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Abstract: The dynamical aspect of accelerating cosmological model has been studied in this paper
in the context of modified symmetric teleparallel gravity, the f (Q) gravity. Initially, we have derived
the dynamical parameters for two well known forms of f (Q) such as: (i) log-square-root form and
(ii) exponential form. The equation of state (EoS) parameter for the dark energy in the f (Q) gravity
in both the models emerges into a dynamical quantity. At present model-I shows the quintessence
behavior and behave like the ΛCDM at the late time whereas model-II shows phantom behaviour.
Further, the dynamical system analysis has been performed to determine the cosmological behaviour
of the models along with its stability behaviour. For both the models the critical points are obtained
and analysed the stability at each critical points with phase portraits. The evolutionary behaviour of
density parameters for the matter-dominated, radiation-dominated, and dark energy phases are also
shown for both the models.
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I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most important implications of the equivalence principle is the expression of gravity through space-
time curvature. The most successful theory to explain gravitational interaction is Einstein’s general theory of
relativity (GR), and the ΛCDM (Cold Dark Matter) hypothesis is the concordance cosmological model based on GR.
The non-renormalizability GR, the cosmological constant problem, the coincidence problem, the Hubble tension, the
σ8 tension, etc. are some of the theoretical and observational issues that this basic gravitational and cosmological
framework faces [1–7]. After astronomical observations of Supernovae over the past few decades [8, 9], a number
of ideas have been proposed to modify the GR and take into account various formulations of gravity. Depending
on the choice of geometrical approaches, one can classify the theories of gravity into three classes: (i) The first
one involves use of GR, free torsion, and metric-compatible connections; (ii) The second class, torsion is connected
using a metric-compatible, curvature-free approach, such as the teleparallel GR equivalent [10]; and (iii) finally
the symmetric teleparallel equivalent of GR, requires a curvature and torsion-free connection that is not metrically
compatible [11]. These three equivalent formulations based on the three different connections are commonly known
as The Geometrical Trinity of Gravity [12]. In spite of the fact that these three theories are similar at the level of field
equations, however, their modifications could not be comparable at the fundamental level [13].

The cosmological and astrophysical implications of symmetric teleparallel gravity developed into coincident
GR or f (Q) gravity [14], are being given significance in recent literature on extended theories of gravity. Various
works in the literature suggest that the f (Q) theory is one of the promising alternative formulations of gravity to
explain cosmological observations [15–19]. Soudi et al. shows that gravitational wave polarizations have a sig-
nificant role in restricting the strong field behavior of the gravitational theories [20]. Harko et al. have explored
an extension of the symmetric teleparallel gravity, by considering a new class of theories where the non-metricity
Q is coupled non-minimally to the matter Lagrangian, in the framework of the metric-affine formalism. As in
the standard curvature-matter couplings, this non-minimal Q-matter coupling entails the non-conservation of the
energy-momentum tensor, and consequently the appearance of an extra force [21]. Testing against a variety of
current cosmological observation data, including Type Ia Supernovae, Pantheon data, Hubble data, etc., has been
done in order to place observational constraints on the background behaviour of several f (Q) models [22–24]. For
analysing the behaviour of the model of f (Q) gravity in an anisotropic space time, one can see the Refs. [25, 26].
The motivation behind the f (Q) gravity is to modify the gravitational interactions in such a way that the late time
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cosmic phenomena can be well explained. The theory allows additional degrees of freedom beyond that of GR, so
that it can lead to new gravitational interactions. In the literature, one can find research works on this gravitational
theory [27–35], but its limitations and predictions are yet to be investigated, in particular its ability to address the
cosmic acceleration issue.

Before we consider this gravity as a viable alternative to GR, another crucial issue of f (Q) gravity to be addressed,
i.e. the stability of its cosmological models. One among several stability analysis is the dynamical stability analysis
[36] that studies the behavior of a model under small perturbations. To be specific, it aims at to find the model
coming back to the original state or evolve into a different solution. This analysis further provides an accurate
prediction on the behaviour of the model pertaining to the physical scenario and thereby resulted in a robust the-
oretical framework. One can refer some papers on dynamical system analysis in modified theories of gravity [37–44].

The form of the function f (Q) defined in this gravity has a major role on the behaviour of the model. The motiva-
tion here is to appropriately choose some physically viable form of f (Q) to address the issue of cosmic acceleration
and further to check the robustness of the model by performing the dynamical stability analysis. The result may
provide some crucial insights into the viability of f (Q) gravity and its possible contribution in understanding the
structure and evolution of the Universe. The paper is organised as follows: In Sec. II, the formulation of f (Q) gravity
as well its field equations are presented. In Sec. III, two cosmological models are given with some well defined form
of f (Q). The dynamical system analysis has been performed in Sec. IV to obtain the critical points and its behaviour.
The results and conclusions are noted in Sec. V.

II. FIELD EQUATIONS OF f (Q) GRAVITY

We will briefly discuss the f (Q) gravity and its derivation to obtain the field equations. The action of f (Q) gravity
[32],

S =
∫ 1

2
[
Q + f (Q)

]√
−gd4x +

∫
Lm
√
−gd4x, (1)

where g denotes the determinant of the metric tensor (gµν) and Lm denotes the matter Lagrangian. The covariant
derivative of the metric tensor is the non-metricity tensor, which can be expressed as,

Qαµν = ∇αgµν 6= 0 . (2)

and the two traces are,

Qα = Q µ
α µ and Q̃α = Q αµ

µ . (3)

The general affine connection can be decomposed into Levi-Civita connection [45, 46]
({

λ
µν

})
, contortion

(
Kλ

µν

)
and disformation

(
Lλ

µv

)
as,

Γλ
µν =

{
λ

µν

}
+ Kλ

µν + Lλ
µν, (4)

where {
λ

µν

}
=

1
2

gλα
(

∂µgαν + ∂νgαµ − ∂αgµν

)
, Kλ

µν =
1
2

(
Tλ

µν + T λ
µ ν + T λ

ν µ

)
,

Lλ
µν =

1
2

(
Qλ

µν −Q λ
µ ν −Q λ

ν µ

)
, Tλ

µν = Γλ
µν − Γλ

νµ.

The connection attributed to torsion and curvature vanishes on the so-called Symmetric Teleparallel Equivalent to Gen-
eral Relativity (STEGR) [14]. The components of the connection in Eq. (4) can be rewritten as,

Γλ
µν =

∂yλ

∂ξρ ∂µ∂νξρ.
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In the above equation, ξλ = ξλ(yµ) is an invertible relation and ∂yλ

∂ξρ is the inverse of the corresponding Jacobian [47].
This situation is called a coincident gauge, where there is always a possibility of getting a coordinate system with
connections Γλ

µν equaling zero. Hence, in this choice, the covariant derivative ∇α reduces to the partial derivative

∂α i.e. Qαµν = ∂αgµν =
∂gµv
∂xα . Thus, it is clear that the Levi-Civita connection

{
λ

µν

}
can be written in terms of the

disformation tensor Lα
µν as

{
λ

µν

}
= −Lα

µν.
The conjugate of non-metricity called as superpotential is given by,

Pα
µν ≡ −

1
4

Qα
µν +

1
4

(
Q α

µ ν + Q α
ν µ

)
+

1
4

Qαgµν −
1
8

(
2Q̃αgµν + δα

µQν + δα
ν Qµ

)
. (5)

The energy momentum tensor is,

Tµν = − 2√−g
δ
√−gLm

δgµν , (6)

Varying action (1) with respect to the metric tensor, we can get the field equations of f (Q) gravity as [32],

2√−g
∇α

(√
−gPα

µν +
√
−g fQPα

µν

)
+

gµν

2

[
Q + f (Q)

]
+

[
1 + fQ

] (
PµαβQ αβ

ν − 2QαβµPαβ
ν

)
= −Tµν, (7)

where fQ is the derivative of f (Q) with respect to the non-metricity scalar Q. Now, to frame the cosmological model,
we consider the FLRW space time,

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2(dx2 + dy2 + dz2), (8)

where a(t) represents the scale factor, the non-metricity scalar corresponding to the metric (8) can be obtained as
Q = 6H2, where H = ȧ

a is the Hubble parameter that measures the expansion rate of the Universe. The energy
momentum tensor is that of perfect fluid and can be written as,

Tµν = (ρ + p)uµuν + pgµν, (9)

where p, ρ respectively be the pressure and energy density. Now, the field equations of f (Q) gravity in perfect fluid
can be obtained as [32],

ρ =
1
2
(Q + 2Q fQ − f ) , (10)

p =
1
2
( f −Q− 2Q fQ)− 2Ḣ(2Q fQQ + fQ + 1) . (11)

We denote f (Q) = f and fQ = ∂ f
∂Q and also we consider that the Universe is filled with dust and radiation fluids.

Hence,

ρ = ρm + ρr; p =
1
3

pr,

with ρm and ρr represents the energy density for the matter and radiation phase respectively. Then from Eqns. (10)
and (11), we get

3H2 = ρtotal = ρr + ρm + ρDE , (12)

2Ḣ + 3H2 = −ptotal = −pr − pm − pDE , (13)

where pm, pr respectively denotes the pressure of matter and radiation phase; ρDE and pDE be the energy density
and pressure of dark energy (DE) phase, which can be expressed as,

ρDE =
f
2
−Q fQ,

pDE = 2Ḣ(2Q fQQ + fQ) + Q fQ −
f
2

.
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To note, the above two equations satisfies the conservation equation of the energy momentum tensor, which can be
expressed as, ρ̇ + 3H(ρ + p) = 0. Now, the total EoS parameter and the EoS parameter due to DE can be obtained
respectively as,

ωtotal =
ptotal
ρtotal

= −1 +
Ωm + 4

3 Ωr

2Q fQQ + fQ + 1
, (14)

ωDE =
pDE
ρDE

= −1 +
4Ḣ(2Q fQQ + fQ)

f − 2Q fQ
. (15)

The density parameter pertaining to pressure-less matter, radiation and DE respectively denoted as,

Ωm =
ρm

3H2 , Ωr =
ρr

3H2 , ΩDE =
ρDE

3H2 . (16)

The EoS parameter describes the present state of the Universe. A bunch of cosmological observations recently con-
strained the current value of the EoS parameter to be, ω = −1.29+0.15

−0.12 [48], ω = −1.3 [49], Supernovae Cosmol-
ogy Project, ω = −1.035+0.055

−0.059 [50]; WAMP+CMB, ω = −1.079+0.090
−0.089 [51]; Plank 2018, ω = −1.03 ± 0.03 [52] or

ω = −1.33+0.31
−0.42 [53].

III. THE f (Q) GRAVITY MODELS

To solve the above system and to analyse the behaviour of the dynamical parameters, we consider some form
of Hubble parameter H and the function f (Q). The Hubble parameter, H = ξ + η

t corresponds to the scale
factor, a(t) = eξttη , known as the hybrid scale factor [54–57]. Subsequently, the non-metricity scalar becomes,

Q = 6H2 = 6
(

ξ + η
t

)2
. This form of Hubble parameter further provides a time varying deceleration parameter(

q = −1 + η

(ξt+η)2

)
, which can simulate a cosmic transition from early deceleration to late time acceleration. The

deceleration parameter, q ≈ −1+ 1
η when t→ 0 whereas q ≈ −1 when t→ ∞. To realise the positive deceleration at

early Universe for the transient Universe, the scale factor parameter η should be 0 < η < 1. The transition can occur
at t = − η

ξ ±
√

η
ξ . We will restrict to the positivity of the second term and ignore the negativity. This is because the

negativity of the second term would provide negative time, which may lead to unphysical situation at the bigbang
scenario. In that case also the parameter η restricted to 0 < η < 1, since the cosmic transit may have occurred at,
t = −η+

√
η

ξ . The jerk parameter, j = 1− 3η

(η+ξt)2 +
2η

(η+ξt)3 . We have used the parameter values for model analysis as
ξ = 0.965 and η = 0.60 [54].
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FIG. 1. Evolution of deceleration parameter (Left Panel) and jerk parameter (Right Panel) in redshift. The parameter scheme:
ξ = 0.965, η = 0.60.
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The deceleration parameter shows a transient behaviour with the transition occurs at z = 1.34. It reduces from
early time to late times and at present its value is, q0 = −0.46 [FIG.- 1 (Left panel)]. The evolution of jerk parameter
remains entirely in the range 0 < j < 1. It reduces from early time and attained the minimum value at present and
eventually converges to 1 at the late times [FIG.- 1 (Right panel)].

A. Model-I

We first consider the logarithmic form of f (Q) [34] as,

f (Q) = nQ0

√
Q

λ1Q0
ln

λ1Q0

Q
, (17)

where n and λ1 > 0 are free parameters; Q0 = 6H2
0 , where H0 = 70.7 kms−1Mpc−1 [58] represents the present value

of H. For n = 0, one can recover the GR equivalent model.

At the outset, we have studied the evolutionary behaviour of the function f (Q) by plotting the graphs f (Q)

H2
0

vs

z and fQ vs z where z is redshift [33]. We wish to analyse f (Q)

H2
0

and fQ as functions of redshift since the Hubble

parameter is related to the scale factor as H = ȧ
a . One can see from FIG.- 2 as time passes, f (Q)

H2
0

shows a decreasing

behavior and gradually vanishes. Whereas, fQ starts with a lower positive value, increases over time, and remains
positive throughout.
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f(
Q
)/
H
0
2
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FIG. 2. Evolution of f (Q)
H2

0
(Left Panel) and fQ(Q) (Right Panel) in reshift for Model-I. The parameter scheme: ξ = 0.965, η = 0.60,

n = 1, Q0 = 29990 and λ1 = 0.35 .

Using Eqn. (17), Eqns. (10), (11) and (14) reduces to,

ptotal =
λ1Ωr(z + 1)4

√
H2(z)
λ1Q0

− 3
√

6H2(z)n +
√

6H(z)n(z + 1)Hz(z)

3λ1

√
H2(z)
λ1Q0

, (18)

ρtotal = H(z)Q0n

√
6

λ1Q0
+ Ωr(z + 1)4 + Ωm(z + 1)3 , (19)

ωtotal =
λ1Ωr(z + 1)4

√
H2(z)
λ1Q0

− 3
√

6H2(z)n +
√

6H(z)n(z + 1)Hz(z)

3
√

H2(z)
λ1Q0

(√
6λ1Q0n

√
H2(z)
λ1Q0

+ λ1(z + 1)3(Ωm + Ωrz + Ωr)

) , (20)
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ρtotal
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FIG. 3. Evolution of total energy density (Left Panel) and EoS parameters (Right Panel) in redshift for Model-I. The parameter
scheme: ξ = 0.965, η = 0.60, n = 1 Q0 = 29990, λ1 = 0.35, Ωm = 0.3 and Ωr = 0.00001.

where Hz denotes the dH(z)
dz . The parameters ξ, η, n, Q0 and λ1 determine the evolutionary behavior of total energy

density and EoS parameters. The model parameter has been chosen in such a way that a positive energy density
can be obtained FIG.- 3 (Left Panel). The total energy density is showing decreasing behavior from early epoch to
late epoch and remains positive throughout. The total EoS parameter shows quintessence behavior at present epoch,
whereas it converges to ΛCDM at late epoch [FIG.- 3 (Right Panel)]. At z = 0, the value of total EoS parameter
observed to be ≈ −0.82. The behaviour of DE EoS parameter remains almost same with that of total EoS parameter.

B. Model-II

As a second model, we consider an exponential function of f (Q) [31] as,

f (Q) = Qe
µλ2

Q −Q , (21)

where λ2 is the free parameter. In the cosmological framework, the model gives rise to a scenario without ΛCDM
as a limit, having the same number of free parameters as ΛCDM. In this model, in certain time period of cosmic
history, the term µ

Q decreases, which ends up making the model as polynomial one.
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FIG. 4. Evolution of f (Q)
H2

0
(Left Panel) and fQ(Q) (Right Panel) in redshift for Model-II. The parameter scheme: ξ = 0.965,

η = 0.60, µ = 6.5 and λ2 = 6.5

We can see the behaviour of f (Q)

H2
0

and fQ in FIG.- 4. In this model also, the normalized non-metricity function f (Q)

H2
0

increases with cosmic time due to exponential form of model. However, the functional fQ becomes a decreasing



7

function of the redshift. The motivation behind these plots is that the non-metricity scalar Q at the FLRW background
assumes 6H2. To analyse the dynamic behavior of the model, the dynamical parameters can be derived from Eqns.
(10), (11) and (14) by incorporating Eqn. (21) as,

ptotal = −3H2(z) + 2H(z)(z + 1)Hz(z)−
e

λ2µ

6H2(z)
(

9H3(z)(3H2(z)+λ2µ)+λ2µ(z+1)Hz(z)(9H2(z)+λ2µ)
)

54H5(z) + 1
3 Ωr(z + 1)4 ,(22)

ρtotal =
1
6

e
λ2µ

6H2(z)

(
λ2µ

H2(z)
+ 3

)
+ 3H2(z) + (z + 1)3(Ωm + Ωrz + Ωr) , (23)

ωtotal =
−3H2(z) + 2H(z)(z + 1)Hz(z)−

e
λ2µ

6H2(z)
(

9H3(z)(3H2(z)+λ2µ)+λ2µ(z+1)Hz(z)(9H2(z)+λ2µ)
)

54H5(z) + 1
3 Ωr(z + 1)4

1
6 e

λ2µ

6H2(z)
(

λ2µ

H2(z) + 3
)
+ 3H2(z) + (z + 1)3(Ωm + Ωrz + Ωr)

(24)

ρtotal
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ωDE
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0.0

z

ω

FIG. 5. Evolution of total energy density (Left Panel) and EoS parameters (Right Panel) in redshift for Model-II. The parameter
scheme: ξ = 0.965, η = 0.60, µ = 6.5, λ2 = 6.5, Ωm = 0.3 and Ωr = 0.00001.

FIG.- 5 (Left Panel) shows the evolutionary behaviour of total energy density that remains positive throughout
the evolution and at present time it attains the minimum value. The total EoS parameter remains entirely in the
negative domain and decreases from early time. The present value has been obtained as, ωtotal = −1.01 [FIG.- 5
(Right Panel)]. At present the DE EoS parameter remains alike to that of total EoS parameter though there was a
marginal change noticed at early time.

IV. THE PHASE SPACE ANALYSIS

Any group of elements that evolves over time is a dynamical system, whether they are real or even artificial. The
dynamical system is based on differential equations associated with time derivatives. So, it is unlike that there exists
any universal theory of dynamical systems. The evolution rule that governs the dynamical system should therefore
be analyzed in various ways to find its characteristics [59–61]. In order to probe the evolutionary dynamics of the
theory, we use dynamical systems instead of solving the non-linear differential equations that describes the majority
of cosmological models. The stability can be analysed in various methods, some of them are Jacobi stability, Kosambi-
Cartan-Chern (KCC) theory or Lyapunov methods. We shall use the Jacobi stability analysis in this problem. We shall
perform the dynamical system analysis of the background equations of the two models and will focus on its stability
[62, 63]. To do so, we consider 3-dimensionless parameters, x, y and σ, which may give detailed idea about DE and
transform the field equations in terms of the dynamical variables as,
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x =
f

6H2 , y = −2 fQ, σ =
ρr

3H2 .

Subsequently, Eqn. (16) reduces to,

Ωr = σ,

ΩDE = x + y,

Ωm = 1− x− y− σ,

Ḣ
H2 =

−(3− 3x− 3y + σ)

2(2Q fQQ + fQ + 1)
.

Here, prime ( ’ ) represents differentiation with respect to the number of e-folds of the Universe, N = lna. Then we
can differentiate x, y, and σ with respect to N to obtain,

x′ = − Ḣ
H2 (2x + y) =

(3− 3x− 3y + σ)(2x + y)
2(2Q fQQ + fQ + 1)

, (25)

y′ = − Ḣ
H2 (4Q fQQ) = (3− 3x− 3y + σ)

[
1 +

(y− 2)
2(2Q fQQ + fQ + 1)

]
, (26)

σ′ = −σ

[
4 + 2

Ḣ
H2

]
= σ

[
(3− 3x− 3y + σ)

(2Q fQQ + fQ + 1)
− 4

]
. (27)

Now, we can redefine ωtotal and ωDE as

ωtotal = −1− 2
3

Ḣ
H2 ,

ωDE = −1− 1
3(x + y)

[
y
′
+

Ḣ
H2 y

]
.

For f (Q) = nQ0

√
Q

λ1Q0
ln
(

λ1Q0
Q

)
[Model-I], one can express Eqns. (25)-(27) in terms of dynamical variables as,

x′ =
(2x + y)(3− 3x− 3y + σ)

(2− x− y)
, (28)

y′ =
x(3x + 3y− 3− σ)

(2− x− y)
, (29)

σ′ =
2σ(σ− x− y− 1)

(2− x− y)
. (30)

Moreover, the total EoS parameter and EoS parameter for DE can be written in dynamical variables as,

ωtotal = −1− 2
3

(
3x + 3y− σ− 3

2− x− y

)
,

ωDE = − 3− σ

3(2− x− y)
.

Name Point/Curve Ωm Ωr ΩDE q ωtotal ωDE Phase of Universe Stability

A1 (0, 0, 1) 0 1 0 1 1
3 − 1

3 Radiation dominated Unstable Node

B1 (0, 0, 0) 1 0 0 1
2 0 − 1

2 Matter dominated Unstable Saddle

C1 (x, 1− x, 0) 0 0 1 -1 -1 -1 DE dominated Stable Node

TABLE I. Critical Points and the corresponding cosmology for Model-I
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TABLE I provides the critical points and the cosmological behaviour at these points. The details description of
each critical point has been narrated below. In FIG.- 6, the 2D and 3D phase portrait have been given to understand
the stability of these points.

A1, B1

C1

-2 -1 0 1 2

-2

-1

0

1

2

X

Y

FIG. 6. Phase-space trajectories on the x-y-σ plane (Left Panel) and the portrait on the x-y plane (Right Panel) for Model-I.

• Critical point A1 (0, 0, 1) : The corresponding EoS parameter and deceleration parameter is ωtotal = 1
3 and

q = 1 respectively. This behaviour of the critical point leads to the decelerating phase of the Universe. The
density parameters are, ΩDE = 0, Ωm = 0 and Ωr = 1. This critical point is an unstable node because it
contains all positive eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix,

{2, 2, 1}.

• Critical Point B1 (0, 0, 0) : The critical point leads to the decelerating phase of the Universe, since the EoS
parameter corresponding to this critical point is ωtotal = 0 and deceleration parameter is q = 1

2 . The corre-
sponding density parameter are ΩDE = 1, Ωm = 0 and Ωr = 0. The eigenvalues for corresponding critical
point shows positive and negative signature as shown below. The critical point shows unstable saddle be-
haviour. {

3
2

,
3
2

, − 1
}

.

• Curve of Critical Points C1 (x, 1-x, 0) : At this point, ΩDE = 1, Ωm = 0 and Ωr = 0, i.e. the Universe shows
DE dominated phase. The accelerated DE dominated Universe is confirmed by the corresponding value of
the EoS parameter (ωtotal = −1) and value of the deceleration parameter (q = −1). Jacobian matrices with
critical points have negative real parts and zero eigenvalues. Further, there is only one vanishing eigenvalue
and therefore the dimension of the set of eigenvalues equals its number. As a result, the set of eigenvalues is
normally hyperbolic, the critical point associated with it cannot be a global attractor [64, 65]. This critical point,
shows stable node behaviour. The corresponding eigenvalues are given below:

{−4, − 3, 0}.
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From the phase portrait [FIG.- 6], we can see that the critical point A1 is unstable node, where as curve [(x, 1− x,
0)] is stable node. The B1 is unstable saddle point. FIG.- 6 (Left Panel) describes the trajectories for critical points,
where A1 is the repeller, so it repels every trajectory and C1 is the attractor, so it absorbs every trajectory coming
towards it. The B1 is saddle therefore, it absorbs the trajectories coming from A1 and repel the trajectories originated
from itself. FIG.- 6 (Right Panel), one can observe that the stability is not only specific to the single point but also in
the entire curve (x, 1− x, 0). This kind of stability behaviour may be due to the fact that irrespective of the value of
the dynamical variable x, it exhibits the stable behaviour. It may be due to the nature of the dynamical variable x.
The 3D portrait shows the trajectory behaviour of the model starting from repeller point A1 to the saddle point B1
and then it is moving from B1 to the stable curve C1. Further, the evolution plot for Model-I has been given in FIG.-
7. From the evolution curve, the present value of DE EoS parameter is −0.80 whereas the value obtained using the
hybrid scale factor is−0.82. Hence in both the approaches, we can get similar value at present time and the Universe
shows quintessence behaviour. At present the value of density parameters for DE and matter obtained as ≈ 0.7 and
≈ 0.3 respectively.

ΩDE

Ωr

Ωm

ωDE

ωtotal

ΩDE≈ 0.7

Ωm ≈ 0.3

-0.80≈ωDE

ωtotal ≈-0.58

-20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

log(1+z)

FIG. 7. Evolution of parameters for Model-I. The initial conditions: x = 10−15, y = 10−6 and σ = 10−1. The vertical dashed red
line denotes the present time.

For, f (Q) = Qe
µλ2

Q −Q [Model-II], we can get the system of differential equations as,

x′ =
(3− 3x− 3y + σ)(2x + y)

2− y + 4(x + 1)[ln(x + 1)]2
, (31)

y′ =
4(x + 1)(3− 3x− 3y + σ)[ln(x + 1)]2

2− y + 4(x + 1)[ln(x + 1)]2
, (32)

σ′ = 2σ

[
3− 3x− 3y + σ

2− y + 4(x + 1)[ln(x + 1)]2
− 2

]
. (33)

On a similar note, we can obtain the EoS parameters as,

ωtotal = −1 +
6(x + y− 1)− 2σ

3
(
2− y + 4(x + 1)[ln(x + 1)]2

) ,

ωDE =
−4(σ + 3)[ln(x + 1)]2 − 2x

(
6[ln(x + 1)]2(x + 1) + 2σ[ln(x + 1)]2 + 3

)
+ y(σ− 3)

3(x + y)
(
2− y + 4(x + 1)[ln(x + 1)]2

) .
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Name Point/Curve Ωm Ωr ΩDE q ωtotal ωDE Phase of Universe Stability

A2 (0, 0, 1) 0 1 0 1 1
3 - Radiation dominated Unstable Node

B2 (0, 0, 0) 1 0 0 1
2 0 - Matter dominated Unstable Saddle

C2 (x, 1− x, 0) 0 0 1 -1 -1 -1 DE dominated Stable Node

TABLE II. Critical Points and the corresponding cosmology for Model-II

TABLE II provides the critical points and the cosmological behaviour at these points. The details description of
each critical point has been narrated below. In FIG.- 8, the 2D and 3D phase portrait have been given to understand
the stability of these points.

A2, B2

C2

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

X

Y

FIG. 8. Phase-space trajectories on the x-y-σ plane (Left Panel) and the portrait on the x-y plane (Right Panel) for Model-II.

• Critical Point A2 (0, 0, 1) : The critical point leads to the decelerating phase of the Universe, since the EoS
parameter and deceleration parameter corresponding to this critical point is ωtotal =

1
3 and q = 1 respectively.

The corresponding density parameter are ΩDE = 0, Ωm = 0 and Ωr = 1. The eigenvalues for the correspond-
ing critical point shows positive signature as given below. This critical point shows unstable behaviour.

{4, 1, 0} .

• Critical Point B2 (0, 0, 0) : At this point, ΩDE = 0, Ωm = 1 and Ωr = 0, i.e. the Universe shows matter
dominated phase. The decelerated matter dominated Universe is confirmed by the corresponding value of
the EoS parameter (ωtotal = 0) and deceleration parameter q = 1

2 . Jacobian matrices with critical points have
positive, negative real parts and zero eigenvalues. This critical point shows unstable saddle behaviour. The
corresponding eigenvalues are given below:

{3, − 1, 0}.

• Curve of Critical Point C2 (x, 1-x, 0) : The corresponding EoS parameter is ωtotal = −1 and deceleration
parameter is q = −1. This behaviour of the critical point leads to the accelerating phase of the Universe. Also,
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density parameters are ΩDE = 1, Ωm = 0 and Ωr = 0. This critical point is a stable node because it contains
negative real part and zero eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix.

{0, − 4, − 3}.

The phase portrait, which shows comparable trajectory plots, is an important tool in the study of dynamical systems.
The stability of the models can be tested using the phase portrait. The phase portrait for system given in Eqns. (28)-
(30) is shown in FIG.- 8. The (Left Panel) shows the trajectories in x-y-σ (3− D) plane and (Right Panel) shows the
trajectories in x-y (2− D) plane, since σ = 0 is an invariant sub-manifold. Here also the stability obtained along
the curve (x, 1− x, 0). This again shows the role of the dynamical variable x. Similar to Model-I, the 3− D phase
portrait for Model-II shows attracting behaviour at critical curve C2. All the repelling trajectories going away from
critical points A2 and B2 and moving towards the stable curve C2. From the evolution plot [FIG.- 9], the present
value of ωDE = −1.1 which is almost same as that of the value obtained through the scale factor.

ΩDE

Ωr

Ωm

ωDE

ωtotal

ΩDE ≈ 0.7

Ωm ≈0.3

ωtotal ≈-0.80

ωDE ≈-1.1

-20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

log(1+z)

FIG. 9. Evolution of parameters for Model-II. The initial conditions x = 10−15, y = 10−6 and σ = 10−1. The vertical dashed red
line denotes the present time.

V. RESULTS AND CONCLUSION

To frame the cosmological models that concurs with the recent development of modern cosmology, several modi-
fied theories of gravity have been proposed. One among them is the symmetric teleparallel gravity or f (Q) gravity.
Two cosmological models are presented in this paper with some functional form of f (Q) such as, (i) log-square-root

model
[

nQ0

√
Q

λ1Q0
ln λ1Q0

Q

]
and (ii) exponential model

[
Qe

µλ2
Q −Q

]
. In Model-I, both f (Q)

H2
0

and fQ(Q) decreases

gradually whereas for Model-II, f (Q)

H2
0

increases and fQ(Q) decreases at late time. To analyse the dynamics of the

Universe, we choose a time varying deceleration parameter that shows the early time deceleration and late time
acceleration. Model-I shows the quintessence behaviour at present time and behaves like the ΛCDM at late times
whereas Model-II shows the phantom behaviour and the present value of the DE EoS parameter obtained to be
ωDE = −0.82 and ωDE = −1.01.

The dynamical system analysis has been performed for both the cosmological models obtained with the form of
f (Q) and the time varying deceleration parameter. For Model-I, the critical points/curve are A1 (0, 0, 1), B1 (0, 0, 0)
and C1 (x, 1− x, 0) given in Table-I. The point A1 is unstable node with all eigenvalues for Jacobian matrix positive
real part and B1 is unstable saddle with positive, negative real part and zero eigenvalues for Jacobian matrix. The
curve C1 has all eigenvalues for Jacobian matrix are negative real part and zero gives us the stable node behaviour.
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For more ideas about the critical point, the 2− D phase portrait has been shown in FIG.- 6 (Right Panel). FIG.- 7
describes the evolutionary behavior of the Universe. At present ΩDE ≈ 0.7 and Ωm ≈ 0.3. Similarly for Model-II,
the critical points/curve are A2 (0, 0, 1), B2 (0, 0, 0) and C2 (x, 1− x, 0) given in Table-II. Here also, A2 and B2 are
unstable points, whereas C2 shows the stable node behaviour. FIG.- 9 shows the present value of density parameters
as, ΩDE ≈ 0.7 and Ωm ≈ 0.3. Both the models shows early radiation era and late time DE era, transition through
matter dominated era. One can see from total EoS parameter obtained from hybrid scale factor and total EoS param-
eter from the evolution plot shows same behavior of Universe for both the models.

Regarding the unstable behaviour at the radiation and matter phase and stable behaviour obtained in the de Sitter
phase, we wish to mention here that in some inflationary models of the early Universe, there can be instabilities
associated with the rapid expansion of space during inflation. Whereas, the stability in the de-Sitter phase refers to
the fact that it is associated with the positive cosmological constant or constant. The accelerated expansion of the
Universe has been driven by the constant energy density. This leads to the stable stable de-Sitter phase, which is a
desired feature for the accelerating behaviour. The results obtained in this paper are based on specific assumptions
and model dependent and different behaviours can be obtained for different models and assumptions. Models that
incorporate DE density or cosmological constant, in the phase portrait, the curve that passes through the stable
points shows the trajectory of the de-Sitter phase. The models presented here exhibit similar behaviour.

Finally, we would like to mention here that the nonmetricity gravity can be used to obtain stable cosmological
models and can able to describe the late time cosmic acceleration of the Universe. The value of EoS parameter has
been important in addressing the evolutionary history of Universe. Scale factor and model parameters have been
used in both models to constrain how well the dynamical parameters will behave. The stability of the models are
analysed using the dynamical system and we get the stable points/curve for both the models.
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