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Abstract: In this paper, we have presented a power law cosmological model and its dynamical
system analysis in f (T, ϕ) gravity, where T is the torsion scalar and ϕ is the canonical scalar field.
The two well-motivated forms of the non-minimal coupling function F(ϕ), the exponential form and
the power law form, with exponential potential function, are investigated. The dynamical system
analysis is performed by establishing the dimensionless dynamical variables, and the critical points
were obtained. The evolution of standard density parameters is analysed for each case. The beha-
viour of the equation of state (EoS) and deceleration parameter show agreement with the result of
cosmological observations. The model parameters are constrained using the existence and the stabil-
ity conditions of the critical points describing different epochs of the evolution of the Universe.
Keywords: Teleparallel Gravity, Scalar field, Potential Functions, Phase Space, Deceleration Para-
meter.

I. INTRODUCTION

Post supernovae era[1, 2], there is a lot of debate on the late-time cosmic expansion phenomena of the Universe.
Still, investigations are being pursued to obtain a conclusive explanation for this phenomenon. The exotic form
of energy termed Dark energy (DE) believed to be responsible for this accelerating behaviour [3, 4] accounted for
around 68.3% − 70% of the mass-energy budget of the Universe [5]. Based on Einstein’s General Relativity (GR), the
standard cosmology proposes that a cosmological constant Λ is responsible for accelerated expansion. However, the
ΛCDM (cold dark matter) model has severe fine-tuning problems with its energy scale [6, 7]. Furthermore, some
tensions exist between cosmic observations and real measurements. The Planck data [5, 8] shows a conflict with
the weak lensing measurements and redshift surveys related to matter-energy density (Ωm) and structure growth
rate ( fσ8 ). Also, the H0 tension [9], which describes the differences in the CMB and the direct local distance ladder
measurements [10, 11]. Hence exploring new physics beyond the standard cosmological model may play a crucial
role in studying the cause of cosmic acceleration.

Two main approaches are discussed in the literature to explain the late-time accelerated expansion of the universe.
The first method involves adding an exotic fluid with negative pressure to the matter part of the Einstein field equa-
tions. This has led to the development of various models that use different scalar fields, such as quintessence [12, 13],
k-essence [14], phantom [15], tachyon fields [16, 17], quintom [18]. The DE can also be explained by the second way
of obtaining modification into the geometric part of the Einstein field equations. One of the possible ways in this
direction is to replace the Levi-Civita connection [19] with the Weizenböck connection [20, 21]. This new formalism is
dynamically equivalent to GR, called the teleparallel equivalent of GR (TEGR) [22]. This was introduced by Einstein
as an alternative to GR [23]. Although the GR and TEGR produce the same field equations, but were constructed
differently. GR uses the symmetric Levi–Civita [19] connection to define the curvature and produces zero torsion.
In contrast, teleparallel gravity (TG) uses a nonsymmetric Weitzenböck connection [20, 21] with no curvature but
only torsion. The TEGR lagrangian consists of the torsion scalar T term, obtained through the contraction of the
torsion tensor. In other words, GR uses the Ricci scalar R to describe the gravitational effects, while the TEGR uses
torsion instead. One of the interesting extensions to TEGR is the f (T) gravity [24–27], which involves an arbitrary
function of the torsion scalar T. This model has been extensively studied in the literature, particularly to explain the
accelerated expansion of the universe through the torsion approach [24–29].
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Similar to the modifications made in GR with the scalar field [30], the same has been introduced in the TEGR
[25, 31]. It is important to note that although TEGR and GR are dynamically equivalent, a scalar-torsion theory
with non-minimal coupling is not equivalent to its curvature-based counterpart. A scalar-torsion theory with a non-
minimal coupling term, ξϕ2T, where ϕ is the dynamical scalar field, was initially applied to DE in Ref. [32, 33]. These
modifications can be more generalised by introducing the general form of the non-minimally coupled scalar field
form F(ϕ)G(T). These generalisations are assumed to be an extension of f (T) gravity in terms of the gravitational
sector [23, 34]. Motivated by the study of scaling solutions presented in Ref, [35, 36], in TEGR, the f (T, ϕ) gravity
[37–39] can be considered. The f (T, ϕ) gravity describes the modification of the non-minimal coupling function F(ϕ)
to the function G(T) of torsion scalar T in a more general way. The covariant formulation of scalar torsion theory
has been explored in Ref. [40]. In this theory, the Lagrangian is dependent on both the canonical scalar field and the
general function of torsion scalar T. The scalar torsion f (T, ϕ) gravity model has a crucial role in the comprehensive
study of the cosmological scenario. For example, it is involved in the stability of scalar perturbations in the presence
of matter fluid as in Ref. [37], as well as the study of cosmological singularities as in Ref. [41]. Additionally, Ref.
[38] analyses the reconstruction of f (T, ϕ) gravity to determine the forms of non-minimally coupling function of the
scalar field F(ϕ) and the scalar field potential V(ϕ) by using the power law form of the torsion scalar T.

The dynamical system techniques are valuable tools for investigating the complete asymptotic behavior of a given
cosmological model [42–46] and also it helps to bypass the difficulty of solving non-linear cosmological equations.
These tools describe the global dynamics of the Universe by analyzing the local asymptotic behavior of critical points
of the system and relating them to the main cosmological epochs of the universe[47]. This approach also plays a vital
role in constraining the cosmological viable range of the model parameters, which helps in the study of the theory
to describe important cosmological epochs [48]. The study of analyzing dynamical systems for both power law and
logarithmic forms of the torsion scalar is made in detail in Refs.[39, 44, 49] for the exponential form of the coupling
function. In the reconstruction analysis stated in Ref. [38], the power law form of the torsion scalar T produces
both the exponential and power law forms for the non-minimally coupled scalar field function F(ϕ) and the scalar
field potential V(ϕ) in f (T, ϕ) gravity. The motivation behind the present study is to examine the dynamics of the
Universe for both the exponential and power law forms of the non-minimally scalar field coupling function F(ϕ),
coupled with the exponential scalar field potential V(ϕ). The late-time cosmic acceleration behaviour can be studied
through the value of the equation of state (EoS) parameter, which we intend to find with the dimensionless variables
described in the dynamical system. The corresponding model parameters would be constrained for both scalar field
coupling functions.

The paper is organised in several sections: In Section II, discusses the teleparallel gravity formalism for f (T, ϕ)
gravity. In Section III, the autonomous dynamical system analysis has been formulated. The dynamical system
analysis has been presented in two sub-sections: Subsection III A covers the exponential coupling function, and
Subsection III B covers the power law potential coupling function. Finally, in Section IV, we summarize the results.

II. f (T, ϕ) GRAVITY FIELD EQUATIONS

The action for f (T, ϕ) gravity is [37],

S =
∫

d4xe[ f (T, ϕ) + P(ϕ)X] + Sr + Sm (1)

where the determinant of the tetrad field, e = det[eA
µ ] =

√−g; and the action for matter and radiation are respectively
denoted as Sm and Sr. We know that GR can also be represented in the framework of teleparallel gravity, known
as TEGR. This is because, in place of the metric tensor of GR, the tetrad and spin connection pair can be treated
as the dynamical variables in TEGR. One can have the local relationship between metric tensor (gµν), tetrad field
(eA

µ , A, µ = 0, 1, 2, 3) and the Minkowski tangent space metric (ηAB) as

gµν = ηABeA
µ eB

ν , (2)

where ηAB = (−1, 1, 1, 1). Also, eµ
AeB

µ = δB
A, i.e. tetrad satisfies the orthogonality condition. We consider non-minimal

coupled scalar-torsion gravity models with the coupling function f (T, ϕ), where ϕ and T respectively denotes the
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scalar field and torsion scalar. In the second term of the action, the kinetic term of the field, X = −∂µϕ∂µϕ/2.
The torsion scalar, T = Sµν

θ Tθ
µν, where Sµν

θ represents the superpotential and Tθ
µν be the torsion tensor and can be

respectively expressed as,

S µν
θ ≡ 1

2
(Kµν

θ + δ
µ
θ Tαν

α − δν
θ Tαµ

α) (3)

Tθ
µν = eθ

A∂µeA
ν − eθ

A∂νeA
µ + eθ

AωA
BµeB

ν − eθ
AωA

BνeB
µ . (4)

In Eq. (3), the contortion tensor takes the form, Kµν
θ ≡ 1

2 (T
νµ

θ + T µν
θ − Tµν

θ). To note, there exists some special
frame in which the spin connection vanishes, known as the Weitzenböck gauge. Varying the action Eq.(1) with
respect to the tetrad (eA

µ ), the gravitational field equation can be obtained [40]. The relation between curvature
and torsion scalar can be established using (T = −R + 2e−1∂µ(eTαµ

α )). For the homogeneous and isotropic flat
Friedmann-Lemaı̂tre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) space-time,

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)[dx2 + dy2 + dz2] , (5)

the tertad becomes eA
µ = diag(1, a, a, a), where a(t) represents the expansion rate. Varying the action in Eq. (1) with

respect to the tetrad field and the scalar field ϕ, we can obtain the field equations of f (T, ϕ) gravity as,

f (T, ϕ)− P(ϕ)X − 2T f ,T = ρm + ρr , (6)

f (T, ϕ) + P(ϕ)X − 2T f ,T −4Ḣ f ,T −4H ḟ ,T = −pr , (7)

−P,ϕ X − 3P(ϕ)Hϕ̇ − P(ϕ)ϕ̈ + f ,ϕ = 0 . (8)

For brevity, we represent f ≡ f (T, ϕ) and f,T = ∂ f
∂T , H ≡ ȧ

a be the Hubble parameter with an over dot represents
the derivative with respect to the cosmic time t. ρm, ρr, and pr respectively represent the matter-energy density,
radiation energy density, and radiation pressure. The torsion scalar for the flat FLRW space-time becomes T = 6H2.
We refer the non-minimal coupling function f (T, ϕ) in the form [40]

f (T, ϕ) = − T
2κ2 − F(ϕ)G(T)− V(ϕ) , (9)

where V(ϕ) is the scalar potential, F(ϕ) is an non-minimally coupling function of the scalar field and G(T) is the ar-
bitrary function of torsion scalar T. The condition for matter dominated era ωm = pm

ρm
= 0, and radiation dominated

era ωr =
pr
ρr

= 1
3 have been imposed. Now, Eqs. (6)–(8) reduce to

3
κ2 H2 = P(ϕ)X + V(ϕ)− 2TG,T F(ϕ) + G(T)F(ϕ) + ρm + ρr (10)

− 2
κ2 Ḣ = 2P(ϕ)X + 4ḢG,T F(ϕ) + 4HG,TT ṪF(ϕ) + 4HG,T Ḟ + ρm +

4
3

ρr (11)

P(ϕ)ϕ̈ + 3P(ϕ)Hϕ̇ + P,ϕX + G(T)F,ϕ + V,ϕ = 0 (12)

The Friedmann Eqs. (10)–(11) can also be written as

3
κ2 H2 = ρm + ρr + ρDE , (13)

− 2
κ2 Ḣ = ρm +

4
3

ρr + ρDE + pDE , (14)

so that one can retrieve the energy density [Using Eq. (10) and Eq. (13)] and pressure [Using Eq. (11) and Eq. (14)]
for the DE sector respectively as,

ρDE = P(ϕ)X + V(ϕ) + (G(T)− 2TG,T)F(ϕ), (15)

pDE = P(ϕ)X − V(ϕ)− G(T)F(ϕ) + 2TG,T F(ϕ) + 8TG,TT F(ϕ)Ḣ + 4G,T F(ϕ)Ḣ + 4HG,T F,ϕϕ̇. (16)
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We consider P(ϕ) = 1 and the potential energy, V(ϕ) = V0e−κλϕ, [39, 44, 49] where λ is a constant. The fluid equation
can be written as

ρ̇r + 4Hρr = 0 ,

˙ρm + 3Hρm = 0 ,

˙ρDE + 3H(ρDE + pDE) = 0. (17)

The standard density parameters for the matter, radiation and the DE sector are respectively Ωm = κ2ρm
3H2 , Ωr =

κ2ρr
3H2

and ΩDE = κ2ρDE
3H2 such that

Ωm + Ωr + ΩDE = 1. (18)

The late-time cosmic acceleration issue is a recent phenomenon in modern cosmology. Several cosmological mod-
els are available in the literature to find reasons for this strange behavior of the Universe. However, to study the
stability of these models, dynamical system analysis has been an effective tool [31, 50]. Hence, in this study, we aim
to study the dynamical system analysis with the torsion-based gravitational theory coupled with the scalar field. To
do so, we need a certain form of G(T) to be incorporated in Eqs. (15)–(16) and hence we consider the well known
forms of G(T) in the following section.

III. THE DYNAMICAL SYSTEM ANALYSIS WITH POWER LAW MODEL

We consider G(T) = α (−T)β, where α and β are model parameters [26, 51, 52]. Subsequently, Eqs. (15)–(16)
reduce to

ρDE = X + V(ϕ) + F(ϕ)
[
α
(
1 − 2β

)]
(−T)β , (19)

pDE = X − V(ϕ)− F(ϕ)
[
α
(
1 − 2β

)]
(−T)β + 8ḢF(ϕ)Tαβ(β − 1)(−T)β−2

+ 4(−αβ)(−T)β−1F(ϕ)Ḣ + 4H(−αβ(−T)β−1)F,ϕϕ̇ . (20)

The scalar field Klein-Gordon equation presented in Eq. (12) can take the following form,

ϕ̈ + 3Hϕ̇ + α(−T)βF,ϕ + V,ϕ(ϕ) = 0, (21)

The following dimensionless phase space variables are given to obtain the autonomous dynamical system,

x =
κϕ̇√
6H

, y =
κ
√

V√
3H

, u =
κ2F(ϕ)

[
α(1 − 2β)(−T)β

]
3H2 , ρ =

κ
√

ρr√
3H

,

λ = −
V,ϕ(ϕ)

κV(ϕ)
, Γ =

V(ϕ)V,ϕϕ

V2
,ϕ(ϕ)

, σ = −
F,ϕ(ϕ)

κF(ϕ)
, Θ =

F(ϕ)F,ϕϕ

F2
,ϕ(ϕ)

. (22)

The density parameters [Eq. (18)] in terms of dimensionless variables are,

Ωr = ρ2,

Ωm = 1 − x2 − y2 − u − ρ2,

ΩDE = x2 + y2 + u. (23)

The deceleration parameter (q), which shows the accelerating or decelerating behaviour of the Universe can be
obtained as

q = −1 − Ḣ
H2 = −1 −

u
(

2β
(√

6λx − 3
)
+ 3
)
+ (2β − 1)

(
ρ2 + 3x2 − 3y2 + 3

)
2(2β − 1)(βu − 1)

, (24)
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where the following can be obtained in terms of dimensionless variables using Eqs. (15)–(16),

Ḣ
H2 =

u
(

2β
(√

6λx − 3
)
+ 3
)
+ (2β − 1)

(
ρ2 + 3x2 − 3y2 + 3

)
2(2β − 1)(βu − 1)

. (25)

The EoS parameters for the total and the DE sector, respectively, can be obtained as,

ωtot = −1 −
u
(

2β
(√

6λx − 3
)
+ 3
)
+ (2β − 1)

(
ρ2 + 3x2 − 3y2 + 3

)
3(2β − 1)(βu − 1)

, (26)

ωDE =

u

(
β

(
−2β

(
ρ2 + 3

)
+ ρ2 − 2

√
6λx + 9

)
− 3

)
− 3(2β − 1)(x − y)(x + y)

3(2β − 1)(βu − 1)
(
u + x2 + y2

) . (27)

For N = lna, a is the scale factor; consequently, we have the autonomous dynamical system for the power law
model as,

dx
dN

= −3x +

√
6λy2

2
+

√
6σu

2 − 4β
+

−
x

(
u
(

2β
(√

6λx − 3
)
+ 3
)
+ (2β − 1)

(
ρ2 + 3x2 − 3y2 + 3

))
2(2β − 1)(βu − 1)

 , (28)

dy
dN

=
1
2

y

(−√
6
)

λx −
u
(

2β
(√

6λx − 3
)
+ 3
)
+ (2β − 1)

(
ρ2 + 3x2 − 3y2 + 3

)
(2β − 1)(βu − 1)

 , (29)

du
dN

= −
√

6σux +

(β − 1)u

(
u
(

2β
(√

6λx − 3
)
+ 3
)
+ (2β − 1)

(
ρ2 + 3x2 − 3y2 + 3

))
(2β − 1)(βu − 1)

, (30)

dρ

dN
= −ρ


u
(

2β
(√

6λx − 3
)
+ 3
)
+ (2β − 1)

(
ρ2 + 3x2 − 3y2 + 3

)
2(2β − 1)(βu − 1)

+ 2

 , (31)

dλ

dN
= −

√
6 (Γ − 1) λ2x, (32)

dσ

dN
= −

√
6 (Θ − 1) λ2x. (33)

Now, we will solve the equations dx
dN = 0, dy

dN = 0, du
dN = 0, dρ

dN = 0, dλ
dN = 0 and dσ

dN = 0 to derive the critical points
of the autonomous dynamical system to study the dynamical features of the evolution of Universe. The stability
characteristics are classified using the conditions as (a) The stable node: The sign of all the eigenvalues are negative;
(b) The unstable node: all eigenvalues are positive; (c) Saddle point: one, two, or three of the four eigenvalues are
positive, and the others are negative; (d) Stable spiral: the determinant of the Jacobian matrix is negative, and the the
real part of all eigenvalues is negative. The attractor points are the critical points that fall in the stability condition
for stable nodes or stable spirals, which can be reached through cosmological evolution. Another type of critical
point with zero eigenvalues is the non-hyperbolic critical point [53]. In this case, the linear stability theory fails
to determine the stability of the critical point. Hence, we applied the specific condition in which if the number of
vanishing eigenvalues is equal to the dimension of the set of critical points, it is normally hyperbolic. The stability
can be analyzed by deriving the conditions for which the non-vanishing eigenvalues are negative. While studying
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the cosmic scenarios, it is imperative to find solutions where the energy density of the scalar field matches with the
background energy density ( ρDE

ρm
= τ), where τ is a non–zero constant. The cosmological solutions satisfying this

property are known as the scaling solutions[16, 54]. In this study, we also analyse the scaling solutions with different
non-minimally coupled scalar field functions. We have analyse two cases with two forms of F(ϕ).

A. V(ϕ) = V0e−λκϕ, F(ϕ) = F0e−ηκϕ

The exponential form of the coupling function is widely studied in the literature to study the dynamical system
analysis in scalar field models[15, 39]. In this case, using Eq. (22), we have Γ = 1 and Θ = 1. Hence, the autonomous
dynamical system presented in Eq. (28)–Eq.(33) reduce to four equations with four independent variables x, y, u, ρ.
The critical points for this system are presented in Table-I along with the values of ωtot and the standard density
parameters Ωm, Ωr, ΩDE. The stability of the critical point is analyzed using the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix
at each critical point. For this case, the eigenvalues, along with the stability conditions, are presented in Table-II.

Name {xc, yc, uc, ρc} Existence Condition ωtot Ωr Ωm ΩDE

AR± {0, 0, 0,±1} 2β − 1 ̸= 0 1
3 1 0 0

BR± { 2
√

2
3

λ , 2√
3λ

, 0, ±
√

1 − 4
λ2 } λ ̸= 0 , 2β − 1 ̸= 0 1

3 1 − 4
λ2 0 4

λ2

CR± { 2
√

2
3

λ , − 2√
3λ

, 0, ±
√

1 − 4
λ2 } λ ̸= 0 , 2β − 1 ̸= 0 1

3 1 − 4
λ2 0 4

λ2

DM {0, 0, 0, 0} 2β − 1 ̸= 0 0 0 1 0

EM± {
√

3
2

λ ,±
√

3
2

λ , 0, 0} 2β − 1 ̸= 0 0 0 1 − 3
λ2

3
λ2

FD± { λ√
6

,±
√

1 − λ2

6 , 0, 0} 2β − 1 ̸= 0 −1 + λ2

3 0 0 1

GD {0, y, 1 − y2, 0} β = 0 , σ =
λy2

y2−1 ,

y2 − 1 ̸= 0
−1 0 0 1

Table I: Critical points with the existence condition for [Model-III A].
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C. P. Eigenvalues Stability Conditions

AR±

[
− 1, 1, 2,−4(β − 1)

]
Saddle at β > 1

BR±

[
1,−χ1 − 1

2 , 1
2 (χ1 − 1) ,−4β − 4σ

λ + 4
]

Saddle at

(
β > 1

2 (2 − σ) ∧
(
− 8√

15
≤ λ < −2 ∨ 2 < λ ≤ 8√

15

))

CR±

[
1,−χ1 − 1

2 , 1
2 (χ1 − 1) ,−4β − 4σ

λ + 4
]

Saddle at

(
β > 1

2 (2 − σ) ∧
(
− 8√

15
≤ λ < −2 ∨ 2 < λ ≤ 8√

15

))

DM

[
1−2β

2(2β−1)
,− 3

2 , 3
2 ,−3

(
β − 1

) ]
Saddle at β > 1

EM±

[
− 1

2 ,−
3
√
−(1−2β)2λ2(7λ2−24)

4(2β−1)λ2 − 3
4 ,

3
4

(√
−(1−2β)2λ2(7λ2−24)

(2β−1)λ2 − 1

)
,−3β − 3σ

λ + 3
] Stable at

2σ < λ ≤ 2
√

6
7 ∧ β > λ−σ

λ

FD±

[
1
2

(
λ2 − 6

)
, 1

2

(
λ2 − 4

)
, λ2 − 3,−βλ2 − λσ + λ2

] Stable at

β ∈ R ∧
((

−
√

3 < λ < 0 ∧ σ < λ − βλ
)

∨
(

0 < λ <
√

3 ∧ σ > λ − βλ
))

GD

[
− 3,−2,−

√
3
√
(y2−1)

(
(4λ2+3)y2−3

)
2(y2−1)

− 3
2 ,

1
2

√
3
√
(y2−1)

(
(4λ2+3)y2−3

)
y2−1 − 3

]
Stable at

λ ∈ R ∧ λ ̸= 0

∧
(
−
√

3
√

1
4λ2+3 ≤ y < 0 ∨ 0 < y ≤

√
3
√

1
4λ2+3

)

Table II: Eigenvalues and the stability conditions corresponding to each critical point for [Model-III A], where χ1 =√
−(1−2β)2λ2(15λ2−64)

2(2β−1)λ2 .

Detailed analysis of each of the critical points are given below:

• Radiation-Dominated Critical Points : The critical points AR± , BR± , and CR± are the points in the radiation-
dominated phase. The critical point AR± with Ωr = 1 represents the standard radiation-dominated era of
the Universe evolution. The eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix at this critical point contain both positive and
negative signs hence it is an unstable saddle critical point. The value of ωtot =

1
3 at this critical point. The other

two critical points BR± , and CR± are the scaling radiation-dominated solutions with ΩDE = 4
λ2 . These critical

points represent the non-standard radiation-dominated era with Ωr = 1 − 4
λ2 . The eigenvalues at these critical

points can be observed from Table-II, which contain one positive. The other eigenvalues can take negative
values in the range β > 1

2 (2 − σ) ∧
(
− 8√

15
≤ λ < −2 ∨ 2 < λ ≤ 8√

15

)
hence are saddle in this range and is

unstable. The behaviour of phase space trajectories at these critical points can be analysed from Fig.–1. The
plot is for u = 8, ρ = 4.5, β = −0.2, σ = −0.30, λ = −0.2 and it has been observed that the trajectories are
moving away from these critical points hence the unstable behaviour can be confirmed.

• Matter-Dominated Critical Points : The critical points DM, EM± are the matter-dominated critical points. The
critical point DM is the standard matter-dominated critical point with Ωm = 1. This critical point is a saddle
critical point with positive and negative eigenvalues hence it is unstable. The same can be observed from Table–
IV. In Fig.–1, the phase space trajectories are moving away from this critical point, confirming the unstable
behaviour. The other critical point EM± represents non-standard matter-dominated critical point with ΩM =
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1 − 3
λ2 . This critical point is a matter-dominated scaling solution, and the value of ΩDE at this critical point is

3
λ2 . From the eigenvalues presented in Table–II, one can observe that this critical point is stable at 2σ < λ ≤

2
√

6
7 ∧ β > λ−σ

λ . At this critical point, the attracting phase space trajectories can be observed from Fig.–1. The
value of ωtot = 0, hence both the critical point can not describe the accelerating phase of the Universe.

• DE-Dominated Critical Points : The critical points FD± and GD are representing the standard DE-dominated
era with ΩDE = 1. The critical point FD is a stable DE-dominated solution with the stability range β ∈

R ∧
((

−
√

3 < λ < 0 ∧ σ < λ − βλ
)
∨
(

0 < λ <
√

3 ∧ σ > λ − βλ
))

. This critical point is a stable attractor,

and the attracting behaviour of the phase space trajectories can be studied from Fig.–1. The value of ωtot =

−1 + λ2

3 and can explain accelerated expansion of the Universe at −
√

2 < λ <
√

2. This critical point
will exist at the condition 2β − 1 ̸= 0. The critical point GD is a de-Sitter solution with ωtot = −1. This
solution exists at β = 0. From Table–II this critical point is stable and show stability at λ ∈ R ∧ λ ̸=

0 ∧
(
−
√

3
√

1
4λ2+3 ≤ y < 0 ∨ 0 < y ≤

√
3
√

1
4λ2+3

)
. To get better clarity the 2-D plot for this range in terms

of the dynamical variable y and λ is plotted in Fig–2. The phase space trajectories at this critical point show
the attracting behaviour, and hence, this critical point is a stable attractor. One important result is that, the
power law form with exponential potentials is capable of describing different phases of the evolution of the
Universe. The common parametric range at which the critical point EM± , FD± , GD is stable at −

√
3

2 < σ <

0&&
(

β ≤ 1
2 ∧− σ

β10−1 < λ < 0
)

and for better visualisation the same has been shown graphically in Fig.–2.
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Figure 1: 2-D Phase Portraits at x = 0, y = −4.9, u = 8, ρ = 4.5, β = −0.2, β = 0 for (GD), σ = −0.30, λ = −0.2 for
[Model-III A].

It is to note that the common stability range for critical points EM± , FD± , GD is −
√

3
2 < σ < 0&&

(
β ≤ 1

2 ∧− σ
β10−1 < λ < 0

)
.
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Figure 2: Region plot for stability condition of critical point GD and 3-D Region plot for common range of stability
conditions for critical points for model parameters for−

√
3

2 < σ < 0&&
(

β ≤ 1
2 ∧− σ

β10−1 < λ < 0
)

for [Model-III A].
.

In Fig.–3, we have shown the evolutionary behaviour of the energy density pertaining to the matter, radiation, DE
phase, and the deceleration parameter. It can be observed that the redshift of radiation matter equality is around
z ≈ 3387, and the transition to the accelerated phase at z ≈ 0.62 (Ref. Fig.–3), which is compatible with the ΛCDM
value. From the evolution plots of standard density parameters, we observe that at present, Ωm ≈ 0.3, which agrees
with the Planck observation results [5]. The value of the evolution of DE at the present time is observed to be
ΩDE ≈ 0.7 [55]. The deceleration parameter shows decreasing behaviour from early to late. It lies in the negative
region in the present and the late time, hence capable of describing the accelerating behaviour of the Universe. The
present value of q ≈ −0.614+0.002

−0.002 and is compatible with the observational study made in [56]. In Fig.–4, the total
equation of state ωtot and the equation of state of DE ωDE is plotted. We observe that at late times, both the curves
approaches to ΛCDM behaviour, though ωDE shows phantom behaviour just before the present time.

Ωr

Ωm

ΩDE

-2 0 2 4 6

0.0
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0.4
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Log10(1+z)

q

-2 0 2 4 6

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

Log10(1+z)

Figure 3: Left Panel–Density parameter for radiation (Ωr), matter (Ωm), DE (ΩDE) in redshift. Right Panel–
Deceleration parameter (q) in redshift for β = −0.2, σ = −0.30, λ = −0.2 for the initial conditions x0 = 10−8.89, y0 =
10−2.89, u0 = 10−5.96, ρ0 = 10−0.9 for [Model-III A].
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ωDE

ωtot

-2 0 2 4 6

-1.0

-0.5
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0.5

1.0

Log10(1+z)

Figure 4: The DE EoS (ωDE) parameter and total EoS (ωtot) parameter in redshift for β = −0.2, σ = −0.30, λ = −0.2
for the initial conditions x0 = 10−8.89, y0 = 10−2.89, u0 = 10−5.96, ρ0 = 10−0.9 for [Model-III A].

B. V(ϕ) = V0e−λκϕ, F(ϕ) = F0ϕn

Using Eq. (22), the exponential and the power law potential choice gives Γ = 1 and Θ = n−1
n respectively and the

dynamical system will have five independent variables
(
x, y, u, ρ, σ

)
variables. Apart from the system of equations

[Eq–(28–31)], the following will be an additional equation in the system,

dσ

dN
=

√
6σ2x
n

. (34)

The critical points and the value of ωtot, Ωr, Ωm and ΩDE for this case are presented in Table-III. The stability of
these critical can be analysed using the eigenvalues. The eigenvalues with the stability conditions at these critical
points are presented in Table-IV.

Name {xc, yc, uc, ρc, σc} Existence Condition ωtot Ωr Ωm ΩDE

aR± {0, 0, 0,±1, σ} 2βn − n ̸= 0 1
3 1 0 0

bR± { 2
√

2
3

λ , 2√
3λ

, 0, ±
√

1 − 4
λ2 , 0} λ ̸= 0 , 2βn − n ̸= 0 1

3 1 − 4
λ2 0 4

λ2

cR± { 2
√

2
3

λ , − 2√
3λ

, 0, ±
√

1 − 4
λ2 , 0} λ ̸= 0 , 2βn − n ̸= 0 1

3 1 − 4
λ2 0 4

λ2

dM {0, 0, 0, 0, σ} 2βn − n ̸= 0 0 0 1 0

e±M {
√

3
2

λ , ±
√

3
2

λ , 0, 0, 0} 2βn − n ̸= 0, β = 2 0 0 1 − 3
λ2

3
λ2

fD± { λ√
6

, ±
√

1 − λ2

6 0, 0, 0} 2βn − n ̸= 0, β = 2 −1 + λ2

3 0 0 1

gD {0, 1
2 , 3

4 , 0, −λ
3 } β = 0, n = 2 −1 0 0 1

Table III: Critical points with the existence condition for [Model-III B].
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C. P. Eigenvalues Stability Conditions

aR±

[
0,−1, 1, 2,−4(β − 1)

]
Saddle at β > 1

bR±

[
0, 1,−4

(
β − 1

)
,−

√
−(1−2β)2λ2(15λ2−64)

2(2β−1)λ2 − 1
2 ,

1
2

(√
−(1−2β)2λ2(15λ2−64)

(2β−1)λ2 − 1

)] Saddle at β > 1 ∧
(
− 8√

15
≤ λ < −2 ∨ 2 < λ ≤ 8√

15

)

cR±

[
0, 1,−4

(
β − 1

)
,−

√
−(1−2β)2λ2(15λ2−64)

2(2β−1)λ2 − 1
2 ,

1
2

(√
−(1−2β)2λ2(15λ2−64)

(2β−1)λ2 − 1

)] Saddle at β > 1 ∧
(
− 8√

15
≤ λ < −2 ∨ 2 < λ ≤ 8√

15

)

dM

[
0,− 3

2 ,− 1
2 , 3

2 ,−3(β − 1)
]

Saddle at β > 1

eM±
[

0,−3,− 1
2 ,

3
(
−λ2−

√
24λ2−7λ4

)
4λ2 ,

3
(√

24λ2−7λ4−λ2
)

4λ2

] Stable at

−2
√

6
7 ≤ λ < −

√
3 ∨

√
3 < λ ≤ 2

√
6
7

fD±
[

0,−λ2, 1
2

(
λ2 − 6

)
, 1

2

(
λ2 − 4

)
, λ2 − 3

]
Stable at√

3 < λ < 0 ∨ 0 < λ <
√

3

gD

[
0,−3,−2, 1

4

(
−
√

2
√

18 − 7λ2 − 6
)

, 1
4

(√
2
√

18 − 7λ2 − 6
) ] Stable at

−3
√

2
7 ≤ λ < 0 ∨ 0 < λ ≤ 3

√
2
7

Table IV: Eigenvalues and the stability conditions corresponding to each critical point for [Model-III B].

A detailed analysis of these critical points is presented as follows,

• Radiation-Dominated Critical Points : The critical points aR± , bR± , cR± are appearing in the radiation-
dominated phase of the Universe. The critical point aR± is the standard radiation-dominated critical point
with Ωr = 1. This critical point has a zero, positive, and negative eigenvalue at the Jacobian matrix Ref. Table–
IV makes this critical point non-hyperbolic and is a saddle point. The phase space trajectories at this critical
point are moving away; hence the saddle point behaviour can be observed from the 2-d phase portrait from
Fig.–5. The other two critical points bR± , cR± are the non-standard radiation-dominated critical points with
Ωr = 1− 4

λ2 . These critical points are the scaling radiation-dominated solutions with ΩDE = 4
λ2 . The eigenval-

ues at these critical points contain zero, positive, and negative eigenvalues; hence, these are non-hyperbolic,
saddle, and unstable. The phase space trajectories are moving away from these critical points and can be
observed from Fig.–5. Since the value of ωtot = 1

3 , hence these critical points will not describe the late-time
accelerated expansion phenomena.

• Matter-Dominated Critical Points : The critical points dM, eM± are the critical points that describe the matter-
dominated phase of the Universe. The critical point dM has existence condition 2βn − n ̸= 0 which is same
for eM± but eM± are described at β = 2. The critical point dM describes a standard matter-dominated epoch
with Ωm = 1. The eigenvalues at dM are presented in Table-IV, which show this critical point’s non-hyperbolic
saddle point behaviour. From the phase space diagram presented in Fig.–5, the trajectories at this critical point
move away and show a saddle point behaviour. The critical point eM± is a non-standard matter-dominated
critical point with Ωm = 1 − 3

λ2 . The eigenvalues at this critical point show that this is a normally hyperbolic

critical point and show stability at −2
√

6
7 ≤ λ < −

√
3 ∨

√
3 < λ ≤ 2

√
6
7 . The phase space trajectories at

this critical point show attractor behaviour can be observed from Fig.–5. Moreover eM± are the scaling matter-
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dominated solution with ΩDE = 3
λ2 .

• DE-Dominated Critical Points : The critical points fD± , gD are the DE-dominated critical points. The critical
points fD± will exist at 2βn − n ̸= 0, β = 2 and is describing standard DE-dominated critical point with
ΩDE = 1. This critical point is normally hyperbolic and shows stability at

√
3 < λ < 0 ∨ 0 < λ <

√
3.

This point can describe the late-time cosmic acceleration phenomena at −
√

2 < λ <
√

2. The phase space
trajectories are attracting at this critical point and can be observed from Fig.–5. The critical point gD is the
de-Sitter solution and can be obtained at β = 0, n = 2. The phase space plot is plotted for x = 0, y = −4.9, u =
8, ρ = 4.5, β = 0, σ = −0.30, λ = −0.2, n = 2 where the model parameters are constrained using the common

stability range of the critical points
(
−3
√

2
7 ≤ λ < 0 ∨

√
3 < λ ≤ 2

√
6
7

)
∧ β > 1. For clear visualization, we

have plotted a 2-D plot for this range in Fig.–6. The critical point gD is normally hyperbolic and is showing

stable behaviour within the range −3
√

2
7 ≤ λ < 0 ∨ 0 < λ ≤ 3

√
2
7 .

The common stability range for critical points eM± , fD± , gD is
(
−3
√

2
7 ≤ λ < 0 ∨

√
3 < λ ≤ 2

√
6
7

)
∧ β > 1.
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Figure 5: 2-D Phase Portraits at x = 0, y = −4.9, u = 8, ρ = 4.5, β = −0.2, β = 2 (for eM± , fD± ), β = 0 (for
gD), σ = −0.30, λ = −0.2, n = −1.2, n = 2 (for gD) for [Model-III B].
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Figure 6: 2-D Region plot for common range of stability conditions of critical points for [Model-III B],

for
(
−3
√

2
7 ≤ λ < 0 ∨

√
3 < λ ≤ 2

√
6
7

)
∧ β > 1.

In Fig.–7, we have shown the evolutionary behaviour of Ωr, Ωm , ΩDE from which one can conclude that at the
early phase, the radiation dominated the DE and from early to late time, the DE dominates both radiation and
matter. The matter-radiation equality occurred at the redshift around z ≈ 3387 and the value of ΩDE ≈ 0.7 [55]
and Ωm ≈ 0.3 [5]. The transition from deceleration to acceleration occurs at the low redshift z ≈ 0.65, which can
be observed from the plot of the deceleration parameter presented in Fig.–7 which is compatible with the ΛCDM
model. The value of deceleration parameter at the present time is q0 = −0.4944+0.036

−0.036 which is compatible with [56].
From Fig. 8, the behaviour of ωDE shows deceleration to acceleration from early to late time, and at present, the
value of ωDE ≈ −0.993+0.05

−0.02 [5, 8].
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Figure 7: Left Panel–Density parameter for radiation (Ωr), matter (Ωm), DE (ΩDE) in redshift. Right Panel–
Deceleration parameter (q) in redshift for β = 1.1, n = 0.30, λ = −0.2 for the initial conditions x0 = 10−8.89, y0 =
10−2.89, u0 = 10−5.96, ρ0 = 10−0.9, σ0 = −10 × 10−19 for [Model-III B].
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Figure 8: The DE EoS (ωDE)parameter and total EoS (ωtot) parameter in redshift for β = 1.1, n = 0.30, λ = −0.2 for
the initial conditions x0 = 10−8.89, y0 = 10−2.89, u0 = 10−5.96, ρ0 = 10−0.9, σ0 = −10 × 10−19 for [Model-III B].

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In this work, we have studied the dynamical system analysis for the recently developed scalar-torsion f (T, ϕ)
gravity[37–39] formalism. The two well-motivated non-minimally coupling functions of the scalar field F(ϕ), one
is exponential [15, 39] and the other one is power law form [15] is considered in the analysis. These forms of the
coupling functions can be obtained through the reconstruction [38] using the power law form of the torsion scalar
T in f (T, ϕ) gravity formalism. The autonomous dynamical system is framed to analyse critical points representing
different important epochs of the Universe. The stability of these critical points is analysed using the signature of
the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix.

Model–III A produces seven critical points such as, AR± , BR± , CR± , all of them are in the radiation-dominated
epoch of the Universe. The critical points show unstable behaviour, which can be seen from the 2 − d phase space
[Fig.–1]. The critical points DM, EM± are the matter-dominated critical points. The critical point DM shows saddle
point behaviour and represents a standard matter-dominated era with Ωm = 1. The critical point Em± is the stable

scaling matter-dominated solution and shows stability within the range 2σ < λ ≤ 2
√

6
7 ∧ β > λ−σ

λ . Moreover,
the critical points FD± , GD± represent the DE-dominated era of the evolutionary phase of the Universe. The DE-
dominated critical points show stable behaviour and are the late-time attractors that can be visualised from the 2− d
phase space plots presented in Fig.–1. The critical point fD± describes the accelerated expansion of the Universe
evolution with the range −

√
2 < λ <

√
2. The exponential coupling function is capable of producing the critical

points representing matter, radiation, and the DE-dominated era with the common stability range of the model
parameters −

√
3

2 < σ < 0&&
(

β ≤ 1
2 ∧− σ

β10−1 < λ < 0
)

, the same range can visualised from 3-d plot presented in
Fig.–2.

Model–III B, we have analysed the power law coupling scalar field coupling function [15] with the exponential
scalar field potential. The additional dynamical variable σ needs to be considered in addition to the four independ-
ent dynamical variables x, y, u, ρ. In this case, we obtain three critical points aR± , bR± , cR± , which represents the
radiation-dominated epoch of the Universe evolution and are the unstable critical points. These critical points dm
and e±M represents the matter-dominated era with ωtot = 0. Critical point dM is showing saddle point behaviour,
whereas the critical point eM± is a stable scaling matter-dominated solution. In this case, the critical points fD± and
gD represent the DE-dominated epoch of Universe evolution. The critical point fD± explain the accelerated expan-
sion within the range −

√
2 < λ <

√
2 and the critical point gD is the de-Sitter solution. We obtain the common range

of the model parameters where these critical points show stability is
(
−3
√

2
7 ≤ λ < 0 ∨

√
3 < λ ≤ 2

√
6
7

)
∧ β > 1

and the same range can be visualised from Fig.–6. From this summary, we have concluded that both models are vi-
able cosmological models and are capable of describing different important epochs of the evolution of the Universe,
including the description of the late-time cosmic acceleration. This work can be extended, and these models can be
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validated to constrain the viable ranges of the model parameters using different recent cosmological observations.
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MNRAS 494 (2020) 2576–2590, arXiv:2003.09341 [astro-ph].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2010.07.038
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.2348
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.2348
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/11/011
http://arxiv.org/abs/:1704.02593
http://dx.doi.org/doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1384
http://dx.doi.org/doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1384
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.13840v1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/07/044
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.0474
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1086/589937
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1086/589937
http://arxiv.org/abs/0804.4142
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa871
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.09341

	Dynamical System Analysis for Scalar Field Potential in Teleparallel Gravity
	Abstract
	Introduction
	 gravity field equations
	The Dynamical system analysis With Power Law Model 
	
	

	Summary and Conclusion
	Acknowledgement
	References
	References


