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Abstract: The stable critical points and their corresponding cosmology are derived in the teleparal-
lel gravity with an added Gauss-Bonnet topological invariant term. We have analyzed the dynamics
of the Universe by presenting two cosmological viable models, showing the potential to describe dif-
ferent phases of the evolution of the Universe. The value of the deceleration parameter (q), total equa-
tion of state parameter (ωtot) and dark energy equation of state parameter (ωDE) have been presented
against each critical point. The existence and stability conditions are also presented. We study the
behavior of the phase space trajectories at each critical point. Finally, the evolutionary behavior of
the deceleration parameter and the equation of state parameters have been assessed with the initial
condition of the dynamical variables, and compatibility has been observed in connection with the
present cosmological scenario.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of an accelerated expansion of the Universe has been confirmed by multiple cosmological observa-
tions [1, 2]. Post-discovery, there has been a significant amount of attention to the modified theories of gravity. The
source responsible for this cosmic acceleration is an unidentified repulsive form of energy known as dark energy
(DE) [3, 4]. To explain the nature of DE along with dark matter (DM) [5, 6] and inflation [7], researchers have attemp-
ted modifications to general relativity (GR). We know that it is possible to define a large number of connections in a
manifold, and one of such connections is the Levi-Civita connection [8, 9], which is used to construct GR. This Levi-
Civita connection is based on the assumptions of torsion-free, metric compatibility, and the assumption of curvature
free. The assumption of curvature-free leads to the teleparallel theory of gravity. In the construction of this theory,
the Weitzenböck connection [10, 11] is used, which is different from the Levi-Civita connection. Teleparallel gravity
(TG) is an equivalent formulation of GR in which torsion rather than curvature is responsible for the gravitational
interaction [12, 13]. The TG is a gauge theory, whereas GR is a geometric theory [13, 14]. The same equations of
motion apply to both the theory and the name Teleparallel Equivalent of General Relativity (TEGR) [11, 13, 15]. In
a formulation like TEGR, the gravitational Lagrangian is referred to as the torsion scalar T and is derived from the
contraction of the torsion tensor [16–18]. This is analogous to the Lagrangian of the GR, which is denoted by the
curvature scalar R and is built from the contraction of the curvature tensor [14].

The simplest modification to GR is to generalize the action using an arbitrary function of the Ricci scalar R, res-
ulting in ghost-free f (R) modified gravity [19–21]. In addition to this simple modification of GR, it is possible to
construct action with higher curvature corrections, such as the Gauss-Bonnet combination G [22] and an arbitrary
functions f (G) [23–26]. In TG, the Lagrangian takes the form of the torsion scalar T; the equations are equivalent
to GR. Teleparallel gravity replaces T with a generic function of torsion as f (T) in TEGR, much as f (R) gravity
replaces R with f (R) in Einstein-Hilbert general relativity. The modified TEGR is known as f (T) gravity [27–29].
This modification extends the teleparallel Lagrangian T to an arbitrary function f (T). Although TEGR and GR are
equivalent at the level of evolution equations, f (T) and f (R) are not equivalent. The cosmological effects of f (T)
gravity are therefore novel and intriguing [30–33]. Inspired by the Gauss-Bonnet modification of GR in [34], a new
generalization of the standard f (T) gravity was proposed. This theory extends the function f (T) to f (T, TG), where
TG is the Gauss–Bonnet topological invariant. In the teleparallel formalism, i.e. in f (T, TG) theory, all the degrees of
freedom related to torsion are given and then completely extend the f (T) gravity [35].

In this study, we have used the method of dynamical system analysis [36–40], which is an important tool in
cosmology to qualitatively assess the behavior of solutions of the model rather than determining the analytical
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solution from the complex equations [37]. This method examines the local asymptotic behavior of critical points of
the dynamical system and then connects them to the primary cosmological epochs of the Universe. With this, one
can also find a description of the overall dynamics of the Universe [41–43]. For instance, the radiation and matter-
dominated eras correspond to saddle points, whereas a late-time DE domination corresponds to a stable critical
point. However, the dependency on the selection of variables that characterize the solution is linked to the critical,
which is one of the limitations of this approach. It is to be noted that the absence of any particular cosmological
epoch of the Universe may not indicate the failure of the theory; rather, it is the failure of the associated dynamical
system to demonstrate the presence of an epoch [39]. Although dynamical systems have been useful in revealing
the main features of solutions in specific models, limited attempts have been made for a more systematic analysis
of generic f (T, TG) cosmology [42]. Hence, we aim to derive a general expression for a dynamical system that can
explain the de-Sitter, radiation-dominated, as well as cold dark matter-dominated fixed points. To mention here, the
dynamical system analysis in curvature-based gravity with the Gauss-Bonnet term, i.e. f (R, G) gravity, has been
analysed for the mixed-power law model, highlighting the capability of obtaining eight fixed points that describe
radiation-dominated, matter-dominated, and DE-dominated epochs of the evolution of the Universe [44, 45]. The
development of n− dimensional cosmology for f (G) gravity using the Noether symmetry approach, encompassing
power-law models, demonstrating equivalence to GR without imposing R+ f (G), presenting solutions like de-Sitter
by non-minimal coupling of f (G) to a scalar field, allowing exploration of inflation and DE, concluding with the
creation of Hamiltonian formalism and quantum cosmology for the model [46]. An analysis of the topological Gauss-
Bonnet scalar in various teleparallel formulations, emphasizing its value for symmetries in GR and the relevance of
“pseudo-invariant” theories in teleparallel Gauss-Bonnet gravity [47]. We shall analyse this in the torsion-based
gravity with the Gauss-Bonnet term, the f (T, TG) gravity, in the mixed and sum of the separated power-law form.

The exact cosmological solutions in teleparallel Gauss-Bonnet extension theory, with the selection of cosmological
viable models, are obtained in Ref. [35, 48]. The cosmological bouncing solutions are highlighted in the f (T.TG)
formalism in Ref. [49]. In the f (T, TG) gravity formalism, the reconstruction of the cosmological model is studied in
[50]. This theory also shows a confrontation with current observational data [51]. The dynamical system is analyzed,
and the field equations of f (T, TG) gravity are presented in Ref. [42]. The same approach has been used to analyze the
phases of evolution of the Universe in different teleparallel settings such as in f (T) gravity [41, 52], f (T, ϕ) gravity
[53], f (T, B) gravity [33, 36] and the other modified gravity theories [54, 55]. In this work, we shall analyze the
evolution of the Universe through the dynamical system approach by obtaining the critical points and the behavior
of the evolution parameters. We will explain below how Gauss–Bonnet invariants derived from curvature differ
from topological invariants derived from torsion in less than a total derivative. Then, the dynamical information in
both representations is the same. This result indicates that the topological invariant can also regularize teleparallel
torsion. The paper is organized as follows: We first start with an introduction to TG in Section II, where we review
the background properties up to f (T, TG) gravity. In Section III, two forms of f (T, TG) have been considered Ref.
[35]. Then, in Subsections III A and III B, we introduce the dynamical system analysis for the mixed power law model
and the sum of the separated power law model, respectively. We summarize our results in Section IV and give our
conclusion.

II. TELEPARALLEL GRAVITY

Instead of the Levi-Civita connection, which causes curvature in GR, the teleparallel connection [13] is used in TG.
In GR, the curvature is a product of the Levi-Civita connection Γ̊σ

µν (Over-circles indicate quantities calculated using
Levi-Civita connections throughout), which has been replaced by the teleparallel connection Γσ

µν [10, 11]. In TG, the
dynamical variables are the tetrad fields or the vierbein eA

µ , where E µ
A is the inverse of eA

µ . The metric tensor gµν can
be calculated from the tetrad fields as follows,

ea
µeb

νηab = gµν , E µ
a E ν

b gµν = ηab , (1)

The Latin indices denote coordinates on the tangent space, and the Greek indices denote the indices on the general
manifold [15]. Thus, tetrads connect both the spaces and play an important role in raising and lowering indices
between the different spaces [56]. TG replaces curvature with torsion, and the torsion tensor can be written exclus-
ively in tetrad fields. This simplifies imposing and verifying vanishing curvature constraints, which has theoretical
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consequences. Without spinors, space-time formalism may describe TG. So, the curvature-based and TG do not sup-
press tetrads. They help mathematically describe the gravitational field and its interaction with matter, introduce
spinors, and examine curvature or torsion features in both frameworks [57]. This could be due to the fact that they
are not flat in these settings, whereas in TG, they are introduced as flat connections. Another important feature of
these tetrads is that they satisfy the orthogonality requirements,

ea
µE µ

b = δa
b , ea

µE ν
a = δν

µ . (2)

The teleparallel connection [12, 58] can be defined as,

E σ
a

(
∂µea

ν + ωa
bµeb

ν

)
= Γσ

νµ , (3)

The local Lorentz transformation (LLT), wherein Λa
b represents Lorentz boosts and rotations, is referred to describe

the spin connection as ωa
bµ = Λa

c ∂µΛb
c [11, 59–61]. For a particular metric, there is an infinite number of tetrad

choices, which can satisfy Eq. (1). So, the spin connection helps counterbalance inertial effects, and in the case of TG,
it remains covariant [58]. There is a Lorentz frame such that the spin connection is zero. This has been referred to as
the Weitzenböck gauge [12]. So, from here onward, the spin connection will be dropped following the application
of the above-mentioned gauge. Given that the teleparallel Riemann tensor disappears, we define a torsion tensor by
[10]

2Γσ
[νµ] = Tσ

µν , (4)

The torsion tensor measures the antisymmetry of the connection [11], and the square bracket is the antisymmetry
operator. We can also define a contortion tensor as,

Γσ
µν − Γ̊σ

µν =
1
2

(
T σ

µ ν + T σ
ν µ − Tσ

µν

)
= Kσ

µν , (5)

which is directly related to the Levi-Civita connection and plays an important role in defining some scalars and
relating curvature and torsional quantities. Using the torsion tensor, a torsion scalar can be defined as [11, 13, 15]

1
4

Tα
µνT µν

α +
1
2

Tα
µνTνµ

α − Tα
µαTβµ

β = T , (6)

The action is based on the torsion scalar and will produce the same field equations as the Einstein-Hilbert action.
Again, we mention that the Ricci scalar disappears when calculating with the teleparallel connection, so R ≡ 0. Here,
we can define the standard Ricci scalar, R̊ = R̊(Γ̊σ

µν) [17, 18] as

R̊ + T − B = R = 0 . (7)

B represents a total divergence term and is defined as

2
e

∂ρ

(
eTµ ρ

µ

)
= B , (8)

with e = det
(

ea
µ

)
=

√−g is the determinant of the tetrad. The expression in Eq. (7) conclude that GR and
TEGR produce equivalent field equations in the classical regime; hence, both are dynamically equivalent. Another
interesting scalar invariant is the Gauss-Bonnet term [34, 38, 49–51, 62]

R̊2 − 4R̊µνR̊µν + R̊µναβR̊µναβ = G , (9)

which has been derived in the TG setting and can be defined as

TG =

(
K i

a eK ej
b K k

c f K f l
d − 2K ij

a K k
b eK e

c f K f l
d + 2K ij

a K k
b eK el

f K f
d c + 2K ij

a K k
b eK el

c,d

)
δabcd

ijlk (10)
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where δabcd
ijkl = ϵabcdϵijkl is the generalized Kronecker delta function [63], and comma denotes the differentiation.

This has equivalency with the regular Gauss-Bonnet term up to a total divergence term defined as follows,

1
e

δabcd
ijkl ∂a

[
K ij

b

(
K kl

c ,d + K m
d cK kl

m

)]
= BG . (11)

The TG, BG together produce the teleparallel equivalent of the Gauss-Bonnet term as

−TG + BG = G . (12)

Similarly to the modifications of GR, we consider a generalization of the Einstein-Hilbert action by adding gener-
alizations in terms of both the torsion scalar and the Gauss-Bonnet term. The Gauss-Bonnet term has been linked to
both inflationary and dynamical aspects of DE. We consider the action equation as [34, 38]

SF(T,TG)
=

1
2κ2

∫
d4x e F(T, TG) +

∫
d4x eLm , (13)

where κ2 = 8πG, and Lm is the matter Lagrangian in the Jordan frame. We wish to mention that the f (T) theory
has only first-order derivatives of the tetrad in action, whereas f (T, TG) action comes with second-order derivatives
of the tetrad. However, it is beyond the scope of the present investigation to consider the possibility of Ostrogradsky
instability. In this formalism, the second and fourth-order contributions to the field equations are associated with the
torsion scalar and Gauss-Bonnet term contributions, respectively. For a spatially flat, homogeneous, and isotropic
cosmological background, the tetrad can be written as [13]

eA
µ = diag(1, a(t), a(t), a(t)) , (14)

where a(t) is the scale factor that produces the spatially flat homogeneous and isotropic metric

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2(dx2 + dy2 + dz2) , (15)

Using the definitions in Eqns. (6)– (10), the torsion scalar and the teleparallel equivalent of the Gauss-Bonnet term
can be calculated as,

T = 6H2 , TG = 24H2
(

Ḣ + H2
)

, (16)

where the Gauss-Bonnet term turns out to have the same value for this background as its curvature analogue. The
Friedmann equations for this set-up obtained to be [38, 63]

F − 12H2FT − TGFTG + 24H3 ḞTG = 2κ2ρ, (17a)

F − 4(Ḣ + 3H2)FT − 4HḞT − TGFTG +
2

3H
TG ḞTG + 8H2 F̈TG = −2κ2 p. (17b)

An over-dot refers to derivatives with respect to cosmic time t. To establish the deviation of this theory from GR
and to better probe the role from the modified Lagrangian, we consider F(T, TG) = −T + f (T, TG). Subsequently,
Eqns. (17a)–(17b) reduce respectively as,

6H2 + f − 12H2 fT − TG fTG + 24H3 ḟTG = 2κ2ρ , (18a)

2(2Ḣ + 3H2) + f − 4(Ḣ + 3H2) fT − 4H ḟT − TG fTG +
2

3H
TG ḟTG + 8H2 f̈TG = −2κ2 p . (18b)

These equations will reduce to GR when f = 0 or f = TG, and in the latter case, as expected, the TG terms will get
cancelled. Now, the Friedmann equations (18a- 18b) become

3H2 = κ2 (ρ + ρDE
)

, (19a)

3H2 + 2Ḣ = −κ2 (p + pDE
)

, (19b)
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from where the expressions for energy density and pressure for the DE sector can be retrieved as

−1
2κ2

(
f − 12H2 fT − TG fTG + 24H3 ḟTG

)
= ρDE , (20a)

1
2κ2

(
f − 4(Ḣ + 3H2) fT − 4H ḟT − TG fTG +

2
3H

TG ḟTG + 8H2 f̈TG

)
= pDE . (20b)

The expression for the EoS parameter for dark energy can be written as,

ωDE = −1 +
8H2 f̈TG − 4Ḣ fT − 4H ḟT + 2

3H TG ḟTG − 24H3 ḟTG

12H2 fT + TG fTG − 24H3 ḟTG − f
. (21)

These DE densities and pressure expressions will satisfy the continuity equation.

ρ̇DE + 3H
(
ρDE + pDE

)
= 0 (22)

III. DYNAMICAL SYSTEM ANALYSIS IN f (T, TG) GRAVITY

We shall first define the appropriate dynamical variables to analyze the dynamical system of higher-order telepar-
allel gravity [33, 36]. By differentiating the dynamical variables with respect to N = ln(a), the expressions for the
autonomous dynamical system can be obtained and, subsequently, the critical points. We consider the Universe to be
filled with two fluids, ρ = ρm + ρr, where ρm and ρr respectively denote the energy density for matter and radiation
phase. In the matter phase, the matter pressure pm = 0 and therefore ωm also vanishes. In the radiation phase, the
EoS parameter, ωr =

1
3 . Therefore, with these considerations, we define the dynamical variables as follows

X = fTG H2 , Y = ḟTG H , Z =
Ḣ
H2 , V =

κ2ρr

3H2 , W = − f
6H2 . (23)

The standard density parameters expressions for matter (Ωm), radiation (Ωr) and DE (ΩDE) phase are respect-
ively,

Ωm =
κ2ρm

3H2 , Ωr =
κ2ρr

3H2 , ΩDE =
κ2ρDE

3H2 , (24)

with

Ωm + Ωr + ΩDE = 1. (25)

In terms of dynamical variables, we have,

Ωm + Ωr + W + 2 fT + 4XZ + 4X − 4Y = 1, (26)

and

ΩDE = W + 2 fT + 4XZ + 4X − 4Y. (27)

To express the autonomous dynamical system, we define the parameter λ = Ḧ
H3 [64], and so the general form of

the dynamical system can be obtained by differentiating the dimensionless variables with respect to N = ln(a),

dX
dN

= 2XZ + Y ,

dY
dN

= −3
4
− (Z + 2)Y − Z

2
+

3W
4

+ (Z + 3)
fT
2

+
ḟT

2H
+ 3X (Z + 1)− V

4
,

dZ
dN

= λ − 2Z2 ,

dW
dN

= −2 fTZ − 8XZ2 − 4Xλ − 16XZ − 2WZ ,

dV
dN

= −4V − 2VZ . (28)
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To form the autonomous dynamical system, we need a form for f (T, TG) in which the terms fT , ḟT
H can be written

in terms of the dimensionless variables, which we shall discuss by considering two forms of f (T, TG) as two models.

A. Mixed Power Law Model

We consider the mixed power law form of f (T, TG) [35] as

f (T, TG) = f0Tk
GTm, (29)

where f0, m, k are the arbitrary constants, the GR limit can be recovered for vanishing index powers [65]. The mo-
tivation to consider this form is to study the role of parameter λ in its most general form. From (23) and (29), we
can write fT = −mW, and this will guarantee the autonomous dynamical system and the dynamical variable X
becomes,

X = fTG H2 = f0kGk−1TmH2

=
k f H2

G
=

k f
24(Ḣ + H2)

=
k f

6H2

 1

4
(

Ḣ
H2 + 1

)
 =

−Wk
4(Z + 1)

. (30)

The parameter X depends on W with the condition on Z ̸= −1. This condition also guarantees TG = 24H4(Z + 1),
i.e. the non-vanishing teleparallel Gauss-Bonnet term. The dynamical variable W can be rewritten as

W = −4X(Z + 1)
k

(31)

from Eq. (31), an expression for λ can be obtained,

λ =
1

1 − k

[
2(Z + 1)Z(m − 2) + 2Z2(k + 1) + 4kZ − (Z + 1)Y

X

]
(32)

From Eqns. (31-32), one can note that the system equations become singular at k = 0 or k = 1, i.e. we can not use
it in the limit to f (T) gravity (m arbitrary) and in the limit to GR (m = 0, k = 0). This is a shortcoming of the chosen
variables since the original equations (18a - 18b) are regular in these limits. Although the parameter f0 does not play
any role in the further analysis, the system equations will converge to GR spontaneously for the case k = 0, m = 0,
but since due to the singularity of system equations at k = 0, we will drop this value in our analysis. We will consider

X, Y, Z, V as independent variables, W and λ as dependent variables and then inserting fT and ḟT
H in to the system

(28), the system equation we obtain,

dX
dN

= 2XZ + Y ,

dY
dN

= − k2(V − 12X(Z + 1) + 4Y(Z + 2) + 2Z + 3)
4(k − 1)k

+
−8X(Z + 1)(m(Z − 3) + 3) + V + 2Z + 3

4(k − 1)

− 4(2m − 1)X(Z + 1)(2mZ + 3)
4(k − 1)k

+
4Y(2m(Z + 1) + Z + 2)

4(k − 1)
,

dZ
dN

=
(Z + 1)(Y − 2XZ(2k + m − 2))

(k − 1)X
,

dV
dN

= −4V − 2VZ . (33)

We get the density parameter for DE and matter, respectively, in dynamical variables as,

ΩDE = −4Y +
4X(Z + 1)(k + 2m − 1)

k
, (34a)

Ωm = 1 − V + 4Y − [
4
k
(−1 + k + 2m)X(1 + Z)] . (34b)
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The critical points of the dynamical system can be obtained by considering dX
dN = 0, dY

dN = 0, dZ
dN = 0, dV

dN = 0, and
are obtained as in Table I.

Name of Critical Point X Y Z V Exist for

A1 = (x1, y1, z1, v1) x1 4x1 −2 v1
v1 − 4x1 − 1 ̸= 0, m = v1−12x1−1

v1−4x1−1 , k = 1−m
2 ,

−v1x1 + 8x2
1 + x1 ̸= 0

A2 = (x2, y2, z2, v2) x2 3x2 − 3
2 0

8x2 + 1 ̸= 0, x2 ̸= 0,
k = 1−m

2 , m2 − 1 ̸= 0

A3 = (x3, y3, z3, v3)
1
4 0 0 0 k2 − k ̸= 0, m = 1

2

A4 = (x4, y4, z4, v4) x4 0 0 0
4x4 − 1 ̸= 0, (2m − 1) x4 (8x4 + 1) (8mx4 − 1) ̸= 0,

k = − 4(2mx4−x4)
4x4−1 .

A5 = (x5, y5, z5, v5) x5 y5 − y5
2x5

0
y5(12x5 − 2y5 + 1)(3x5 − y5) ̸= 0

m =
4x5+2y5+1
12x5−2y5+1

k = 1−m
2 , m2 − 1 ̸= 0

Table I: The critical points (Model-I)

The stability properties of the critical points are put into groups: (i) stable node: all the eigenvalues are negative;
(ii) unstable node: all the eigenvalues are positive; (iii) saddle-node: one, two, or three of the four eigenvalues
are positive, and the remaining are negative; (iv) stable spiral node: The determinant of the Jacobian matrix is
negative, and the real part of all the eigenvalues is negative. We have summarized the stability of all the critical
points for Model–I in Table II. To identify the phase of evolution, the value of the deceleration parameter q and the
EoS parameters (ωtot, ωDE) are presented, corresponding to each critical point.

C. P. Stability Conditions q ωtot ωDE

A1 Unstable 1 1
3

1
3

A2

Stable for
m < −1 ∧ 1−m

6m−10 < x2 ≤ 8m−8
9m2−48m+71

Otherwise Unstable

1
2 0 0

A3
Stable for

1
4 < k ≤ 13

25
−1 −1 −1

A4

Stable for

x4 < − 1
6 ∧

(
m ≤ 17x4+2

72x2
4+24x4+2 ∨ m > 4x4+1

12x4+1

) −1 −1 −1

A5
Stable for(

x5 < 0 ∧ y5 > 3x5
)
∨
(

x5 > 0 ∧ y5 < 3x5
) −1 + y5

2x5
−1 + y5

3x5
−1 + y5

3x5

Table II: Stability condition, deceleration and EoS parameter (Model–I)

The cosmological solutions for the corresponding evolution equation at each critical point, along with the standard
density parameters (Ωm, ΩDE, Ωr) for Model–I are presented in Table III.

The eigenvalues for the Jacobian matrix of the dynamical system in Eq. (33) at each critical point are presented in
Table IV.

where,

r =

√
−

(
x1 (v1 − 8x1 − 1)

(
−v1 (9x1 + 2) + 2v2

1 + 8x2
1 + x1

))
, s =

√
x4 (8mx4 − 1)

(
2m (6x4 + 1) 2 − 17x4 − 2

)
.
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C. P. Evolution Eqs. Universe phase Ωm Ωr ΩDE

A1 Ḣ = −2H2 a(t) = t0(2t + c2)
1
2 0 v1 1 − v1

A2 Ḣ = − 3
2 H2 a(t) = t0(

3
2 t + c2)

2
3

2(3m−5)x2
m−1 + 1 0 2(5−3m)x2

m−1

A3 Ḣ = 0 a(t) = t0ec1t 0 0 1

A4 Ḣ = 0 a(t) = t0ec1t 0 0 1

A5 Ḣ = − y5
2x5

H2 a(t) = t0(
y5

2x5
t + c2)

2x5
y5 0 0 1

Table III: Phase of the Universe, density parameters (Model–I)

C.P. Eigenvalues

A1

{
0, 1, x1(v1−8x1−1)−r

2x1(−v1+8x1+1) , r+x1(v1−8x1−1)
2x1(−v1+8x1+1)

}

A2

0,−1,−

√
(m2−1)x2

(
m((9m−48)x2−8)+71x2+8

)
4(m2−1)x2

− 3
4 ,

√
(m2−1)x2

(
m((9m−48)x2−8)+71x2+8

)
4(m2−1)x2

− 3
4


A3

{
−4,−3, −

√
25k2−38k+13−3k+3

2(k−1) ,
√

25k2−38k+13−3k+3
2(k−1)

}
A4

{
−4,−3,− s

2x4(8mx4−1) −
3
2 , 3x4(1−8mx4)+s

2x4(8mx4−1)

}
A5

{
0,− 4x5−y5

x5
,−−8x5y5+12x2

5+y2
5

2x5(2x5−y5)
,−−5x5y5+6x2

5+y2
5

x5(2x5−y5)

}

Table IV: Eigenvalues corresponding to each critical point (Model–I)

Critical Point A1(Z = −2): The critical point A1 represents radiation dominated era with ωtot = ωDE = 1
3 and

q = 1, it describes the standard radiation dominated era for v1 = 1, where Ωr = 1 and Ωm = 0, ΩDE = 0. From
Fig. 1, it can be analysed that critical point A1 representing radiation-dominated era exists at a parametric range
m = v1−12x1−1

v1−4x1−1 , k = 1−m
2 , and is unstable (saddle) due to presence of a positive eigenvalue. From the 2-D phase

space in Fig. 1, we can observe that phase space trajectories move away from the critical point, further confirming
the saddle point behavior.

Critical Point A2(Z = − 3
2 ): The critical point A2 describes a non-standard cold dark matter-dominated era with

the negligible contribution of DE density ΩDE = 2(5−3m)x2
m−1 . This critical point will represent a standard cold dark

matter-dominated era for x2 = 0 or m = 3
5 . The CDM-dominated era can also be described at the critical point

A2 in the parametric range k = 1−m
2 , m2 − 1 ̸= 0. The eigenvalues for the Jacobian matrix at this critical point are

non-hyperbolic in nature, as presented in Table IV and show stability at the condition described in Table II. This
critical point will either be a saddle or unstable node for the parameter range lying outside the stability condition
described in Table II. We have plotted 2-D and 3-D phase portraits for m = 0.5, for which stability condition on
x2 is −0.0714286 < x2 ≤ −0.0812183. The coordinate of the phase portraits for 2-D and 3-D is in the unstable
range for a critical point A2, hence describing the saddle point nature of this critical point. The power law solution
corresponding to the evolution equation at this critical point and the standard density parameters corresponding to
different phases of the Universe evolution are presented in Table III. In this case, the values of ωtot = ωDE = 0, and
the deceleration parameter will take the value q = 1

2 which is positive; hence this critical point can not describe the
current cosmic acceleration.

Critical Points A3, A4(Z = 0): The critical points A3 and A4 both are the de-Sitter solutions with ΩDE = 1, Ωm =
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0, Ωr = 0. The value of ωtot = ωDE = q = −1; hence these two critical points describe the current accelerated expan-
sion of the Universe. The de-Sitter solution can be explained at the critical point A3, and it exists in the parametric
range k2 − k ̸= 0, m = 1

2 . The critical point A4 is valid in the parametric range (2m − 1) x4 (8x4 + 1) (8mx4 − 1) ̸= 0,

k = − 4(2mx4−x4)
4x4−1 . The eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix at both the critical points are presented in Table IV and are

hyperbolic in nature. The stability conditions are described in Table II. The phase space trajectories show attractor
behavior, which can be observed from Fig. 1.

Critical Point A5(Z depends on Y, X): The value of the deceleration parameter, EoS parameters for this crit-
ical point is dependent on coordinates x and y as the value of q = −1 + y5

2x5
, ωtot = ωDE = −1 + y5

3x5
. This

critical point represents a DE-dominated era with ΩDE = 1. This can explain the current cosmic acceleration at(
x5 < 0 ∧ y5 > 2x5

)
∨
(

x5 > 0 ∧ y5 < 2x5
)
. From the eigenvalues presented in Table IV, we can infer that the critical

point is non-hyperbolic in nature and is stable at the stability condition presented in Table II. Since the phase space
trajectories behavior can be analyzed from Fig. 1 are attracting towards the critical point A5, this critical point is an
attractor.

A1

A2

-10 -5 0 5 10

-10

-5

0

5

10

X

V

A5

-10 -5 0 5 10

-10

-5

0

5

10

X

V
A3,A4

-10 -5 0 5 10

-10

-5

0

5

10

X
Y

Figure 1: 2D phase portrait with k = 0.029, m = 0.5 (Model–I).

Figure 2: Region Plot for critical points A3 and A4 at x4 = − 1
3

In Fig. 2, we have given the region plot, which will be helpful to visualize the ranges of the model parameters m
and k at which both the critical points (A3, A4) are stable and confirms the accelerating behavior. Mathematically,



10

one can obtain the range as,
(
( 1

4 < k ≤ 13
25 ) ∧

(
m > 1

6

))
∨
(
( 1

4 < k ≤ 13
25 ) ∧

(
m ≤ − 11

6

))
.

Figure 3: 3-D phase portrait with k = 0.029, m = 0.5 (Model–I)

The 3-D phase portrait presented in Fig. 3 allows us to analyze the behavior of trajectories at the critical points
representing different phases of Universe evolution. Phase space trajectory passes through the critical point A1 →
A2 → A4, A5. We can see from the figure that the chosen trajectory evolves from a radiation-dominant solution
corresponding to critical point A1 to an accelerating solution corresponding to critical points A4 and A5. There may
be first red dots in the trajectory transition between A1 (radiation) and A2 (matter) and last dots in the trajectory
transition between A4 and A5 (de-sitter). Our final attractors’ points, A4 and A5 represent the de-sitter epoch with
cosmic acceleration.

Ωm

Ωr

ΩDE

-1 0 1 2 3

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

N=log(a)

Figure 4: Evolution of the density parameters with initial conditions X = −10−1, Y = 10−5, Z = 10−10, V = 10−11,
k = 0.029, m = 0.5 (Model–I)
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Figure 5: Deceleration and EoS parameter with initial conditions X = −10−1, Y = 10−5, Z = 10−10, V = 10−11,
k = 0.029, m = 0.5 (Model–I)

The evolution plot for the standard density parameter is plotted in Fig. 4. The vertical dashed line represents a
present time of cosmic evolution, at which the standard density parameter for matter and DE shows values approx-
imately equal to 0.3 and 0.7, respectively. The value of the deceleration parameter at present time is q0 = −0.663
which is compatible with the current observation study q0 = −0.528+0.092

−0.088 [66]. The plots for EoS parameters are
presented in Fig. 5, from which we can study the early and late time evolution of the Universe. The present value of
ωDE = −1.05 which is compatible with the WMAP+CMB result [ω0 = −1.073+0.090

−0.089] [67].

B. Sum of Separated Power Law Model

We consider the sum of the separated power law [35] form of f (T, TG) as

f (T, TG) = g0Tk
G + t0Tm, (35)

where m is arbitrary and k ̸= 1. In this case, from the dynamical system variables defined in Eq. (23), we find fT =
−mW − 4m

k (1 + Z) X. In this case, similar to Model–I, the dynamical variable W can not be written as dependent
on variables X and Z; therefore, W has to be treated as an independent variable, whereas the dynamical variable Y

shows the dependency on the variable X as Y =
X(k−1)(2Z2+λ+4Z)

(Z+1) . In this case, the only term containing an explicit
time-dependence form is the parameter λ, which plays an important role in identifying the particular epoch of the
evolution of the Universe. The particular value of the parameter λ can be reproduced by exact cosmological solutions
representing a particular epoch of evolution. For λ = 0, it can produce the exact de-Sitter scale factor, whereas, for
λ = 9

2 , it is the matter-dominated exact solution. Further, the radiation-dominated scale factor reproduces for λ = 8.
The physical significance can be determined by the behavior of the EoS parameter (ωtot, ωDE) and also the attracting
solutions of this theory [64]. Following methods from the past literature, we consider the dynamical variable constant
(λ) in the further analysis of this model [33, 64, 68]. By referring to the general dynamical system defined in Eq. (28),
we can write the dynamical system in autonomous form as,

dX
dN

=
(k − 1)X(λ + 2Z(Z + 2))

Z + 1
+ 2XZ ,

dZ
dN

= λ − 2Z2 ,

dV
dN

= −4V − 2VZ ,

dW
dN

=
8mXZ(Z + 1)

k
+ 2(m − 1)WZ − 4X(λ + 2Z(Z + 2)) . (36)

The density parameter for the DE and matter can be written as,
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ΩDE = −2mW + 4XZ + 4X + W − 8mX(Z + 1)
k

− 4(k − 1)X(λ + 2Z(Z + 2))
Z + 1

, (37a)

Ωm = 1 − V + 2mW − 4XZ − 4X − W +
8mX(Z + 1)

k
+

4(k − 1)X(λ + 2Z(Z + 2))
Z + 1

. (37b)

The critical points for the dynamical system in Eq. (36) with the existing condition are presented in Table V.

Name of Critical Points X Z V W Exist for

B1 = (X1, Z1, V1, W1) 0 -2 V1 0 k ̸= 0, λ = 8, arbitrary m, V1.

B2 = (X2, Z2, V2, W2) 0 − 3
2 0 0 λ = 9

2 , k ̸= 0.

B3 = (X3, Z3, V3, W3) X3 ϵ1 0 W3
ϵ1 ̸= 0, ϵ1 + 1 ̸= 0, k = 1

2 ,
W3 = −8(X3ϵ1 + X3), λ = 2ϵ2

1

B4 = (X4, Z4, V4, W4) 0 ϵ2 0 W4
W4ϵ2 ̸= 0,

kϵ2 + k ̸= 0, m = 1, λ = 2ϵ2
2.

Table V: The critical points (Model–II)

In this case, it can be noted that there are less number of critical points than in Model–I; also, since λ is an independ-
ent, we can categorize the critical points for different phases of evolution on the basis of the value of λ. The system
will describe radiation, matter, and the DE-dominated era for λ = 8, 9

2 , value depending on coordinates X and Y
respectively. The stability conditions, the values of the deceleration parameter, ωDE, ωtot at each critical point are
presented in Table VI.

C. P. Stability Conditions q ωtot ωDE

B1 Unstable 1 1
3 - -

B2 Unstable 1
2 0 - -

B3
Stable for

m < 1 ∧ ϵ1 > 0
−1 − ϵ1 −1 − 2ϵ1

3
2ϵ1+3

12X3−12X3ϵ1

B4
Stable for

k < 1
2 ∧ ϵ2 > 0

−1 − ϵ2 −1 − 2ϵ2
3

−W4ϵ2+2ϵ2+3
3W4

Table VI: Stability condition, deceleration and EoS parameter (Model–II)

The evolution equations and the standard density parameters for radiation, matter, and DE at each critical point
are presented in Table VII. The stability of the critical points is obtained from the signature of the eigenvalues and is
presented in Table VIII.

The description for each critical point for the dynamical system in Eq. (36) are as follow:
Critical Point B1, (λ = 8) : The critical point B1 is describing the radiation-dominated era with the parametric

value of Z = −2, and λ = 8. The value of deceleration parameter q = 1, ωtot =
1
3 . The value of ωDE is undetermined

at B1. From Table VI, one can observe that the critical points describing the radiation-dominated era are unstable.
From Table VIII, in this case, the eigenvalues have zero as one of the eigenvalues; hence, these critical points are
non-hyperbolic in nature. This critical point has at least one positive eigenvalue; hence, this critical point is unstable.
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C. P. Evolution Eqs. Universe phase Ωr Ωm ΩDE

B1 Ḣ = −2H2 a(t) = t0(2t + c2)
1
2 V1 1 − V1 0

B2 Ḣ = − 3
2 H2 a(t) = t0(

3
2 t + c2)

2
3 0 1 0

B3 Ḣ = ϵ1H2 a(t) = t0(−ϵ1t + c2)
−1
ϵ1 0 1 − 4X3 (ϵ1 − 1) 4X3 (ϵ1 − 1)

B4 Ḣ = ϵ2H2 a(t) = t0(−ϵ2t + c2)
−1
ϵ2 0 W4 + 1 −W4

Table VII: Phase of the Universe, density parameters (Model–II)

C.P. Eigenvalues

B1
{

0, 8,−4 (m − 1) ,−4 (2k − 1)
}

B2
{
−1, 6,−3 (2k − 1) ,−3 (m − 1)

}
B3

{
0,−4ϵ1, 2 (m − 1) ϵ1,−2 (ϵ1 + 2)

}
B4

{
0,−4ϵ2, 2 (2k − 1) ϵ2,−2 (ϵ2 + 2)

}
Table VIII: Eigenvalues corresponding to each critical point (Model–II)

The exact cosmological solution and the corresponding evolution equation are described in Table VII. The values of
the standard density parameter imply that the critical point B1 defines a standard radiation-dominated era at V1 = 1.
This critical point represents the non-standard radiation-dominated era in which a small amount of matter density
parameter contributes. The phase space trajectories near this critical point can be analyzed in Fig. 6. The critical
point representing the radiation-dominated era is plotted in a single plot. The phase space trajectories are moving
away from all these critical points; hence, we can analyze the saddle point behavior, which is unstable.

Critical Points B2, (Z = − 3
2 , λ = 9

2 ): This critical point is describing the cold-dark matter-dominated era. From
Table VII, we can observe that the critical point B2 represents the standard cold dark matter-dominated era. Again
from Table VI, we see the value of q = 1

2 and ωtot = 0 at this critical point. From Table VIII, we observe that the
eigenvalues are unstable, and the existence of one zero eigenvalue at this critical point implies that this critical point
is non-hyperbolic. The behavior of phase space trajectories can be analyzed from Fig. 6. The trajectories at these
critical points move away from the critical points; hence, critical points show saddle point behavior.



14

B1,B2

-10 -5 0 5 10

-10

-5

0

5

10

X

W

B3,B4

-10 -5 0 5 10

-10

-5

0

5

10

X

V

Figure 6: 2D phase portrait for the dynamical system with m = 0.67, k = 0.785 ( Model–II)

Critical Points B3-B4, (λ, Z depend on free parameters ϵ1 and ϵ2): In these critical points, the value of parameter
λ and the parameter Z is depend on ϵ1 and ϵ2. The critical point B3 and at B4 may describe current cosmic accel-
eration, respectively, at ϵ1 > −1 and ϵ2 > −1. The de-Sitter solution can be analyzed at ϵ1, ϵ2 = 0 respectively for
critical points B3 and B4. The hyperbolic or non-hyperbolic nature of these critical points depends on the coordinate
values and shows stability at the conditions described in Table VI. The exact cosmological solution and the evolution
equations at these critical points are described in Table VII. From the behavior of phase space trajectories in Fig. 6,
it can be observed that phase space trajectories are attracting towards both the critical points; hence, these critical
points are attractors in behavior.

Figure 7: Region Plots for critical points B3 and B4 showing stability and acceleration along with ranges of the model
parameters m, k vs dynamical variable Z.

We wish to mention here that the fixed points B1 and B2 exist only for the value of λ as 8 and 9
2 , respectively.

For the choice of the variables of the model, all three different epochs of the evolution of the Universe could not
be obtained in a single phase space for fixed λ. Fig. 7 describes the critical points B3 and B4 are stable and show
accelerating behavior for the range of the model parameters

(
(m < 1) ∧ (z > 0)

)
∧
(
(k < 1

2 ) ∧ (z > 0)
)

.
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Figure 8: Evolution of the density parameters with initial conditions X = 10−1.3, Z = 0.02 × 101.2, V = 0.02 ×
10−2.5, W = 0.0021 × 10−3.7, m = 0.67, k = 0.785 ( Model–II)
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Figure 9: Deceleration and EoS parameter with initial conditions X = 10−1.3, Z = 0.02 × 101.2, V = 0.02 ×
10−2.5, W = 0.0021 × 10−3.7, m = 0.67, k = 0.785 (Model–II).

The evolution of density parameters Ωr, Ωm, ΩDE have been presented in Fig. 8. The vertical dashed line rep-
resents the present time at which the values of ΩDE ≈ 0.7 and Ωm ≈ 0.3. At the early epoch, we can see that the
evolution curve for Ωr is dominating the other two curves, but it will go on decreasing from the early to the late
time of cosmic evolution. The deceleration parameter q and EoS parameters in redshift N = log(a) have been given
in Fig. 9. Currently, the value of the deceleration parameter is obtained as q0 = −1.345, which agrees with the
range provided in Ref. [69]. The present value of the DE EoS parameter has been obtained as ωDE = −1.08 and is
approximately the same as in Ref. [67].

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have performed the dynamical system analysis in a modified f (T, TG) gravity framework. Two
well-motivated forms of f (T, TG) are considered, such as (i) mixed power law and (ii) sum of the separated power
law. It is possible to select functions which assign the models according to the Noether symmetry approach, and then
those functions (and then the models) should be physically applicable. The critical points of each model have been
obtained, as well as its stability behavior has been examined. In the first model, the critical points, A1, A2, A3, A4,
and A5, are obtained for some specific ranges of the model parameters. The critical points A3, A4, and A5 are
showing stable behavior. The range of model parameters at which the stability and accelerating behavior of A3

and A4 can be achieved as
(
( 1

4 < k ≤ 13
25 ) ∧

(
m > 1

6

))
∨
(
( 1

4 < k ≤ 13
25 ) ∧

(
m ≤ − 11

6

))
. Whereas the stability of

critical point A5 is dynamical variable dependent, it has a significant role in analyzing the early and future fate of
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the Universe. From the evolution plot, the present value of the density parameter obtained to be ΩDE ≈ 0.7 and
Ωm ≈ 0.3. The present value of deceleration and DE EoS parameters has been obtained respectively as q = −0.663
and ωDE = −1.05. In the second model, we have obtained four critical points such as B1, B2, B3, and B4. The
two stable points B3 and B4 are showing accelerating and stable behavior in the range of the model parameters(
(m < 1) ∧ (z > 0)

)
∧
(
(k < 1

2 ) ∧ (z > 0)
)

. For this model, the present value of density parameters is obtained as
ΩDE ≈ 0.7 and Ωm ≈ 0.3. Further, the present value of deceleration and DE EoS parameters are obtained to be
q = −1.345 and ωDE = −1.08.

The dynamical variable λ has been crucial in identifying the phases of the evolution of the Universe. In the first
model, the phase space trajectories pass through A1 → A2 → A4, A5, representing the evolution from radiation to
matter to DE era. In the second model for a fixed value of λ, the evolution phases could not be established in a single-
phase space. Our study highlights the significance of dynamical system analysis in f (T, TG) gravity, showcasing the
ability to obtain the present value of the deceleration parameter, EoS parameter, and density parameters, which are
compatible with the current cosmological observations. To distinguish this study from f (R, G) gravity, we can see
that a greater number of critical points can be obtained in f (T, TG) gravity to explain the DE phase. The function
f (T, TG) has a rather complex form as it contains a square root in [38], which studies the cosmological implications
of f (T, TG) gravity as a dynamical system. In order to provide novel mass scales, we have examined the dynamical
system for the mixed power-law and the sum of the separated power-law forms of the functions. The Noether
symmetry approach allows us to fix the form of the function f (T, TG) and to derive exact cosmological solutions
[35]. However, even though this model appears to have an intact dynamical system, it has not yet been thoroughly
tested against observations such as Supernova, CMB, BAO, and so on, and the local gravity constraints have to be
addressed and shown to be under control in order to make it an effective model.
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