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1. INTRODUCTION

The detection of the late-time accelerating phase of the universe [48, 49] is one of the

significant discoveries in cosmology which abruptly changed our ideas on the evolution of

our universe. To describe this accelerating expansion, usually two well-known approaches

are considered. One is the introduction of some hypothetical dark energy (DE) fluid in

Einstein’s General Relativity (GR), and the other is to either modify the Einstein’s GR or

introduce new gravitational theories. In the latter approach, the additional (new) geomet-

rical terms appearing from the modified (new) gravitational theory mimic the role of a DE.

Following both the approaches, several cosmological models have been proposed in the last

several years to explain the dynamics of the universe [12, 14, 16, 18, 40, 41, 54]. Among

these models, the Λ-Cold Dark Matter (ΛCDM) cosmological model, designed in the context

of GR, has been quite successful in describing a large span of astronomical and cosmological

data. However, the physics of the primary two ingredients in the ΛCDM paradigm, namely,

the cold dark matter and cosmological constant is not yet clearly understood despite many

astronomical missions. Apart from that, the cosmological constant problem [58], and the

coincidence problem [59] require explanation in this cosmological scenario. These are not

the only limitations in this successful cosmological model. It has been consistently observed

that some key cosmological parameters estimated from the early time measurements by

Planck within this minimal ΛCDM cosmology [3] significantly differ from other astronom-

ical missions [1, 32, 33, 35, 50]. The most statistically significant discrepancy (at 5σ) is

the Hubble constant tension between Planck [3] and Supernovae H0 for the Equation of

State (SH0ES) collaboration [50] which demands a revision of the ΛCDM cosmology. On

the other hand, the tension in the growth of structures, quantified through the parameter

S8, defined as a combination of the amplitude of the matter power spectrum σ8 with the

matter density at present Ωm (S8 = σ8

√
Ωm/0.3) between Planck and cosmic shear mea-

surements [1, 32, 33, 35] has been another issue which has further strengthened the revision

of the ΛCDM cosmology. The cosmological discrepancies have been one of the hot topics at

present moment which fueled the scientific community to find an alternative to the ΛCDM

cosmology, see Refs. [2, 21, 22, 25, 47] which include a variety of cosmological models at-

tempting to explain these discrepancies. However, despite many attempts performed by a

large number of investigators (see again [2, 21, 22, 25, 47]), the tension free cosmological
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model is yet to be discovered. In order to be more transparent in this direction, it should

be mentioned that the simultaneous solutions to both the tensions is hard to achieve. Due

to the existing correlation between H0 and S8, the solution of the H0 tension in a specific

cosmological model may worsen the tension in the S8 parameter in the same cosmological

model. Moreover, the solution to the Hubble H0 tension in a cosmological model can in-

crease the tension in the sound horizon rd derived from the cosmic microwave background,

and other cosmological probes [6]. As the full cosmic picture is yet to be discovered, there

is certainly no reason to favor any cosmological model over the others. Motivated by this,

in the present work we investigate a cosmological dynamics which arises from a general-

ized Einstein-Hilbert action, and interestingly, this offers a novel route to reproduce the

interacting DM-DE models without any phenomenological basis1.

In this work we consider the cosmological dynamics in the Weyl Integrable geometry, a

generalization of the Einstein-Hilbert action. We note that the Weyl Integrable spacetime

did not get much attention in the literature without any specific reason (only a few works

discussing the astrophysical and cosmological consequences are available [5, 28, 42–44, 51–

53]). While it is interesting to notice that within this cosmological domain, one can mimic the

late-time cosmic acceleration [4, 39] and also the early inflationary phase [26]. Here we have

explicitly found here, the Weyl Integrable geometry has a very novel feature which enlightens

the cosmology of interacting DM-DE models by offering a field theoretical prescription.

It is widely known that the theory of interacting dark matter - dark energy (known as

interacting dark energy or coupled dark energy) has gained significant attention for solving

several cosmological problems, such as the cosmic coincidence problem (see Refs. [8, 19,

20, 34]), cosmological tensions (see Ref. [25]). Here we explicitly show that the Weyl

Integrable geometry can offer a solid foundation to the theory of interacting dark energy.

The interacting dark energy models are mostly governed by some phenomenological choices

of the interaction function, which modifies the expansion history at the background and

perturbation levels. Although attempts to construct the interaction function from the action

formalisms have been considered in the literature [10, 11, 17, 29, 45, 56], nevertheless, we are

not done yet. In the present work, we show that the dark sectors’ interaction naturally arises

1 Let us note that the interacting DM-DE models are very promising to alleviate the Hubble tension, see

Tables B1 and B2 of [25].
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in the context of Weyl Integrable spacetime quite very naturally without any mathematical

complexities. This result is one of the exciting outcomes of this work. Having this novel

feature, we performed the dynamical system analysis of the underlying cosmological scenario

in the background of a nonflat Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) line element.

The assumption of the nonflat FLRW universe model is not an artist’s imagination but rather

the analyses of the cosmic microwave background anisotropies from Planck (considering the

Pilk likelihood) favour a closed universe at several standard deviations [3, 23, 24, 31].

Interactive matter-scalar field schemes have been explored before where the conservation

equations have the structure

ρ̇m + 3H (ρm + pm) = Q, φ̇
[
φ̈+ 3Hφ̇+ V ′(φ)

]
= −Q, (1)

where a dot means derivative with respect to cosmic time t, comma derivative with respect

to φ, ρm is the energy density of matter, φ is the scalar field, V (φ) its potential, Q is the

interaction term, and H = ȧ/a = θ/3 stands for the Hubble parameter (which is a general

measure of the isotropic rate of spatial expansion), where a denotes the scale factor of the

universe.

In Ref. [37] such a scalar field cosmology with a generalized harmonic potential was in-

vestigated in flat and negatively curved Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker and Bianchi

I metrics. An interaction between the scalar field and matter is considered in the form

Q = −µ/2ρmφ̇. Asymptotic methods and averaging theory were used to obtain relevant

information about the solution space. In this approach, the Hubble parameter played the

role of a time-dependent perturbation parameter which controls the magnitude of the error

between full-system and time-averaged solutions as it decreases. This approach shows that

full and time-averaged systems have the same asymptotic behaviour. Numerical simulations

were presented as evidence of such behaviour. Moreover, the asymptotic behaviour of the

solutions is independent of the coupling function.

Interactive schemes like (1) naturally appears in Scalar Tensor theory (STT) of gravity.

Say, a general class of STTs, written in the so-called Einstein frame (EF), which is given by

[36]

SEF =

∫
M4

d4x
√
|g|
{

1

2
R− 1

2
gµν∇µφ∇νφ− V (φ) + χ(φ)−2Lmatter(µ,∇µ, χ(φ)−1gαβ)

}
,

(2)
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where R is the curvature scalar, φ is the scalar field, ∇α is the covariant derivative, V (φ)

is the quintessence self-interacting potential, χ(φ)−2 is the coupling function, Lmatter is the

matter Lagrangian, and µ is a collective name for the matter degrees of freedom, repeated

indexes mean sum over them. The energy-momentum tensor of matter is defined by

Tαβ = − 2√
|g|

δ

δgαβ

{√
|g|χ−2(φ)L(µ,∇µ, χ−1(φ)gαβ)

}
. (3)

By considering the conformal transformation gαβ = χ(φ)−1gαβ, defining the Brans-Dicke

(BD) coupling “constant” ω(χ) in such way that dφ = ±
√
ω(χ) + 3/2χ−1dχ and recalling

V (χ) = χ2V (φ(χ)), the action (2) can be written in the Jordan frame (JF) as [15]

SJF =

∫
M4

d4x
√
|g|
{

1

2
χR− 1

2

ω(χ)

χ
(∇χ)2 − V (χ) + Lmatter(µ,∇µ, gαβ)

}
. (4)

Here the bar is used to denote geometrical objects defined with respect to the metric gαβ.

In the STT given by (4), the energy-momentum of the matter fields,

Tαβ = − 2√
|g|

δ

δgαβ

{√
|g|L(µ,∇µ, gαβ)

}
, (5)

is separately conserved. That is ∇α
Tαβ = 0. However, when is written in the EF (2), with

a matter energy-momentum tensor given by (3), this is no longer the case (although the

overall energy density is conserved). In fact in the EF we find that

Qβ ≡ ∇αTαβ = −1

2
Tχ(φ)−1 dχ(φ)

dφ
∇βφ, T = Tαα . (6)

For action (2), the strength of the coupling between the perfect fluid and the scalar field is

Q = 1
2
(4 − 3γ)ρmφ̇

d lnχ(φ)
dφ

, where χ(φ) is an input function. In reference [9] the interaction

terms (in the flat FLRW geometry) Q = αφ̇ρm and Q = αρmH were investigated, here α

is a constant, φ is the scalar field, ρ is the energy density of background matter and H is

the Hubble parameter. The first choice corresponds to an exponential coupling function

χ(φ) = χ0 exp (2αφ/(4− 3γ)) . The second case corresponds to the choice χ = χ0a
−2α/(4−3γ)

(and then, ρ ∝ aα−3γ). Other models within the general setup (1), incorporates effective

interaction terms Q = 3αHρm, Q = 3βHρφ and Q = 3H(αρm + βρφ) [13, 38].

The article has been organized as follows. In section 2, we provide the gravitational

equations of the Weyl Integrable spacetime in the FLRW universe model. In section 3 we

perform the dynamical system analysis of the cosmological scenario considering the spatial

curvature of the universe. Finally, in section 4 we describe the main findings of this article

in brief.
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2. WEYL INTEGRABLE SPACETIME

In Weyl Integrable Spacetime (WIST) or Weyl Integrable Geometry (WIG), the Einstein-

Hilbert Action is modified as

SW =

∫
dx4
√
−g
(
R̃ + ξ

(
∇̃ν

(
∇̃µφ

))
gµν − V (φ) + Lm

)
, (7)

in which gµν is the metric tensor for the physical space, ∇̃µ denotes covariant derivative

defind by the symbols Γ̃κµν , where Γ̃κµν are the Christoffel symbols for the conformally related

metric g̃µν = φgµν . Parameter ξ is an arbitrary coupling constant, and Lm is the Lagrangian

function for the matter source.

When Lm describes a perfect fluid with energy density ρ and pressure component p, the

field equations in the Einstein-Weyl theory are derived to be

G̃µν + ∇̃ν

(
∇̃µφ

)
− (2ξ − 1)

(
∇̃µφ

)(
∇̃νφ

)
+ ξgµνg

κλ
(
∇̃κφ

)(
∇̃λφ

)
− V (φ) gµν

= − (ρ̃+ p̃)uµuν − p̃gµν , (8)

where G̃µν is the Einstein tensor with respect the metric g̃µν and uµ is the comovig observer.

The new parameters ρ̃, p̃ are the energy density and pressure components for the matter

source multiplied by the factor e−
φ
2 , that means (ρ̃, p̃) = (e−

φ
2 ρm, e

−φ
2 pm).

The field equations (8) can be written in the equivalent form

Gµν − λ
(
φ,µφ,ν −

1

2
gµνφ

,κφ,κ

)
− V (φ) gµν = − (ρ̃+ p̃)uµuν − p̃gµν (9)

where Gµν is the Einstein tensor for the background space gµν and λ = 2ξ − 3
2
.

Now, to proceed with the cosmological dynamics, we consider a homogeneous and

isotropic universe characterized by the Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) line

element

ds2 = −dt2 + a2 (t)

[
dr2

1−Kr2
+ r2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

])
, (10)

where a(t) is the expansion scale factor of the universe and K is the curvature scalar of the

universe which can take any of the values of {0,+1,−1}. For K = 0,+1,−1, spatially flat,

closed and open geometries of the universe are represented. For the above FLRW metric,

with lapse function N = 1, one can write down the Friedmann equations for dust matter

(pm = 0) as follows (
θ2

3
+

3K

a2

)
− λ

2
φ̇2 − V (φ)− e−

φ
2 ρm = 0, (11)
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θ̇ +
θ2

2
+

3K

2a2
− 3

2
V (φ) +

3

4
λφ̇2 = 0, (12)

φ̈+ θφ̇+
1

λ
V,φ +

1

2λ
e−

φ
2 ρm = 0, (13)

˙ρm + θρm − ρmφ̇ = 0. (14)

where we have considered the comoving observer uµ = δµt , an overhead dot represents the

cosmic time differentiation and θ = 3ȧ/a is the expansion rate of the FLRW universe. The

conservation equations for the scalar field and the matter sector are of special importance

in this context. The eqns. (13) and (14) can be alternatively expressed as

ρ̇φ + θ(ρφ + pφ) = −1

2
ρ̃ φ̇, (15)

˙̃ρ+ θ(ρ̃+ p̃) =
1

2
ρ̃ φ̇, (16)

where ρφ = λ
2

(φ̇2 +V (φ)), pφ = λ
2

(φ̇2−V (φ)) and p̃ = 0. One can clearly see that the above

two equations represent an interacting two-fluid system: ∇νT
µν
φ = −Q(t) = −∇νT

µν
matter

where the interaction function Q(t) is given by

Q(t) =
1

2
ρ̃(t) φ̇(t). (17)

Eqs. (15)-(16) realizes such an interactive scheme like (1), with pm = 0 (dust matter). It

is a very intriguing result in this context because the above formalism naturally induces an

interaction between the scalar field and the matter field without mathematical complexities.

We note that in General Relativity, usually one needs to introduce the interaction between

the dark matter and dark energy by hand, but here in the WIST, one can see that an

interaction term Q is already present. It is one of the essences of WIST where we naturally

have an interaction term between the scalar field and the matter sector. We further note

that the above interaction may allow a changeable sign property depending on the sign of

φ̇. We refer to Refs. [7, 27, 30, 46, 55, 57] where the sign changeable interaction functions

have been investigated from the phenomenological ground.

In the line of cosmological parameters, the equation of state parameter for the effective

fluid is defined to be wtot (t) := ptot(t)
ρtot(t)

, and it is related to the deceleration parameter q(t),

in the presence of curvature, by

q (t) := −1− 3θ̇(t)

θ(t)2
=

(1 + 3wtot (t))

2

(
1 +

9K

a(t)θ(t)2

)
. (18)
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Since in this study we consider that the matter source is that of the dust fluid, i.e pm = 0,

from equation (14), it follows ρm = ρm0a
−3eφ, thus we end with the set of differential

equations (11), (12) and (13).

In the following section we present a detailed analysis of the dynamics of the field equa-

tions (11), (12), (13) and (14) by investigating the stationary points and their stability in

new dimensionless variables. Such an analysis is essential to understand further the effects

of the curvature term in the cosmological dynamics of the WIST.

3. DYNAMICAL ANALYSIS

We consider the dimensionless dependent variables {x, y, ωm, η,ΩK} defined as

φ̇ =

√
2

(
1 +

θ2

3

)
x, (19)

V (φ) =

(
1 +

θ2

3

)
y2 , (20)

ρm =

(
1 +

θ2

3

)
e
φ
2 Ωm , (21)

K =

(
1 +

θ2

3

)
a2ΩK , (22)

θ =

√
3η√

1− η2
, (23)

with inverse

x =
φ̇√
2D

, (24)

y =

√
V (φ)

D
, (25)

Ωm =
e−

φ
2 ρm
D2

, (26)

ΩK =
K

a2D2
, D =

√
1 + θ2/3 (27)

η =
θ/
√

3√
1 + θ2/3

, (28)

and the new independent variable dt =
√

1 + θ2

3
dτ .

As η → ±1 we have θ → ±∞.
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In the new variables the field equations are described by the following algebraic-differential

system

ΩK −
1

3

(
λx2 + y2 − η2 + Ωm

)
= 0 (29)

with differential equations

dx

dτ
=

1

12

(
8
√

3ηλx3 + 2
√

3ηx
(
2η2 − 2y2 + Ωm − 6

)
− 3
√

2 (2µy2 + Ωm)

λ

)
, (30)

dy

dτ
=
y

6

(√
3η
(
2η2 + 4λx2 − 2y2 + Ωm

)
+ 3
√

2µx
)
, (31)

dΩm

dτ
=

1

6
Ωm

(
8
√

3ηλx2 + 3
√

2x+ 2
√

3η
(
2η2 − 2y2 + Ωm − 3

))
, (32)

dη

dτ
=

√
3

6

(
η2 − 1

) (
2η2 + 4λx2 − 2y2 + Ωm

)
. (33)

The new variable µ = V,φ/V . In the following we shall consider that V (φ) is the exponential

potential such that µ = const.

We remark that under the discrete transformation y → −y the dynamical system (29)-

(33) is invariant. Thus, without any loss of generality we focus our analysis in the branch

y ≥ 0, while by definition Ωm ≥ 0 and η2 ≤ 1. Moreover, in the new variables the effective

equation of state parameter wtot and the deceleration parameters read

wtot (x, y,Ωm, η) =
λx2 − y2

λx2 + y2 + Ωm

, (34)

and

q (x, y,Ωm, η) =
4λx2 − 2y2 + Ωm

2η2
. (35)

The stationary points of the dynamical system (29)−(33) describe exact asymptotic so-

lutions for the field equations. Indeed from (34) we can determine explicitly the scale factor

at every point P = (x (P ) , y (P ) ,Ωm (P ) , η (P )). Indeed for wtot 6= −1, the exact solution

for the scale factor at a given point is a (t) = a0t
2

3(1+wtot) , while for wtot = −1 we calculate

a (t) = a0e
θ0t.

We proceed with our analysis to investigate the stationary points for the field equations

and study their stability properties. Such analysis is essential to understand the evolution

of the physical variables and construct the cosmological history.
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3.1. Stationary points

The stationary points for the dynamical system (29)−(33) can be categorized in the

following families of points P = (x (P ) , y (P ) ,Ωm (P ) , η (P )).

3.1.1. Points P±1

The stationary points P±1 with coordinates

P±1 =

(
1√
λ
, 0, 0,±1

)
. (36)

describe asymptotic solutions where only the kinetic component of the scalar field potential

contributes to the total cosmological solution. The stationary points are real and physically

accepted when λ > 0. Moreover we derive ΩK

(
P±1
)

= 0, q
(
P±1
)

= 2 and wtot
(
P±1
)

= 1.

Hence the background space is that of the spatially flat FLRW space with scale factor

a (t) = a0t
1
3 .

In order to investigate the stability of the stationary points we derive the eigenvalues of

the following matrix around the stationary points

A =


∂
∂x

(
dx
dτ

)
∂
∂y

(
dx
dτ

)
∂

∂Ωm

(
dx
dτ

)
∂
∂η

(
dx
dτ

)
∂
∂x

(
dy
dτ

)
∂
∂y

(
dy
dτ

)
∂

∂Ωm

(
dy
dτ

)
∂
∂η

(
dy
dτ

)
∂
∂x

(
dΩm
dτ

)
∂
∂y

(
dΩm
dτ

)
∂

∂Ωm

(
dΩm
dτ

)
∂
∂η

(
dΩm
dτ

)
∂
∂x

(
dη
dτ

)
∂
∂y

(
dη
dτ

)
∂

∂Ωm

(
dη
dτ

)
∂
∂η

(
dη
dτ

)

 . (37)

Indeed for the point P+
1 the eigenvalues of the matrix A read

e1

(
P+

1

)
=

4√
3
, e1

(
P+

1

)
= 6
√

3, e3

(
P+

1

)
=

√
2 + 2

√
3λ

2
√
λ

, e4

(
P+

1

)
=
√

3 +
µ√
2λ
. (38)

Because e1

(
P+

1

)
, e2

(
P+

1

)
and e3

(
P+

1

)
have always poisitive real parts, the stationary point

can not be an attractor which means that the asymptotic solution at the point is unstable.

Specifically for µ > −
√

6λ, P+
1 is a source while for µ <

√
6λ, P+

1 is a saddle point.

In a similar way the eigenvalues for the stationary point P−1 are

e1

(
P−1
)

= − 4√
3
, e1

(
P−1
)

= −6
√

3, e3

(
P−1
)

=

√
2− 2

√
3λ

2
√
λ

, e4

(
P−1
)

= −
√

3 +
µ√
2λ
. (39)

Thus for
{
λ > 1

6
, µ ≤ 1

}
and

{
µ > 0, λ > µ2

6

}
all the eigenvalues have negative real parts

from where we can infer that P−1 is an attractor while the asymptotic solution at the specific

point is a stable solution.
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3.1.2. Points P±2

The family of points P±2 is consisted by the stationary points

P±2 =

(
− 1√

λ
, 0, 0,±1

)
. (40)

The physical properties of the asymptotic solution at the points P±2 are similar to that of the

points P±1 ; thus, we omit the discussion. We proceed with the derivation of the eigenvalues

for the linearized matrix and the investigation of the stability properties.

Around the stationary point P+
2 the eigenvalues of the linearized system are

e1

(
P+

2

)
=

4√
3
, e2

(
P+

2

)
= 6
√

3, e3

(
P+

2

)
=
−
√

2 + 2
√

3λ

2
√
λ

, e4

(
P+

2

)
=
√

3− µ√
2λ
, (41)

from where we infer that when 0 < λ < 1
6

or µ > 0, 0 < λ < µ2

6
point P+

1 is a saddle point,

otherwise is a source.

For point P−2 we derive the eigenvalues

e1

(
P−2
)

= − 4√
3
, e2

(
P−2
)

= −6
√

3, e3

(
P−2
)

= −
√

2 + 2
√

3λ

2
√
λ

, e4

(
P−2
)

= −
√

3− µ√
2λ
, (42)

from where we conclude that when {λ > 0, µ < 0}, or
{
µ > 0, λ > µ2

6

}
all the eigenvalues

have negative real parts from where we infer that point P−2 is an attractor.

3.1.3. Points P±3

Points P±3 with coordinates

P±3 =

(
−
√

6

µ
,

√
2 (6λ− µ2)

µ
, 0,±1

)
(43)

describe asymptotic exact solutions where both the kinetic part and the potential terms

contributes to the cosmological fluid. The points are physically accepted when 6λ ≥ µ2,

which means that λ > 0. The effective parameter for the equation of state is wtot
(
P±3
)

= 1,

while the deceleration parameter is derived q
(
P±3
)

= 4
(
−1 + 6λ

µ2

)
. Furthermore, we derive

ΩK

(
P±3
)

= −1+ 6λ
µ2

. Consequently, the stationary points when exist describe exact solutions

of FLRW universe with positive curvature, ΩK

(
P±3
)
> 0, while always q

(
P±3
)
> 0.
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The corresponding eigenvalues are

e1

(
P+

3

)
= 6
√

3, e2

(
P+

3

)
=
√

3
(µ− 1)

µ
, (44)

e3

(
P+

3

)
=

2√
3

(
1−

√
2 (9λ− µ2)

µ

)
, e4

(
P+

3

)
=

2√
3

(
1 +

√
2 (9λ− µ2)

µ

)
, (45)

and

e1

(
P−3
)

= −6
√

3, e2

(
P−3
)

= −
√

3
(µ− 1)

µ
, (46)

e3

(
P−3
)

= − 2√
3

(
1−

√
2 (9λ− µ2)

µ

)
, e4

(
P−3
)

= − 2√
3

(
1 +

√
2 (9λ− µ2)

µ

)
, (47)

We conclude that points P±3 are always saddle points when they exist.

3.1.4. Points P±4

The stationary points which form the family of points P±4 have coordinates

P±4 =

(
±
√

2

3
, 0,−8

3
λ,±1

)
. (48)

The points are physically accepted for λ < 0. The asymptotic solutions at the points describe

FLRW spacetimes with curvature ΩK

(
P±4
)

= − (1+2λ)
3

, that is −1
2
< λ < 0, ΩK

(
P±4
)
< 0

otherwise ΩK

(
P±4
)
> 0. The deceleration parameter and the effective equation of state

parameter are calculated q
(
P±4
)

= 0 and wtot
(
P±4
)

= −1
3
.

As far as the stability properties of the stationary points are concerned, we derive the

eigenvalues for the linearized system near to the points, they are

e1

(
P+

4

)
= 2
√

3, e2

(
P+

4

)
=

1 + µ√
3
, e3

(
P+

4

)
= −1 +

√
3 + 4λ√
3

, e4

(
P+

4

)
= −1−

√
3 + 4λ√
3

,

(49)

and

e1

(
P−4
)

= −2
√

3, e2

(
P−4
)

= −1 + µ√
3
, e3

(
P−4
)

=
1 +
√

3 + 4λ√
3

, e4

(
P−4
)

=
1−
√

3 + 4λ√
3

.

(50)

It is straightforward to conclude that P±4 are saddle points.
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3.1.5. Points P±5

Points P±5 have coordinates

P±5 =

(
∓ 1√

6λ
, 0, 1− 1

6λ
,±1

)
.

From the constraint Ωm ≥ 0, it follows that parameter λ is constraint as, λ < 0 or λ > 1
6

. The

asymptotic solution at the points describe spatially flat FLRW solutions, i.e. ΩK

(
P±5
)

= 0,

with q
(
P±5
)

= 1
4

(
2 + 1

λ

)
and wtot

(
P±5
)

= 1
6λ

. Hence, acceleration exists when −1
2
< λ < 0.

The eigenvalues of the linearized system around the stationary points are determined

e1

(
P+

5

)
=

√
3

2λ
(1 + 6λ) , e2

(
P+

5

)
=

1 + 2λ

2
√

3λ
, e3

(
P+

5

)
=

1− 6λ

4
√

3λ
, e4

(
P+

5

)
=

1 + 6λ− 2µ

4
√

3λ
,

(51)

and

e1

(
P−5
)

= −
√

3

2λ
(1 + 6λ) , e2

(
P−5
)

= −1 + 2λ

2
√

3λ
, e3

(
P−5
)

= −1− 6λ

4
√

3λ
, e4

(
P−5
)

= −1 + 6λ− 2µ

4
√

3λ
.

(52)

Hence, point P+
5 is an attractor when

{
µ ≤ 0,−1

6
< λ < 0

}
,
{

0 < µ < 1
2
, 2µ−1

6
< λ < 0

}
,

while point P−5 is always a saddle point. We observe that point P+
5 can describe an accel-

erated universe as a future attractor for the dynamical system

3.1.6. Points P±6

The family of points P±6 has coordinates

P±6 =

(
±
√

6

1− 2µ
,

√
(1 + 6λ− 2µ) (1 + µ)

1− 2µ
,
12λ (µ− 1)

(1− 2µ)2 ,±1

)
.

The points are real and physically accepted when the free parameters λ and µ are con-

straint as
{

1
2

+ 3λ < µ < −1
}

or
{
λ < 0,−1 < µ < 1

2
+ 3λ

}
. The physical parameters at

the stationary points are derived ΩK

(
P±6
)

= (1+6λ−2µ)µ

(1−2µ)2
, q
(
P±6
)

=
(1+µ)(µ−1−18λµ+2µ2)

(1−2µ)3
and

wtot
(
P±6
)

= 1
2µ−1

. In Fig. 1 we present the region plots in the two-dimensional space for the

variables {λ, µ}, where the stationary points P±6 are real, the spatially curvature is negative,

i.e. ΩK

(
P±6
)
< 0, and the exact solution describes an accelerated universe q

(
P±6
)
< 0. We

observe that when ωR
(
P±6
)
< 0, then the exact solution describes acceleration.
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FIG. 1: Region plots in the two-dimensional space for the variables {λ, µ}, where the stationary

points P±6 are real (left plot), the spatially curvature is negative, ΩK

(
P±6
)
< 0 (center plot), and

the exact solution describes an accelerated universe q
(
P±6
)
< 0 (right plot)
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FIG. 2: Region plots in the two-dimensional space for the variables {λ, µ}, where the real parts

of the eivenvalues for the linearized system at the points P±6 are negatives. We observe that points

P±6 are always saddle points when they exist.

Furthermore, we determine the eigenvalues of the dynamical system numerically around

the stationary points P±6 and we found that the stationary points P±6 are always saddle

points when they exist. In Fig. 2 we present the regions in the space {λ, µ} in which the

real part of the eigenvalues is negative.
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FIG. 3: Region plots in the two-dimensional space for the variables {λ, µ}, where the real parts

of the eivenvalues for the linearized system at the points P±7 are negatives. We observe that points

P±7 are always saddle points.

3.1.7. Points P±7

Points P±7 are similar with P±6 where now

P±7 =

(
±
√

6

1− 2µ
,−
√

(1 + 6λ− 2µ) (1 + µ)

1− 2µ
,
12λ (µ− 1)

(1− 2µ)2 ,±1

)
.

points are physically accepted when
{

1 < µ < 1
2

+ 3λ, λ > 1
6

}
. The physical parameters

ΩK , q and wtot have similar functional form with that of points P±6 . However in contrary

with before, when the points exist, the asymptotic solutions describe FLRW universes with

positive spatial curvature and no acceleration.

In Fig. 3 we present the regions in the space {λ, µ} where the eigenvalues of the lin-

earized system around the points P±7 have negative real components. We conclude that the

stationary points P±7 when they exist, are always saddle points.
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3.1.8. Points P±8

The set of stationary points P±8 with coordinates

P±8 = (0, 0, 0,±1) , (53)

describes the Milne solution, ΩK

(
P±8
)

= −1
3
, q
(
P±8
)

= 0 and wtot
(
P±8
)

= −1
3
.

The eigenvalues of the linearized system around P±8 are

e1

(
P+

8

)
= 2
√

3, e2

(
P+

8

)
= − 2√

3
, e3

(
P+

8

)
= − 1√

3
, e4

(
P+

8

)
=

1√
3

(54)

and

e1

(
P−8
)

= −2
√

3, e2

(
P−8
)

=
2√
3
, e3

(
P−8
)

=
1√
3
, e4

(
P−8
)

= − 1√
3

(55)

that is, the Milne solutions are unstable solutions, since points P±8 are always saddle points.

3.1.9. Point P9

Point P9 = (0, 0, 0, 0), describes the Minkowski spacetime, ΩK (P9) = 0. From numerical

simulations it is easy to observe that the Minkowski vacuum solution is always unstable.

3.1.10. Line of points P10

Finally, the line of points P10,

P10 = (0, η, 0, η) (56)

describe de Sitter universes, ΩK (P10) = 0, q (P10) = −1 and wtot (P10) = −1. At the

asymptotic solution only the scalar field potential contributes to the cosmological evolution.

The eigenvalues of the linearized system are calculated

e1 (P10) = 0, e2 (P10) = −
√

3η, e3 (P10) = −
√

3η, e4 (P10) =
2η (2η2 − 3)√

3
.

Thus for η < 0, the points always describe unstable de Sitter universes (saddle or local

source), while for 0 < η <
√

3/2, there exists a submanifold in which the stationary point

describes the de Sitter universe as a future attractor. The derivation of the submanifold is

a mathematical calculation which does not contribute to the physical discussion. Hence, it

is omitted. The cases 1 < η <
√

3/2 and η ≥
√

3/2 are not allowed due to the existence

condition −1 ≤ η ≤ 1.
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4. CONCLUSIONS

The discrepancies in the cosmological data and the universe’s curvature are two major

issues in cosmology at present. The first one indicates the need of revision of the standard

cosmological model ΛCDM, and the second issue directly questions the geometry of the

universe by pointing toward a preference for a closed universe at several standard deviations

[3, 23, 24, 31].

The revision of the ΛCDM model has been performed in various ways, and modification

of Einstein’s gravitational theory is one of them. Even though a cluster of cosmological

models has been proposed in the literature, none of them can explain all the observational

discrepancies. Thus, from this ground, all cosmological models are equivalent. In the present

article, we have considered a modification of Einstein’s gravity, namely, the Weyl Integrable

geometry and explored the cosmological scenarios in the presence of the nonflat FLRW line

element as this describes the most generalized cosmic structure.

We have found some exciting results from this modified gravitational theory. In particular,

we found that the dark sector’s interaction naturally arises in this context without any

mathematical complexities. That fills a gap in the literature on interacting cosmology,

which is mainly driven by the phenomenological choices of the interaction function. In

order to understand the nature of the cosmological scenario derived from this gravitational

framework, we performed the dynamical system analysis and found a variety of possibilities.

The admitted stationary points of the dynamical system corresponding to ten families of

points, which can describe all the possible FLRW universes with zero and non-zero spatial

curvature. We conclude that the future attractors of the dynamical system describe spatially

flat FLRW geometries. Moreover, exact solutions with acceleration are recovered. We

conclude that Weyl Integrable geometry can solve the flatness problem. Additionally, this is

one of the first studies in literature where interacting models in the dark sector are discussed

in the presence of curvature.

In future, we plan to investigate further this cosmological scenario by studying the evo-

lution of the perturbations near the stationary points for the background geometry.
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[4] Ricardo Aguila, José Edgar Madriz Aguilar, Claudia Moreno, and Mauricio Bellini. Present

accelerated expansion of the universe from new Weyl-Integrable gravity approach. Eur. Phys.

J. C, 74(11):3158, 2014.

[5] J. E. Madriz Aguilar, C. Romero, J. B. Fonseca Neto, T. S. Almeida, and J. B. Formiga. (2+1)-

Dimensional Gravity in Weyl Integrable Spacetime. Class. Quant. Grav., 32(21):215003, 2015.

[6] Nikki Arendse et al. Cosmic dissonance: are new physics or systematics behind a short sound

horizon? Astron. Astrophys., 639:A57, 2020.

[7] Fabiola Arevalo, Antonella Cid, Luis P. Chimento, and Patricio Mella. On sign-changeable

interaction in FLRW cosmology. Eur. Phys. J. C, 79(4):355, 2019.

[8] Micheal S. Berger and Hamed Shojaei. Interacting dark energy and the cosmic coincidence

problem. Phys. Rev. D, 73:083528, 2006.

[9] Andrew P. Billyard and Alan A. Coley. Interactions in scalar field cosmology. Phys. Rev. D,



19

61:083503, 2000.

[10] Christian G. Boehmer, Nicola Tamanini, and Matthew Wright. Interacting quintessence from

a variational approach Part I: algebraic couplings. Phys. Rev. D, 91(12):123002, 2015.

[11] Christian G. Boehmer, Nicola Tamanini, and Matthew Wright. Interacting quintessence from

a variational approach Part II: derivative couplings. Phys. Rev. D, 91(12):123003, 2015.

[12] Yi-Fu Cai, Salvatore Capozziello, Mariafelicia De Laurentis, and Emmanuel N. Saridakis. f(T)

teleparallel gravity and cosmology. Rept. Prog. Phys., 79(10):106901, 2016.

[13] Vı́ctor H. Cárdenas, Daniela Grandón, and Samuel Lepe. Dark energy and Dark matter

interaction in light of the second law of thermodynamics. Eur. Phys. J. C, 79(4):357, 2019.

[14] Timothy Clifton, Pedro G. Ferreira, Antonio Padilla, and Constantinos Skordis. Modified

Gravity and Cosmology. Phys. Rept., 513:1–189, 2012.

[15] A. A. Coley. Dynamical systems and cosmology. Kluwer, Dordrecht, Netherlands, 2003.

[16] Edmund J. Copeland, M. Sami, and Shinji Tsujikawa. Dynamics of dark energy. Int. J. Mod.

Phys. D, 15:1753–1936, 2006.

[17] Guido D’Amico, Teresa Hamill, and Nemanja Kaloper. Quantum field theory of interacting

dark matter and dark energy: Dark monodromies. Phys. Rev. D, 94(10):103526, 2016.

[18] Antonio De Felice and Shinji Tsujikawa. f(R) theories. Living Rev. Rel., 13:3, 2010.

[19] Sergio del Campo, Ramon Herrera, German Olivares, and Diego Pavon. Interacting models

of soft coincidence. Phys. Rev. D, 74:023501, 2006.

[20] Sergio del Campo, Ramon Herrera, and Diego Pavon. Toward a solution of the coincidence

problem. Phys. Rev. D, 78:021302, 2008.

[21] Eleonora Di Valentino et al. Cosmology intertwined III: fσ8 and S8. Astropart. Phys.,

131:102604, 2021.

[22] Eleonora Di Valentino et al. Snowmass2021 - Letter of interest cosmology intertwined II: The

hubble constant tension. Astropart. Phys., 131:102605, 2021.

[23] Eleonora Di Valentino, Alessandro Melchiorri, and Joseph Silk. Planck evidence for a closed

Universe and a possible crisis for cosmology. Nature Astron., 4(2):196–203, 2019.

[24] Eleonora Di Valentino, Alessandro Melchiorri, and Joseph Silk. Investigating Cosmic Discor-

dance. Astrophys. J. Lett., 908(1):L9, 2021.

[25] Eleonora Di Valentino, Olga Mena, Supriya Pan, Luca Visinelli, Weiqiang Yang, Alessandro

Melchiorri, David F. Mota, Adam G. Riess, and Joseph Silk. In the realm of the Hubble



20

tension—a review of solutions. Class. Quant. Grav., 38(15):153001, 2021.

[26] J. C. Fabris, J. M. Salim, and S. L. Sautu. Inflationary cosmological solutions in Weyl inte-

grable geometry. Mod. Phys. Lett. A, 13:953–959, 1998.

[27] Mónica Forte. On extended sign-changeable interactions in the dark sector. Gen. Rel. Grav.,

46(10):1811, 2014.

[28] Radouane Gannouji, Hemwati Nandan, and Naresh Dadhich. FLRW cosmology in Weyl-

Integrable Space-Time. JCAP, 11:051, 2011.
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