late times anisotropic solu-
tions with interesting oscillatory behaviors.

6 Here, an overdot denotes a derivative with respect to the
cosmic time t.

Now, replacing the metric (9) and the configura-
tions of the fields in the equation (8), we get

0 = (2XPXX + PX) φ̈+ 3HPX φ̇+ PXφφ̇2

− Pφ −
(

2fφ
f

)
f2(φ)

2
Ȧ2e4σ

a2 , (16)

and from Eq. (7) we get that the speed of the vector
field is given by

Ȧ = cA
e−4σ

af2(φ) , (17)

with cA a constant. It is known that isotropic k-
essence models allow for scaling solutions whenever
the Lagrangian has the form

P(φ,X) ≡ XG(Y ), Y ≡ Xeλφ/mP , (18)

where λ is a constant [12]. Here, we assume this form
of the Lagrangian, and then the equation of motion
of the scalar field is simplified as

φ̈+ 3HQPX φ̇+Q(PXφ −Pφ)− 2Qfφ
f
ρA = 0, (19)

where Q(Y ) ≡ (2XPXX +PX)−1. Following [56], we
define

Gn ≡ Y n
dnG
dY n , (20)

in order to separate the terms which are function only
of Y . For the derivatives of the Lagrangian P we
obtain

Pφ = λ

mP
XG1(Y ),

PX = G(Y ) +G1(Y ),

PXφ = λ

mP
[2G1(Y ) +G2(Y )] ,

XPXX = 2G1(Y ) +G2(Y ),
Q(Y ) = [G(Y ) + 5G1(Y ) + 2G2(Y )]−1

, (21)

and thus the equation of motion for the scalar field
can be rewritten as

0 = φ̈+ 3HQ(Y )PX(Y )φ̇− 2Q(Y )
(
fφ
f

)
ρA

+ λ

mP
X [1− (G(Y ) + 2G1(Y ))Q(Y )] . (22)

IV. DYNAMICAL SYSTEM

Our next task will be to recast the background
equations in an autonomous system and find their
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fixed points, in order to know the asymptotic behav-
ior of the model [69]. Therefore, we introduce the
following dimensionless variables:

x ≡ φ̇√
6mPH

, z2 ≡ ρA
3m2

PH
2 , Ωm ≡

ρm
3m2

PH
2 ,

Ωr ≡
ρr

3m2
PH

2 , Σ ≡ σ̇

H
, (23)

such that the first Friedman equation (13) becomes
the constraint

1 = x2 [2PX(Y )−G(Y )] + z2 + Ωm + Ωr + Σ2, (24)

from which, we can write Ωm in terms of the other
variables. From the second Friedman equation in
Eq. (14), we compute the deceleration parameter
q ≡ −1− Ḣ/H2, obtaining

q = 1
2
[
1 + 3x2G(Y ) + z2 + Ωr + 3Σ2] . (25)

For the dark sector, we define the density and pres-
sure of dark energy as

ρDE ≡ ρA + ρφ + 3m2
Pσ̇

2, (26)
pDE ≡ pA + pφ + 3m2

Pσ̇
2, (27)

and thus the equation of state of dark energy,
wDE ≡ pDE/ρDE, is given by

wDE = −1 + 2
3

3x2PX + 2z2 + 3Σ2

x2(PX +G1) + z2 + Σ2 . (28)

Note that with this choice of including the geometri-
cal shear in ρDE and pDE we can write the continuity
equation of dark energy as

ρ̇DE + 3H (ρDE + pDE) = 0, (29)

which is the usual form. In the case that this
anisotropic contribution is not consider in the def-
inition of the density and pressure of dark en-
ergy, we would obtain an equation of the form
ρ̇DE + 3H (ρDE + pDE) ∝ ġijΠij , where Πij is the
trace-free part of the energy-momentum tensor.

A. Autonomous System

We want to write the autonomous set of equations
for the dynamical variables in Eq. (23). Therefore, it
is necessary to choose a specific coupling. To ease the
computations we consider an exponential function of
the form

f(φ) = f0e
−µφ/mP , (30)

where µ is a constant. By taking the derivative of the
dimensionless variables with respect to the number of
e-folds dN ≡ Hdt, we get the following autonomous
system:7

x′ = x(q + 1)−
√

6
2 λx2

−
√

6
2 Q

[√
6xPX − λx2 (PX +G1) + 2µz2

]
,

(31)
z′ = z(q − 1) +

√
6µxz − 2zΣ, (32)

Σ′ = Σ(q − 2) + 2z2, (33)
Ω′r = 2Ωr(q − 1). (34)

We note that this system of differential equations is
not closed since the function Y is not written in terms
of the variables. For this function, as we will see in
the next sections, it is necessary to choose a specific
variable depending on the form of the Lagrangian in
order to avoid possible singularities in the system,
which are related to the term x2 [2PX(Y )−G(Y )] in
Eq. (24).

V. ANISOTROPIC QUINTESSENCE

As a warm up, we study firstly the coupled canon-
ical quintessence with an exponential potential. In
this case, the Lagrangian is

P(φ,X) ≡ X − cm4
Pe
−λφ/mP , (35)

with c a constant. We have that PX = 1, while the
function characterizing the Lagrangian is

G(Y ) = 1− cm
4
P
Y
. (36)

From the later we get G1(Y ) = 1 − G(Y ) and
Q(Y ) = 1. This model was studied in [38], where a
coupling between CDM and the scalar field was also
considered, which we neglect here.

We note that the term x2(2PX − G) in the Fried-
man constraint (24) can yield singularities depending
on the variables we choose to define Y . In this case,
we can use the dimensionless variable8

y ≡ cy
mP e

−λφ/2mP

√
3H

, (37)

7 Here, a prime denotes a derivative with respect to N .
8 We want to stress that avoiding singularities in the Friedman
constraint by choosing a suitable variable is extremely im-
portant, since some fixed points could be “hidden” in these
divergences [70].
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where cy ≡ c1/2, such that

x2 (2PX −G) = x2 + y2. (38)

The evolution equation of this new variable is

y′ = y(q + 1)−
√

6
2 λxy. (39)

The fixed points of the autonomous set are obtained
by setting x′ = 0, y′ = 0, z′ = 0, Ω′r = 0, and
Σ′ = 0, in Eqs. (31)-(34) and (39). Then, the stabil-
ity of these points can be known by perturbing the
autonomous set around them. Up to linear order,
the perturbations δX = (δx, δy, δz, δΣ, δΩr) satisfy
the differential equation,

δX ′ = M δX , (40)

where M is a 5× 5 Jacobian matrix. The sign of the
real part of the eigenvalues η1,2,3,4,5 of M determines
the stability of the point. A fixed point is an attrac-
tor, or sink, if the real part of all the eigenvalues are
negative. If there is a mix of positive and negative
eigenvalues in a point, that point is called a saddle.
If the real part of all the eigenvalues are positive the
fixed point is called a repeller or source.

In general, we would discuss the fixed points relevant
to the radiation (Ωr ≈ 1, weff ≈ 1/3), matter (Ωm ≈
1, weff ≈ 0), and dark energy eras (ΩDE ≈ 1, weff <
−1/3), where weff is the effective equation of state
given by

weff = −1− 2
3
Ḣ

H2
1

1− Σ2 − 2 Σ2

1− Σ2 , (41)

which can be related to the deceleration parameter9
by noting that −Ḣ/H2 = 1 + q. However, since the
full phase space of this model was deeply explored in
Ref. [38], and since we are mainly interested in the
late cosmology of the model, we only analyze the ac-
celerated solutions while briefly mentioning the other
points. For more details about the viable cosmolog-
ical trajectories of the model, please see Ref. [38].
In what follows, we refer to each point by its name,
which is defined as (R-n), (M-n) or (DE-n)− depend-
ing on whether it corresponds to a radiation, matter
or dark energy dominated universe − followed by a
number n. The radiation and matter points are gath-
ered in Table I.

9 Since CMB observations imply Σ� 1, then weff ≈ (2q−1)/3
and we have the following easy identifications: q = 1 ⇒
weff ≈ 1/3, q = 1/2 ⇒ weff ≈ 0, and q < 0 ⇒ weff < −1/3,
for radiation, matter, and dark energy dominated epochs
respectively.

A. Dark Energy Fixed Points

• (DE-1): Isotropic Dark Energy

This is the usual isotropic dark energy fixed point
where the variables take the values

x = λ√
6
, y =

√
1− λ2

6 , z = 0, Σ = 0, Ωr = 0, (42)

with Ωm = 0. We can see that the density of the vec-
tor vanishes, therefore the shear is zero. The effective
equation of state is

weff = wDE = −1 + λ2/3 (43)

meaning that this point is an accelerated solution
for λ2 < 2, as expected. The stability of the
point, however, change with the introduction of the
parameter µ. The eigenvalues of M evaluated at the
point are

η1,2 = −3 + λ2

2 , η3 = −4 + λ2,

η4 = −3 + λ2, η5 = −2 + λ2

2 + λµ. (44)

For λ ≥ 0 these eigenvalues are all negative when-
ever10

λ2 < 2 ∧ µ ≤ 4− λ2

2λ . (45)

Note that λ ≈ 0 in order to have wDE ≈ −1,
as required by observations [7]. We can estimate
the bound for µ from this information. For in-
stance, choosing λ = 0.1, we get wDE ≈ −0.997 and
µ ≤ 19.95. Under these exemplifying conditions, this
point will be an attractor of the system.

• (DE-2): Anisotropic Dark Energy

The values of the variables are

x = 2
√

6 (λ+ 2µ)
8 + (λ+ 2µ)(λ+ 6µ) ,

y =
√

6(8− (λ− 6µ)(λ+ 2µ))(2 + µ(λ+ 2µ))
8 + (λ+ 2µ)(λ+ 6µ) ,

z =
√

3(8− (λ− 6µ)(λ+ 2µ))(λ2 + 2µλ− 4)
8 + (λ+ 2µ)(λ+ 6µ) ,

Σ = 2 λ2 + 2µλ− 4
8 + (λ+ 2µ)(λ+ 6µ) , (46)

10 The symbol ∧ stands for the logic “AND”.
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Fixed Point x y z Ωr Ωm Σ q

(R-1 ) 0 0 0 1 0 0 1

(R-2 ) 2
√

6
3λ

2
√

3
3λ 0 1− 4

λ2 0 0 1

(R-3 ) 2
√

6
3λ

√
4+6µ2
√

3λ

√
µ
λ

1− 4+λµ+6µ2

λ2 0 2µ
λ

1

(M-1 ) 0 0 0 0 1 0 1/2

(M-2 )
√

6
2λ

√
6

2λ 0 0 1− 3
λ2 0 1/2

(M-3 )
√

6
2λ

√
12−3λµ+18µ2

2
√

2λ

√
9µ
8λ −

3
16 0 3(−8+3λ2−12µ2)

8λ2
6µ−λ

4λ 1/2

TABLE I. Fixed points for the canonical scalar field. The points are labelled according to the cosmological regime as
(R- ) (radiation) and (M- ) (matter).

with Ωr = 0, Ωm = 0, and

wDE = −1 + 4λ(λ+ 2µ)
8 + (λ+ 2µ)(λ+ 6µ) . (47)

This point is a viable solution if the variables take
real values, i.e. y2, z2 > 0, and it is an accelerated
solution if wDE < −1/3. These conditions allow us to
determine the parameter space (λ, µ) where the point
is a cosmological solution. In this case, they imply

λ <
√

2 ∧ µ ≥ 4− λ2

2λ . (48)

We see that the condition on µ, in this case, is
exactly the opposite of the condition on µ for the
isotropic point in Eq. (45). This means that when
the anisotropic point (DE-2 ) is an accelerated solu-
tion, the isotropic point (DE-1 ) is a saddle. Also note
that, since an equation of state of dark energy near
to −1 requires11 λ ∼ 0, then this point needs a large
µ. This can be clarified by noting that a small shear,
as also required by observations [71, 72], can be sat-
isfied if µ � λ and µ � 1. Assuming the later, the
shear and the equation of state of dark energy can be
approximated to first order by

Σ ≈ λ

3µ −
2

3µ2 , wDE ≈ −1 + 2λ
3µ, (49)

and the eigenvalues of M are approximated by

η1 ≈ −3 + λ

µ
, η2 ≈ −3 + 2λ

µ
,

η3 ≈ −4 + 2λ
µ
, η4,5 ≈ −

3
2 + λ

2µ. (50)

11 There is another possibility, namely, λ ∼ −2µ, but we do
not pursue this rather fine-tuned case.

���� ���� ���� ���� ���� ���� ����
�

��

��

��

��

���

FIG. 1. Stability regions for the dark energy dominated
points (DE-1 ) and (DE-2 ). Each color represents a (λ, µ)
parameter region where the indicated fixed point is an
attractor with −1 ≤ wDE ≤ −0.95 and the shear is small
Σ ≤ 10−3. These regions are separated by the bifurcation
curve 2λµ = 4− λ2.

Therefore, for small λ and large µ this point is an
accelerated solution with wDE ≈ −1, a small shear,
and it is an attractor, confirming what we said above.
In Fig. 1, we can see that the two possible dark
energy points are separated by a bifurcation curve.

B. Matter Fixed Points

The point (M-1 ) is the usual saddle isotropic point
with no contribution of radiation or dark energy,
while (M-2 ) is the usual isotropic matter-dark energy
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scaling, where the CMB bound on early dark energy
[7] ΩDE < 0.02 around the redshift zr = 50 requires
λ > 12.25. The point (M-3 ) is a scaling solution with
non-negligible shear. However, a small shear requires
λ ≈ 6µ, which is a kind of fine-tuning, and the CMB
bound gives the same bound for λ as in (M-2 ). Since
the existence and stability of the dark energy points
require a small λ, the points (M-2 ) and (M-3 ) are
ruled out as possible matter dominated points, and
thus the isotropic point (M-1 ) will be dynamically
selected.

C. Radiation Fixed Points

The point (R-1 ) is the usual saddle isotropic point
with no contribution of matter or dark energy, while
(R-2 ) is the usual isotropic radiation-dark energy
scaling where the big-bang nucleosynthesis (BBN)
bound on early dark energy [73] ΩDE < 0.045 requires
λ > 9.43. The point (R-3 ) is a scaling solution with
non-negligible shear. The BBN bound puts the same
bound for λ as in (R-2 ) and a small shear requires
a very small µ. Since the existence and stability of
the dark energy points require a small λ, the points
(R-2 ) and (R-3 ) are ruled out as possible radiation
dominated points, and thus the isotropic point (R-1 )
will be dynamically selected.
The later analysis shows us that the cosmological

trajectory of this model will be

(R-1 ) → (M-1 ) → (DE-1 )/(DE-2 ).

D. Cosmological evolution

In this section we solve numerically the au-
tonomous set in Eqs. (31)-(34) and (39). We as-
sume that, prior to the radiation epoch, the Uni-
verse underwent an inflationary period which per-
fectly smoothed any initial spatial shear or inhomo-
geneities. Therefore, we choose Σi = 0 as an initial
condition, such that the starting point for any cosmo-
logical trajectory is from the isotropic radiation point
(R-1 ). We will choose parameters λ and µ such that
the attractor point is given by (DE-2 ). In particular,
we have chosen λ = 0.1, and µ = 103 from the bound
in Eq. (48). Having this in mind, we set

xi = 10−15, yi = 2× 10−14, zi = 10−12,

Σi = 0, Ωri = 0.99995, (51)

as initial conditions at redshift zr = 6.57 × 107, and
we have integrated the system up to zr → −1.

In Fig. 2, we plot the cosmological evolution
of the density parameters of radiation, matter, and
dark energy, and also the effective equation of state
given in Eq. (41). In particular, Fig. 2 shows
that the radiation-dominated epoch (Ωr ≈ 1 and
weff ≈ 1/3) runs from zr & 106 to zr ≈ 3200 where
the radiation–matter transition occurs. Moreover,
ΩDE ≈ 3.52 × 10−11 during this transition, obey-
ing the BBN constraint ΩDE < 0.045. The length
of this radiation phase is in agreement with the con-
straint given in Ref. [47]. From zr ≈ 3200, the Uni-
verse is dust-dominated (Ωm ≈ 1 and weff ≈ 0) until
zr ≈ 0.3 at the matter-dark energy transition. The
contribution of the dark sector is ΩDE ≈ 1.58× 10−5

at zr = 50, value which is within the CMB bound
ΩDE < 0.02. The dark energy-dominance (ΩDE ≈ 1
and weff < −1/3) starts from zr = 0.3 and on into the
future, agreeing with the results given by the dynam-
ical system analysis, i.e. (DE-2 ) is an attractor. This
is further supported by the fact that the values of x,
y, z, Σ and wDE are those predicted by the dynami-
cal system. Explicitly, x ≈ 8.2 × 10−4, y ≈ 0.99998,
z ≈ 7×10−3, Σ ≈ 3.27×10−5, and wDE ≈ −0.999933
in the far future (zr → −1), which are consistent with
the values computed from the (DE-2 ) in Eqs. (46)
and (47). In summary, the cosmological trajectory of
the model is

(R-1 ) → (M-1 ) → (DE-1 ) → (DE-2 ).

In Figs. 3 and 4, we show the late-time evolution of
the equation of state of dark energy and the shear for
a fixed λ = 0.1 and varying µ. We can see that the
equation of state of dark energy is very close to −1
and that Σ is within the observational bound today,
namely, |Σ0| ≤ 10−3 [71, 72]. We also see an interest-
ing behavior of the equation of state and the shear:
they oscillate. This can be understood as follows.
Note that when µ = 25, there is no oscillations in
wDE since in this case the system spend more time in
the saddle isotropic point (DE-1 ). For larger values
of µ the coupling of the vector field to the scalar field
is stronger, and the contribution of the vector field to
the density is greater. It can be shown that at some
late-time, the density of the vector field is compara-
ble to the kinetic energy of the scalar field; i.e. z ≈ x,
and hence the scalar field obeys the equation

φ̈(t) + γφ̇(t) + ω2
0φ(t) = F0, (52)

which is the equation of a constant forced and
damped harmonic oscillator with constants γ, ω0, and
F0 (see Appendix A for details). This oscillatory be-
havior of the scalar field, and the density of the vector
field, is the reason of the oscillations of Σ and wDE.
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FIG. 2. Evolution of the density parameters, the effec-
tive equation of state, and the equation of state of dark
energy during the whole expansion history. The initial
conditions were chosen deep in the radiation era at the
redshift zr = 6.57 × 107. The Universe passes through
radiation dominance at early times (red dotted line), fol-
lowed by a matter dominance (light brown dashed line),
and ends in the dark energy dominance (black solid line)
characterized by weff ' −1 (blued dot-dashed line).
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FIG. 3. Evolution of the equation of state of dark energy
wDE around zr = 0 for different values of the parameter
µ, while λ is fixed and the initial conditions are the same
given in Eq. (65).
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FIG. 4. Evolution of the shear Σ around zr = 0 for dif-
ferent values of the parameter µ, while λ is fixed and the
initial conditions are the same given in Eq. (65).

VI. ANISOTROPIC DILATONIC GHOST
CONDENSATE

Next, we study the dilatonic ghost condensate
(DGC) model whose Lagrangian reads

P(φ,X) ≡ −X + b eλφ/mP
X2

m4
P
, (53)

and thus we have PX(Y ) = −1 + 2b Y/m4
P, while the

function characterizing the Lagrangian is

G(Y ) = −1 + b
Y

m4
P
, (54)

where b is a constant. From the later we get G1(Y ) =
1 +G(Y ) and Q = (5 + 6G(Y ))−1.
In order to avoid possible singularities in the

“troublesome term” in the Friedman constraint (24);
namely, (2PX − G), we define a new dimensionless
variable12

l ≡ cl
√

3H eλφ/2mP

mP
∝ 1
y
, (55)

with cl = b1/2, such that

2PX −G = −1 + 3l2x2. (56)

12 If we had chosen to continue the computations with y in-
stead of considering the new variable l, we would have found
divergences in the points where l = 0 shown in Table II.
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The evolution equation for this new variable is

l′ =
√

6
2 λlx− l(q + 1). (57)

The fixed points are now obtained by setting all the
derivatives of the variables to zero in the autonomous
set, and their stability can be investigated by perturb-
ing the autonomous set around them, considering the
variable l instead of y. We mainly concentrate in
the properties of the dark energy dominated points,
while the other points are cataloged as viable cosmo-
logical points depending on these dark energy points.
For that reason, the radiation and matter points are
gathered in Table II.

A. Dark Energy Fixed Points

• (DE-1): Isotropic Dark Energy

This is the usual isotropic dark energy fixed point
in the DGC model, in which the variables take the
following values:

x = 1
2

(
−
√

3
2λ+

√
8 + 3λ2

2

)
, z = 0, Σ = 0, Ωr = 0,

l =

√
1
4 + 3λ2

16 + 3λ4

128 + λ(16 + 3λ2)3/2

128
√

3
, (58)

where we can see that the density of the vector van-
ishes, and then the shear is zero. The effective equa-

tion of state is

weff = wDE = −1 + λ

6

(
−3λ+

√
48 + 9λ2

)
, (59)

and then, this point is an accelerated solution for
λ2 < 2/3, as expected [12]. However, as in the canon-
ical scalar field case, the stability of the point change
with the introduction of the coupling. The eigenval-
ues of M in the point are

η1,2 = −3
2(1−wDE), η3 = −1+3wDE, η4 = 3wDE,

η5 = −2 + 3
2(1 + wDE)(λ+ 2µ). (60)

For λ ≥ 0 these eigenvalues are all negative whenever

λ2 < 2/3 ∧ µ ≤ −λ4 +
√

16 + 3λ2

4
√

3
. (61)

Note that λ ≈ 0 in order to have wDE ≈ −1,
implying µ . 1/

√
3.

• (DE-2): Anisotropic Dark Energy

The values of the variables in this point are

x = 2
√

62λ+ 2µ−
√

8 + λ2 − 4λµ− 8µ2

−8 + 3λ2 + 12λµ+ 12µ2 ,

Σ =
8− 3(λ+ 2µ)

(
−λ+

√
8 + λ2 − 4λµ− 8µ2

)
−8 + 3(λ+ 2µ)2 ,

l = 1
8
√

6

{
9λ4 − 10λ3µ+ λ2(80− 124µ2)− 8λµ(19µ2 − 14) + 32(µ4 + µ2 − 2)

+
√

8 + λ2 − 4λµ− 8µ2
[
9λ3 + 10λ2µ+ λ(40− 36µ2) + 8µ(6− 5µ2)

)}1/2

z = 1
3(λ+ 2µ2)

{
− 96− 3

2
[
−9λ4 + 30λ3µ+ 96µ2 + 20λ2(4 + 9µ2) + 8λµ(21µ2 − 10)

]
+
√

8 + λ2 − 4λµ− 8µ2
[

27
2 λ

3 + 72µ− 9λ2µ− 108µ3 + λ(60− 126µ2)
]}1/2

, (62)

and

wDE = −1 + 4λ2λ2 + 2µ2 −
√

8 + λ2 − 4λµ− 8µ2

−8 + 3(λ+ 2µ)2 . (63)

An equation of state of dark energy near to −1 re- quires λ ∼ 0. The region of existence where this
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Fixed Point x l z Ωr Ωm Σ q

(R-1 ) 0 0 0 1 0 0 1

(M-1 ) 0 0 0 0 1 0 1/2

(M-2 )
√

6
2λ

√
2
3λ 0 0 1− 3

λ2 0 1/2

(M-3 )
√

6
2λ λ

√
2
3 + 1

6λµ− µ2
√

9µ
8λ −

3
16 0 3(−8+3λ2−4λµ+12µ2)

8λ2
6µ−λ

4λ 1/2

(M-4 )
√

3
2µ

6µ2−4 0 1
2

√
3

6µ2−4 0 9−12µ2

8−µ2
1

6µ2−4 1/2

TABLE II. Fixed points for the DGC model. The points are labelled according to the cosmological regime as (R- )
(radiation) and (M- ) (matter).

point exists as an accelerated solution, i.e. x2, l2,
z2, Σ2 > 0, and13 −1 ≤ wDE < −1/3, is given by
λ < 2

√
2/39 and

− λ

4 +
√

16 + 3λ2

4
√

3
≤ µ ≤ −λ4 +

√
16 + 3λ2

4 . (64)

A small shear, as mandatory by observations
(|Σ0| ≤ 10−3), requires µ to be near to its lower
bound; i.e. 1/

√
3 . µ, which is exactly the opposite

of the condition on µ for the isotropic point (DE-1 )
in Eq. (61). As in the canonical scalar field case, this
means that when the anisotropic point (DE-2 ) is an
accelerated solution, the isotropic point (DE-1 ) is a
saddle. In this case, it was not possible to obtain an
analytic expression for the eigenvalues ofM due to the
complicated algebraic terms for the variables. How-
ever, we can investigate them numerically. In Fig. 5,
we can see that the two possible dark energy points
are separated by a bifurcation curve, and that the
region where the anisotropic exists as an attractor is
small in comparison with the region for the isotropic
point. This implies that a viable cosmological evolu-
tion with a strong coupling regime between the scalar
field and the vector field is not possible. Hence for
instance, if we choose parameters such that (DE-2 )
is the attractor, the system will spend a large amount
of time around the saddle isotropic (DE-1 ), reaching
the anisotropic solution in the far-far future. In the
numerical analysis section for this model, we corrob-
orate that this qualitative behavior indeed occurs.

13 Note that we concentrate in no-ghost solutions. In the
canonical scalar field case, it was not necessary to consider
this explicitly since the equation of state of dark energy (47)
cannot cross the phantom line.
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FIG. 5. Stability regions for the dark energy
dominated points (DE-1 ) and (DE-2 ) in the DGC
model. Each color represents a (λ, µ) parameter re-
gion where the indicated fixed point is an attractor with
−1 ≤ wDE ≤ −0.95 and the shear is small Σ ≤ 10−2. The
existence regions are separated by the bifurcation curve
4µ = −λ+

√
λ2 + 16/3.

B. Matter Fixed Points

The point (M-1 ) is the usual saddle isotropic point
with no contributions of radiation or dark energy,
while (M-2 ) is the usual isotropic matter-dark energy
scaling where the CMB bound on early dark energy
[7] ΩDE < 0.02 requires λ > 12.25. The point (M-3 )
is a scaling solution with non-negligible shear. How-
ever, a small shear requires λ ≈ 6µ which is a kind
of fine-tuning, and the CMB bound gives λ > 11.37.
The point (M-4 ) is another anisotropic scaling solu-
tion, which the CMB bound gives µ > 2.2. Since the
existence and stability of the anisotropic dark energy
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point require a small λ and µ ∼ 1/
√

3, the points
(M-2 ), (M-3 ), and (M-4 ) are ruled out as possible
matter dominated points, and thus the isotropic point
(M-1 ) will be dynamically selected.

C. Radiation Fixed Points

The point (R-1 ) is the usual saddle isotropic point
with no contributions of matter or dark energy. The
system did not provide any radiation-dark energy
scaling point.
From this analysis we conclude that the cosmolog-

ical trajectory of this model will be given by

(R-1 ) → (M-1 ) → (DE-1 )/(DE-2 ).

D. Cosmological evolution

In order to solve numerically the autonomous set in
Eqs. (31)-(34) and (57), we have chosen the following
initial conditions:

xi = 4× 10−12, li = 3.5× 1012, zi = 10−8,

Σi = 0, Ωri = 0.99987, (65)

as initial conditions at redshift zr = 2.41 × 107, and
we have integrated the system up to zr → −1. Since
Σi = 0, the starting point for any cosmological trajec-
tory is the isotropic radiation point (R-1 ). We will
choose parameters λ and µ such that the attractor
point is given by (DE-2 ). In particular, we have cho-
sen λ = 10−3, and µ = 0.58 from the lower bound
in Eq. (64). In this case, the numerical values of the
eigenvalues of M at this point are approximately

(−3.98,−2.99,−2.98,−2.98,−0.005), (66)

corroborating that (DE-2 ) is an attractor.

In this case, we do not plot the expansion history
of the Universe since it is very similar of that plotted
in Fig. 2. But we do mention that the dark energy-
dominance (ΩDE ≈ 1 and weff < −1/3) starts from
zr = 0.3 and on into the future, agreeing with the
results given by the dynamical system analysis, i.e.
(DE-2 ) is an attractor, which is further supported by
the fact that the values of x, l, z, Σ and wDE are those
predicted by the dynamical system. Explicitly, x ≈
1.41361, l ≈ 0.499653, z ≈ −0.0868072, Σ ≈ 0.005,
and wDE ≈ −0.998846 in the far future (zr → −1),
which are consistent with the values computed from
the (DE-2 ) in Eq. (62).
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FIG. 6. Evolution of the equation of state of dark energy
wDE at late times. We clearly see that wDE grows from
−1 until it gets the value predicted analytically.

In Fig. 6, we show the late-time evolution of the
equation of state of dark energy but we do not plot
the evolution of the shear since it is very close to zero;
i.e. the shear is negligible in the expansion history
of the Universe and becomes relevant only when14
zr → −1. This is so because the anisotropic point
is very near to the isotropic point in the parameter
space (λ, µ), and hence the system spend much time
around the saddle (DE-1 ), confirming the qualita-
tive behavior expected from the dynamical analysis.
Therefore, the cosmological evolution is given by

(R-1 ) → (M-1 ) → (DE-1 ) → (DE-2 ),

but (DE-2 ) is reached only in the far future.

VII. ANISOTROPIC DIRAC BORN INFELD
FIELD

At last, we study the Dirac Born Infeld (DBI)
model whose Lagrangian reads

P(φ,X) ≡ − 1
h(φ)

√
1− 2h(φ)X+ 1

h(φ)−V (φ), (67)

14 In this particular numerical solution, Σ grows appreciably
around zr = −1 + 10−∞. We would clarify that this ex-
tremely small value indeed corresponds to a large num-
ber of e-folds in the future, such that instabilities in the
numerical solutions are not present. For example, since
N = −ln (1 + zr), then N ≈ 2100, in this case.
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and thus we have PX ≡ γ = (1− 2hX)−1, while the
function characterizing the Lagrangian is

G(Y ) = −
(
m4

Y

)
1
γ
−
(
M4

Y

)
, (68)

where h = h(φ) and V = V (φ) are functions of the
scalar field φ, and m and M are mass coefficients.
The function G(Y ) so defined requires

h(φ) ≡ 1
m4 e

λφ/mP , (69)

V (φ) ≡ m4(1 + η)e−λφ/mP , (70)

where we have defined

m4 ≡ c2
mm

4
P, M

4 ≡ c2
Mm

4
P, η ≡

c2
M

c2
m

, (71)

with cm and cM constants.
Possible singularities in the “troublesome term”

x2(2PX −G) can be avoided if we use both variables
y and l, such that

x2(2PX −G) =
2η x2 − y2 (η +

√
1− 2l2x2

)
−1 + 2l2x2 . (72)

The fixed points should be obtained by setting all
the derivatives of the variables equal to zero in the
autonomous set composed by all the variables, i.e.
Eqs. (31) - (34) and Eqs. (39) and (57). However,
this task is analytically impossible for general values
of the parameters λ, µ, and η [56]. Instead of that,
we look for the radiation, matter, and dark energy
points for apart. We begin by finding the dark energy
dominated points.

A. Dark Energy Fixed Points

We follow the procedure of Ref. [56] in order to
find the dark energy dominated points. At very late
times, dark energy dominates and the contributions
of radiation and matter to the total density are neg-
ligible. Therefore, we consider Ωr = Ωm = 0, and
then, from the constraint in Eq. (24), we can write
the variable z in terms of x, y, and Σ. The fixed
points of this simplified system are found by setting
x′ = 0, Σ′ = 0, and y′ = 0 in Eqs. (31), (33), and
(39). We obtain:

• (DE-1 ) Isotropic point

PX = λ√
6x
, G1 = 1

x2 −
λ√
6x
, z = 0, Σ = 0, (73)

• (DE-2 ) Anisotropic point

PX =
(λ+ 2µ)

(
2
√

6− x(λ+ 6µ)
)

8x ,

G1 = 12 + x2λ(λ+ 2µ)−
√

6x(3λ+ 2µ)
8x2 ,

Σ = −1 +
√

6
4 x(λ+ 2µ). (74)

In both cases we have

wDE = −1 +
√

2
3λx, (75)

and thus accelerated solutions obey

0 ≤ x <
√

6
3λ . (76)

In the next subsections, we will study each point
apart.

• (DE-1): Isotropic Dark Energy

In this case, it is possible to find explicit expres-
sions for the variables x and y. By noting that
γ = PX = (1− 2Y/m4)−1/2 and that Y/m4 = x2/y2,
we can use Eq. (73) to write y in terms of x as

y =
√

2xλ√
λ2 − 6x2

. (77)

Now, since G1(Y ) = γ −G(Y ), where G(Y ) is given
in Eq. (68), we get the following algebraic equation
for x:

x2(3 + ηλ2) + λ3
√

6
x− 1

2λ
2 = 0, (78)

from which we obtain

x =
λ
(
−λ2 ±

√
36 + 12ηλ2 + λ4

)
2
√

6(3 + ηλ2)
. (79)

The minus solution does not correspond to an accel-
erated solution, hence we only consider the solution
with the plus sign. This point is an accelerated when

λ > 0 ∧ η >
λ4 − 12

4λ2 . (80)

Note that, with respect to the other models studied,
in this case we can get wDE ≈ −1 for λ = O(10)
and large η. For instance, if λ = 1, η > 3297 for
−1 ≤ wDE < −0.99.

• (DE-2): Anisotropic Dark Energy
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Fixed Point x y l z Ωr Ωm Σ weff

R-1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1/3

R-2 2
√

6
3λ

2√
3λ

√
4η2−η−3
η2−1 0 0 1− 4

λ2 0 0 1/3

R-3 2
√

6
3λ

√
6

3λ

√
6+8η+3µ2

η+1 0
√

µ
λ

1− 4+λµ+6µ2

λ2 0 2µ
λ

1/3

M-1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

TABLE III. Fixed points for the DBI model. The points are labelled according to the cosmological regime as R-
(radiation) and M - (matter).

In the isotropic case, the variable x can be obtained
from a third order algebraic equation which has ana-
lytic solutions. However, in the anisotropic case, we
get a fourth order algebraic equation for x which is
not analytically solvable for general values of λ, η,
and µ. Therefore, it is impossible to find explicit
expressions for the variables. However, we do find
bounds for them in order to discriminate cosmologi-
cally viable solutions.
Using Eq. (74) and the Friedman constrain, we get

z2 and

z =

√
(
√

6− xλ)
(
−2
√

6 + 3x(λ+ 2µ)
)

2
√

2
, (81)

which takes real values whenever

2
√

6
3(λ+ 2µ) < x <

√
6

3λ . (82)

A tighter bound can be obtained by noting that in
order to PX be positive, x must be

0 < x <
2
√

6
λ+ 6µ, (83)

and thus

2
√

6
3(λ+ 2µ) < x <

2
√

6
λ+ 6µ. (84)

A cosmologically viable anisotropic accelerated solu-
tion must fulfill that wDE ≈ −1 and |Σ0| ≤ 10−3

[7, 71, 72]. We can see that, if we take x equal to its
lower bound then

wDE = −1 + 4λ
3(λ+ 2µ) , Σ = 0. (85)

Therefore, we have to choose the parameters λ and
µ such that x approximate its lower bound, and also
µ � λ. Now, using G1 from Eq. (74) and having

in mind that G1 = γ − G we get the compatibility
conditions

µ >
2
√
λ4 + 12ηλ2 + 36− λ2

6λ , (86)

λ <

√
2η + 2

√
3 + η2, (87)

where we assumed that x is equal to the lower bound
of Eq. (84). These results assure that µ � λ.
Note that this procedure considers a general k-essence
field. Therefore, we can say that a k-essence field cou-
pled to a vector field can give rise to anisotropic accel-
erated solutions, although the full available parame-
ter space does depend on the particular Lagrangian.
Nonetheless, we want to stress that we do not used
this approach from the beginning since it is only use-
ful for the dark energy dominated points correspond-
ing to non-zero values of x and y, and hence the ra-
diation or matter fixed points are not considered.

B. Radiation and Matter Fixed Points

Firstly, we assume that radiation is negligible and
that the Universe is dust dominated; i.e. Ωr = 0
and q = 1/2 (weff ≈ 0). Then we get the mat-
ter dominated point shown in Table III. This is the
usual isotropic matter point with negligible contri-
butions of dark energy and radiation. This proce-
dure did not returned any scaling matter-dark energy
point. Then, we assumed that the Universe is radi-
ation dominated: q = 1 (weff ≈ 1/3). The resulting
radiation dominated points are shown in Table III.
The point (R-1 ) is the usual isotropic radiation dom-
inated point. The point (R-2 ) is a scaling solution
which requires λ > 9.43 in order to obey the BBN
bound on early dark energy. The anisotropic scaling
point (R-3 ) also needs λ > 9.43 in order to follow this
bound, but the coupling µ has to be very small for
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a small shear during the radiation epoch. Therefore,
also in this model, the cosmological trajectory would
be

(R-1 ) → (M-1 ) → (DE-1 ) → (DE-2 ).

C. Cosmological evolution

In order to solve numerically the autonomous set in
Eqs. (31)-(34), and (39), we have chosen the following
initial conditions:

xi = 10−17, yi = 1.6× 10−16, zi = 10−12,

Σi = 0, Ωri = 0.99995, (88)

as initial conditions at redshift zr = 6.56 × 107, and
we have integrated the system up to zr → −1. Since
Σi = 0, the starting point for any cosmological tra-
jectory is the isotropic radiation point (R-1 ). In par-
ticular, we have chosen for the parameters λ = 1,
µ = 5000, and η = 15000 such that the attractor
point is given by (DE-2 ), i.e. we consider a small λ
and large η and µ assuring the existence of a strong
coupling regime. Although there are no analytical
expressions for the eigenvalues of M neither at (DE-
1 ) nor at (DE-2 ) for general values of the parame-
ters, we can investigate numerically the stability of
the point for specific parameters. In this case, the
numerical values of the eigenvalues of M at (DE-1 )
are approximately

(0,−2.99, 7.95), (89)

while for (DE-2 ) are

(0,−3.99,−2.99), (90)

corroborating that (DE-2 ) is “more stable” than
(DE-1 ).

In this case, we also do not plot the expansion
history of the Universe since it is similar of that
plotted in Fig. 2. But we do mention that the
system evolves as predicted in the dynamical sys-
tem analysis, i.e. (DE-2 ) is an attractor. This
is further supported by noting that if (DE-2 ) is
the attractor, the variables take approximately the
following values: x ≈ 1.63283× 10−3 and wDE ≈
−0.999867. The numerical solution shows that in
the far future (zr = −1 + e−50), x ≈ 1.63294× 10−3,
wDE ≈ −0.999867, which are consistent with the val-
ues predicted for (DE-2 ), moreover Σ ≈ 6.66 ×
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FIG. 7. Evolution of the equation of state of dark energy
wDE around zr = 0 for different values of the parameter
µ, while λ and η are fixed and the initial conditions are
the same given in Eq. (88).

10−5.15
In Figs. 7 and 8, we show the late-time evolution

of the equation of state of dark energy and the shear.
As in the canonical scalar field case, they perform
quickly oscillations at late times when the parame-
ter µ is large enough to the vector field contribute
significantly to the total density of the Universe (see
Appendix A). In conclusion, the cosmological trajec-
tory of the model is also given by

(R-1 ) → (M-1 ) → (DE-1 ) → (DE-2 ).

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have studied the background cos-
mological evolution of a k-essence field coupled to the
canonical kinetic term of an abelian vector field, ex-
tending to late times the work of Ref. [56] where in-
flationary solutions were found. We assumed three
specific realizations of the k-essence field, namely:
the dilatonic ghost condensate, the Dirac Born Infeld
field, and the canonical scalar field for completeness.

By using a dynamical system approach, we were
able to show that each of these models has an
anisotropic dark energy dominated point which can

15 In the case that (DE-1 ) is the attractor, the values of the
variables would be x ≈ −5.8 × 10−3, wDE ≈ −1.005, and
Σ = 0 of course.



15

����� ����� ����� � ��

������

������

������

������

������

FIG. 8. Evolution of the shear Σ around zr = 0 for dif-
ferent values of the parameter µ, while λ and η are fixed
and the initial conditions are the same given in Eq. (88).

be an attractor. The dynamical system also allowed
us to find the available space parameter for each
anisotropic solution to be cosmologically viable. For
the quintessence field, an equation of state of dark
energy near to −1 and a small shear as required by
observations [7, 71, 72], need λ � 0 and µ � λ and
µ � 1 (see the bounds in Eqs. (48) and Fig. 1).
For the DGC model, the requirements are λ� 1 and
µ & 1/

√
3 (see the bounds in Eq. (64) and Fig. 5),

while for the DBI field we found that λ can be greater
than 1 (λ = O(10), for instance) given that η, µ� 1
[see the bounds in Eqs. (86) and (87)].
We solved numerically the autonomous set of equa-

tions corresponding to each model, verifying that a
correct expansion history is reproduced, and that the
anisotropic dark energy dominated points (DE-2 ) are
indeed attractors of the systems. For every case stud-
ied, we set the initial conditions in the deep radiation
epoch [zr = O(107)] and assumed a zero initial shear
(Σi = 0). For the quintessence and the DBI field,
we found that wDE and Σ oscillate at late times until
they reach their values in the attractor (DE-2 ). In
Appendix A, we show that for parameters λ� 0 and
µ� λ and µ� 1, the system is underdamped, mak-
ing possible to see these oscillations around nowa-
days. In the uncoupled case (µ = 0), these oscilla-
tions are overdamped and thus it is extremely hard
to see them. We also estimated the value of µ in or-
der to get critically damped oscillations. However,
these critically damped oscillations could not be see
around zr = 0, since they occur in the far far fu-

ture [in other words, the value of µ is not enough to
the cosmological trajectory escape quickly from the
isotropic point (DE-1 )]. On the other hand, for the
DGC model we found that the shear today (and for
the near future) would be effectively zero, because the
isotropic and anisotropic point are very near in the
phase space. This implies that the cosmological tra-
jectories will spend at large amount of time around
the isotropic point before reach the anisotropic at-
tractor. This also implies that no oscillations of the
fields are expected to be seen. Anyway, the three con-
crete models have anisotropic accelerated attractors
and the general cosmological trajectory can be

(R-1 ) → (M-1 ) → (DE-1 ) → (DE-2 ),

changing in the time at which the corresponding at-
tractor is reached.

The non-negligible shear and the oscillatory behav-
ior of the fields, wDE, and Σ, are notorious proper-
ties of this coupled k-essence model. However, the
observable imprints of these models which could be
compared with CMB or SN Ia measurements are yet
to be done. We leave a detailed study of this subject
for a future work.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This work was supported by Patrimonio Autónomo
- Fondo Nacional de Financiamiento para la Cien-
cia, la Tecnología y la Innovación Francisco José de
Caldas (MINCIENCIAS - COLOMBIA) Grant No.
110685269447 RC-80740-465-2020, projects 69723
and 69553.

Appendix A: Oscillatory Behavior of wDE and Σ

In this section, we will explain why the oscillatory
behavior of wDE and Σ at late times for the canoni-
cal quintessence field is presented. Similar arguments
apply for the DBI model. For the quintessence field
we have:

PX = 1, G = 1− cm
4
P
X

e−λφ/mP ,

G1 = 1, Q = 1, fφ
f

= − µ

mP
. (A1)

Defining V0 ≡ cm4
P, and replacing the above expres-

sions in the equation of motion for the scalar field
(22), we get

φ̈+ 3Hφ̇− λ V0

mP
e−λφ/mP + 2µ ρA

mP
= 0. (A2)
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At late times, we can neglect the contribution of ra-
diation, matter, and the shear to the first Friedman
equation (13) and write

3m2
PH

2 ≈ 1
2 φ̇

2 + V0e
−λφ/mP + ρA. (A3)

At some time the contribution of the vector density is
comparable to the kinetic energy of the scalar field,
φ̇2 ≈ 2ρA, and assuming that the exponent in the
exponential is small enough, we can approximate the
first Friedman equation by

3m2
PH

2 ≈ V0 − V0λ
φ

mP
+ 2ρA. (A4)

From the dynamical system we obtained that y ≈ 1
at late times, then 3m2

PH
2 ≈ V0, therefore

3λH2φ ≈ 2 ρA
mP

. (A5)

Replacing this expression in Eq. (A2), and taking
into account that the exponent in the exponential is
small, and that at late times wDE ≈ −1 implying

H ≈ const, we get

φ̈(t) + γφ̇(t) + ω2
0φ(t) = F0, (A6)

which corresponds to the equation of motion of a
damped harmonic oscillator with damping γ (which
is the usual Hubble friction), frequency ω2

0 , driven by
a constant force F0. These terms are given by

γ ≡ 3H, ω2
0 ≡ 3λ(λ+ µ)H2, F0 ≡ λ

V0

mP
. (A7)

Hence we see that, when the coupling parameter µ is
small, the frequency of the oscillator is ω2

0 ≈ 3λ2H2

and of course γ � ω0, given that λ ≈ 0, and thus the
oscillator is overdamped. That is the reason why we
need a large µ to see oscillations. Even more, we can
give an estimate of how large µ has to be in order to
see critically damped oscillations; i.e. when γ2 = 4ω2

0 .
Using λ = 0.1 we get µ = 7.4. We confirmed that,
using the same initial conditions in Eq. (65), a very
small oscillation occurs in wDE for µ = 8 at redshift
zr ≈ −1 + e−8.
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