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Abstract Some cosmological models based on the grav-
itational theory f (R) = R + ζ R2, and on fluids obey-
ing to the equations of state of Redlich–Kwong, Berthelot,
and Dieterici are proposed for describing smooth transitions
between different cosmic epochs. A dynamical system analy-
sis reveals that these models contain fixed points which corre-
spond to an inflationary, a radiation dominated and a late-time
accelerating epoch, and a nonsingular bouncing solution, the
latter being an asymptotic fixed point of the compactified
phase space. The infinity of the compactified phase space is
interpreted as a region in which the non-ideal behaviors of
the previously mentioned cosmic fluids are suppressed. Phys-
ical constraints on the adopted dimensionless variables are
derived by demanding the theory to be free from ghost and
tachyonic instabilities, and a novel cosmological interpreta-
tion of such variables is proposed through a cosmographic
analysis. The different effects of the equation of state param-
eters on the number of equilibrium solutions and on their sta-
bility nature are clarified. Some generic properties of these
models, which are not sensitive to the particular fluid con-
sidered, are identified, while differences are critically exam-
ined by showing that the Redlich–Kwong scenario admits a
second radiation-dominated epoch and a Big Rip Singularity.

1 Introduction

Despite being a challenging task, the search for a uni-
fied cosmological theory accounting for the entire known
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evolution history of the Universe, or at least providing a
smooth transition between two different cosmic epochs, has
been attempted both through single fluid approaches and by
proposing modifications of the gravity sector beyond gen-
eral relativity [1,2]. In the former case a certain single cos-
mic fluid is adopted to describe two different epochs in the
limits of high and low energy, while the latter framework
postulates some curvature modifications to the Lagrangian
which are dominant at a certain cosmic epoch but dilutes
at others. For example, Born–Infeld-like theories can lead
to an effective description of the cosmic matter interpo-
lating between dark matter and dark energy dominated
epochs as a consequence of the Friedman equations, in
terms of the Chaplygin Gas [3,4] or of the Anton–Schmidt
fluid [5,6]. Other thermodynamically-motivated fluid mod-
els like the Dieterici [7] or the Shan–Chen [8] can as well
exhibit a phase transition from a decelerating to an accel-
erating phase of the universe; the former from a matter-
dominated epoch to a dark energy epoch, and the latter
from an early radiation-dominated epoch to a dark energy
epoch. The Shan–Chen model can also be used for describ-
ing the exponential expansion occurring during the inflation-
ary epoch with the advantage of exhibiting a graceful exit
mechanism, but for a different choice of the free parame-
ters entering its equations of state than in the former analysis
[9].

On the other hand, extended gravity theories in which a
certain curvature invariant is added to, or used to replace, the
Ricci scalar inside the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian can pro-
vide as well an evolution between different cosmic epochs
as a consequence of the modified field equations themselves
[10–16]. In spite of the correspondence between modified
gravity theories and non-ideal fluid pictures (i.e. whose pres-
sure and energy density are connected via P = w(ρ)ρ) [17],
the former have the advantage of not violating some of the
energy conditions which instead are broken when exotic flu-
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ids with negative pressure are adopted, and they preserve
causality which would be lost when the adiabatic speed of
sound squared becomes negative.

In this paper, we will merge the fluid and the modified
gravity approaches and propose some cosmological models
in which the gravity sector is accounted for by a Lagrangian
of the type f (R) = R + ζ R2, while the matter content
is assumed to obey to some non-ideal equations of state
with a well-established thermodynamical foundation known
under the names of Redlich–Kwong, (modified) Berthelot,
and Dieterici fluid separately. The former assumption will
allow us to account for the early-time dynamics, while the
latter for the present-day epoch. Both these two models
have been investigated separately in a number of literature
works [18–27]. Here, we will obtain a cosmological dynam-
ics with a rich variety of different behaviors like a non-
singular bounce, two de Sitter-like epochs (thanks to the
non-linear equation of state of the cosmic fluid in which
w(ρ) is not a constant), possibly two radiation-dominated
epochs, and possibly a phantom regime (the latter only in the
Redlich–Kwong scenario). The comparison between three
different realizations of the equation of state parameter func-
tion w(ρ) (for example which can be either always regular
or admitting singularities, which can blow up or not at small
or high energy densities, etc.) will give us the opportunity of
enlightening which of our findings hold only when a partic-
ular fluid modeling is considered, and which instead seem
to be a general characteristic of the cosmological dynam-
ics. We must mention here that previously there have been
some attempts to unify early and late time cosmology under
certain forms of f (R) gravity [28–30]. However, it is worth-
while to remark also that the modifications utilized in those
works are completely ad-hoc, lacking any motivation from
the field theory point of view. The only modifications to
the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian with some field theoretical
motivations are the quadratic gravity theories. It has been
known for some time that gravity Lagrangian containing
additional quadratic curvature invariant terms are renormal-
izable [31,32]. Therefore in this work we do not intend to go
beyond quadratic modifications. In particular we consider
only the simplest case, namely, an R2 correction term, along
with fluids having a well-defined thermodynamic founda-
tion.

We will tackle the technical difficulties arising in a fourth-
order gravity theory like this one by adopting the set of dimen-
sionless variables constructed in [33] which allows to cast the
dynamical equations into a system of autonomous first-order
equations suited for a dynamical system analysis. Such tech-
nique constitutes a powerful mathematical tool for describ-
ing the qualitative evolution of the the cosmological model
under investigation not only in modified gravity [33–43],
but also in multi-interacting fluid models [25,44–51], and
in exact or perturbed anisotropic and inhomogeneous cos-

mological models [52–58], just to mention a few examples.
However, we will also propose a novel cosmologically trans-
parent interpretation for those variables which was still lack-
ing in the literature by deriving the physical restrictions they
should obey to for avoiding tachyonic and ghost instabilities
and connecting them to the cosmographic parameters, such as
the deceleration, jerk and snap parameters which can be astro-
physically constrained. Remarkably, we will show that such
physical restrictions still allow the existence of a region in the
phase space in which the energy density of the matter field
is equal to the energy density of the curvature, which may
be relevant for addressing the coincidence problem. Further-
more, our choice of variables will be useful also for showing
that certain regions of the phase space are free from any of the
five known types of cosmological singularities without the
need of using the dominant energy balance formalism [59].
Moreover, after compactifying the phase space we will show
that the region at infinity does not have only a geometrical
meaning but it is such that the cosmic fluid equation of state
reduce to the ideal behavior P ∝ ρ in which the interactions
between the fluid constituents are suppressed.

One of the most severe shortcomings of the standard cos-
mological modeling is the Hubble tension, which is the dis-
crepancy between the large and small scale estimates of
the Hubble constant from supernova and cosmic microwave
background data. Assuming that these predictions are not
affected by any systematics, as to gravitational lensing effects
on the cosmic microwave background angular spectrum [60]
or to calibration and reddening issues for supernovae [61–
63], an appropriate theoretical framework should be con-
structed for taming it. Several different proposals have been
formulated, but none of them still seem fully satisfactory.
For example the presence of a Proca field would reduce
the Hubble tension [64], but there are no laboratory evi-
dences of massive electrodynamic effects, and furthermore
gauge invariance is lost in this theory [65]. Also, interac-
tions between dark energy and dark matter may alleviate the
tension [66], but thermodynamical considerations based on
the Le Chatelier-Braun principle suggests that dark energy
should decay into dark matter [67] while the fact that the
structure formation era should precede the accelerating phase
would require otherwise [68]. Our present work is intended
as a rigorous dynamical study of a unified cosmic history
model, combining two important frameworks one each from
the study of early and late-time universe. Although we do
not address the issue of H0 tension here, an interesting scope
for further investigation would be whether a unified cosmic
history model, like the one we presented here, can provide an
alternative to introducing ad-hoc interactions in the dark sec-
tor when it comes to alleviating the H0 tension. Indeed this
is not the first time that modified gravity and other ingredi-
ents are merged together. For example, anisotropic models in
which the Copernican principle is relaxed have already been
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considered in Einstein–Aether gravity [69] also with a cou-
pling to a scalar field [53], in braneworld cosmologies [70],
or in f (R) gravity [71], just to cite a few examples. On the
other hand, for a recent phenomenological proposal which
may tame some observational challenges invoking two free
parameters and requiring only a modification of the gravity
sector in terms of a torsional Lagrangian see [72].

Our paper is organized as follows: in Sect. 2 we will review
the field equations of the class of models we want to analyze
and exhibit the equations of state of the cosmic fluids we are
adopting mentioning their basic features, and we will as well
introduce a formalism in which both curvature and matter
effects are combined into an effective picture. Sect. 3 con-
stitutes the main part of our work: in 3.1 we will recast the
equations governing the dynamics of our models as a sys-
tem of autonomous first order equations in terms of a set of
dimensionless variables on which we will also derive appro-
priate physical restrictions; in 3.2 we will identify the cos-
mologically meaningful equilibrium solutions, explain for
which ranges of the matter equation of state parameters they
can arise pointing out possible bifurcations among them for
particular types of matter contents, and report their stability
showing that radiation-dominated, de Sitter-like and power
law cosmologies can arise; in 3.3 we will compactify the
phase space and perform the analysis at infinity showing
that a nonsinglar bounce occurs; in 3.4, 3.5 and 3.6 we will
investigate the dynamics in the invariant submanifolds both
numerically by plotting the trajectories in the phase spaces,
by deriving analytically their stability, and by finding analyt-
ical results for the phase orbits in some specific cases; in 3.7
we will relate the dimensionless variables we have adopted
to the deceleration, jerk and snap cosmographic parameters
which can be astrophysically measured. Then, in Sect. 4 we
will explain why some regions of the phase space are not
affected by any cosmological singularity, and in Sect. 5 we
will summarize the patterns that have emerged in our analysis
by discussing which cosmological features we have discov-
ered are sensitive to the particular modeling of the fluid, and
which instead seem to be a general property. We will con-
clude in Sect. 6 by discussing the cosmological relevance of
our analysis and by putting the present work in the perspec-
tive of possible future projects. In “Appendix A” we review
the applicability of the fluid models considered in this paper
for the description of real gases beyond the cosmological
context. The analytical computations of the stability of the
isolated fixed points and of the invariant submanifolds are
reported in the “Appendices B, C, D, E” which make use of
both the standard notion of linear stability and of a much
more advanced technique like the “ center manifold analy-
sis”.

2 Basic equations of quadratic gravity

The action of quadratic gravity in the Ricci scalar1 reads as
[78]

S = 1

2κ

∫
d4x

√−g f (R) + Sm , (1)

with2 f (R) = R+ζ R2 and κ = 8πG,G being the Newton’s
gravitational constant. ζ is a positive parameter quantifying
the deviation of the quadratic gravity from the general rela-
tivistic Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian at high curvature. These
contributions are supposed to play an important role in the
early universe driving the inflationary dynamics but dilut-
ing at later epochs [18–24]. This model constitutes a specific
realization of a scalar-tensor theory of gravity because mod-
ifications in the gravity sector can be re-interpreted in the
Brans–Dicke language as a new degree of freedom associ-
ated to a propagating scalar field [17]. Moreover, Sm is the
aggregate matter action responsible for all the fluid content of
the Universe. In this paper we will assume the cosmic matter
to be a perfect fluid (it is fully characterized by its pressure
P and energy density ρ) obeying to a nonideal equation of
state (pressure and energy density are not directly propor-
tional to each other). To be more specific, we will consider
some fluid models which constitute examples of evolving
dark energy and/or unification of exotic and regular matter
since in this latter case the sign of the pressure can change
at different cosmic epochs as a consequence of the evolu-
tion of the energy density. Thus, our model is intended to
study the evolution from inflationary to dark energy epoch
by involving both quadratic corrections in the curvature and
some nonideal fluid.

Furthermore, in light of the Copernican principle, i.e. that
the universe is homogeneous and isotropic, and considering
an almost spatially flat universe, our geometrical model will
be based on the spacetime

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)(dx2 + dy2 + dz2) . (2)

Defining F := ∂ f/∂R, and introducing the Hubble function
H := ȧ/a, where an overdot denotes a derivative with respect

1 In this paper we will restrict ourselves to a modified gravity model
quadratic in the curvature. However, other types of corrections have
been proposed in the literature, either quadratic or beyond it, as in f (T )

theories with torsion [73], f (Q) with non-metricity [74], or f (G) with
a Gauss-Bonnet term [75].
2 In principle the most generic quadratic Lagrangian in curvature should
also contain the terms R2

αβ ≡ Rαβ Rαβ and R2
αβγ δ ≡ Rαβγ δRαβγ δ ,

which can be rewritten in terms of the Euler density E ≡ R2
αβγ δ −

4R2
αβ + R2 and the Weyl curvature invariant C ≡ R2

αβγ δ − 2R2
αβ + R2

3 .
E does not contribute to the equation of motion due to the Gauss-Bonnet
identity whereas C vanishes for FLRW metric [76,77]. Therefore the
action (1) can be taken to be the most generic quadratic Lagrangian in
terms of the curvature for a homogeneous and isotropic universe.
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to the cosmic time, we can write the field equations for a flat
Friedman universe under the action (1) as [10–12]:

3(1 + 2ζ R)H2 = ρ + ζ

(
R2

2
− 6H Ṙ

)
, (3a)

(1 + 2ζ R)Ḣ = ζ(H Ṙ − R̈) − ρ + P

2
, (3b)

where we have adopted units such that κ = 1, and the Ricci
scalar is related to the Hubble function via

R = 6(ȧ2 + aä)

a2 = 6(2H2 + Ḣ) . (4)

The field equations should be complemented by the Bianchi
identity

ρ̇ = −3H(ρ + P) (5)

which governs the energy conservation of the cosmic fluid.
Furthermore, combining (3a) with (3b) we get

2Ḣ + 3H2 = − 1

F

(
P − RF − f

2
+ F̈ + 2H Ḟ

)
, (6)

which will be invoked in what follows for providing a trans-
parent physical interpretation to the various quantities gov-
erning the cosmological dynamics. In fact, the joint effects
of the matter content and of the modifications to the gravity
sector can be combined into an effective total energy density
and an effective total pressure which read as [13, Eq. (IV.82)]:

ρeff := 3H2 = 1

F

(
ρ + RF − f

2
− 3H Ḟ

)

= 1

1 + 2ζ R

[
ρ + ζ

(
R2

2
− 6H Ṙ

)]
, (7a)

Peff := −(2Ḣ + 3H2) = − 1

F

(
P − RF − f

2
+ F̈ + 2H Ḟ

)

= − 1

1 + 2ζ R

[
P + ζ

(
− R2

2
+ 2R̈ + 4H Ṙ

)]
. (7b)

Along this line of thinking, one can also define an effective
equation of state parameter which encodes information about
both the actual cosmic fluid and the curvature effects as

weff := Peff

ρeff
= −1 − 2Ḣ

3H2 . (8)

For the the description of the matter content of the universe,
we find convenient to follow the approach of [27] and con-
sider the following modelings for the equations of state of
the cosmic fluid separately:

P(ρ) = 1 − (
√

2 − 1)αρ

1 − (1 − √
2)αρ

βρ (Redlich–Kwong [79]), (9a)

P(ρ) = βρ

1 + αρ
[(modified) Berthelot [80]], (9b)

P(ρ) = βρe2(1−αρ)

2 − αρ
(Dietrici [81]). (9c)

The fluid equation of state parameter defined as w := P/ρ

takes respectively the forms:

w(ρ) = 1 − (
√

2 − 1)αρ

1 − (1 − √
2)αρ

β (Redlich–Kwong), (10a)

w(ρ) = β

1 + αρ
[(modified) Berthelot], (10b)

w(ρ) = βe2(1−αρ)

2 − αρ
(Dietrici). (10c)

Therefore, our class of models is based on three free param-
eters (ζ , α, β). Different interplay between these free param-
eters will affect the existence of certain equilibrium config-
urations and certain types of finite-time singularities that we
will classify in this paper with the purpose of constraining
the values that these free parameters can assume by requir-
ing these configurations to be physically meaningful. The
two free parameters entering the equation of state of the
cosmic fluid should be interpreted as: α > 0 is the tem-
perature at which a thermodynamic phase transition occurs
within the fluid, and it sets the strength of the interactions
between the fluid particles since in the limit α → 0 all
these equations of state describe an ideal fluid for which
pressure and energy density are directly proportional to each
other P � βρ. This latter relation also shows the connection
between β and the adiabatic speed of sound inside the fluid.
The interested reader can find a more detailed review of the
thermodynamic foundation of these fluid approaches in the
Appendix of [27], and we will as well mention what the orig-
inal reasons for their introduction for accounting for some
features of real gases were in our Appendix A. More in gen-
eral, these models try to provide a founded thermodynamical
description of an evolving dark energy beyond ad hoc redshift
parametrizations for helping its possible direct detection in
the the far future. In fact, for accounting for both the Planck
and weak lensing datasets, a redshift-dependent modeling of
the dark energy equation of state parameter has been assumed
in the form of w = w0 + w1(1 + z) with w0 and w1 free
parameters [82, Sect.6.3]. However, in this simple frame-
work the analysis of the cosmic microwave background con-
straints on the distance to the last scattering surface is prob-
lematic, and therefore the refined Chevallier-Polarski-Linder
parametrization w = w0 +w1z/(1 + z) has been introduced
[83,84]. The Barboza-Alcaniz w = w0+w1z(1+z)/(1+z2)

is another proposal which can be used in the whole redshift
range z ∈ [1,∞) [85]. Although these frameworks have been
useful for studying the running of the dark energy potential
beyond a cosmological constant, they do not try to estab-
lish the microscopic properties of such an exotic fluid which
remain mysterious, calling for a physically deeper investiga-
tion. Finally, the functional w(ρ) can be interpreted also as
an energy-dependent chameleon field [86,87].
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3 Qualitative analysis of the dynamics of quadratic
gravity with nonideal fluids

In this section, we will derive the dynamical equations gov-
erning the evolution of the universe (2) in the gravity model
(1) including some nonideal fluids by implementing the set
of dimensionless variables considered in [33,36]. Particular
attention will be devoted to the rewriting of the equation of
state parameters (10) as functions of such dimensionless vari-
ables which are suited for a dynamical system analysis. Then,
we will set some further constraints on the values of the free
parameters of our model by requiring it to be free from insta-
bilities. Lastly, we will list the mathematical equilibria and
discuss their cosmological significance (which may provide
tighter restrictions on the free parameters), possible bifurca-
tions among them and their stability. Then, we will provide
a prescription for compactifying the phase space with the
purpose of investigating the dynamics at its infinity, and we
will reconstruct the cosmological evolution on some invari-
ant submanifolds also by analytically finding the equations
of the phase orbits. In this section we also derive a set of
relationships between the dimensionless variables employed
in the dynamical system analysis and the observationally-
relevant cosmographic parameters.

3.1 Derivation of the autonomous first-order dynamical
system in terms of dimensionless variables

The evolution equations to investigate in the R+ζ R2 gravity
are:

3H2 + 18(6H2 Ḣ + 2H Ḧ − Ḣ2)ζ − ρ = 0 , (11a)

6[ ...
H + (ζ + 4)H Ḧ + (4 − 2ζ )Ḣ2] − Ḣ − ρ + P

2
= 0 ,

(11b)

ρ̇ + 3H(ρ + P) = 0 , (11c)

where we have obtained the first two by plugging (4) into
(3a)–(3b). We can note that the first equation, which con-
stitutes the Generalized Friedman equation, is not sensitive
to the specific cosmic fluid modeling P = P(ρ), unlike the
other two dynamical equations. Furthermore, Eq. (6) can be
rewritten in terms of the Hubble function as:

6ζ(2
...
H + 12H Ḧ + 9Ḣ2)

+2(54ζH2 + 1)Ḣ + 3H2 + P = 0 . (12)

Explicitly, for flat Friedman universes filled with the fluids
(9a), (9b), (9c) evolving under the action of quadratic gravity,
we get the following set of dynamical equations, respectively:

• Redlich–Kwong fluid:

3H2 + 18(6H2 Ḣ + 2H Ḧ − Ḣ2)ζ − ρ = 0 , (13a)

6[ ...
H + (ζ + 4)H Ḧ + (4 − 2ζ )Ḣ2] − Ḣ

+[αρ(
√

2 − 1)(β − 1) − β − 1]ρ
2[αρ(

√
2 − 1) + 1] = 0 , (13b)

ρ̇ + 3Hρ

(
1 + 1 − (

√
2 − 1)αρ

1 − (1 − √
2)αρ

β

)
= 0 . (13c)

• (Modified) Berthelot fluid:

3H2 + 18(6H2 Ḣ + 2H Ḧ − Ḣ2)ζ − ρ = 0 , (14a)

6[ ...
H + (ζ + 4)H Ḧ + (4 − 2ζ )Ḣ2]
−Ḣ − (αρ + β + 1)ρ

2(αρ + 1)
= 0 , (14b)

ρ̇ + 3Hρ

(
1 + β

1 + αρ

)
= 0 . (14c)

• Dietrici fluid:

3H2 + 18(6H2 Ḣ + 2H Ḧ − Ḣ2)ζ − ρ = 0 , (15a)

6[ ...
H + (ζ + 4)H Ḧ + (4 − 2ζ )Ḣ2] − Ḣ

+[αρ − βe2(1−αρ) − 2]ρ
2(2 − αρ)

= 0 , (15b)

ρ̇ + 3Hρ

(
1 + βe2(1−αρ)

2 − αρ

)
= 0 . (15c)

These differential equations are third order in the Hubble
function (or equivalently fourth order in the scale factor),
and non-linear in both the Hubble function and the energy
density. Thus, it is convenient to tackle them by adopting
dynamical system techniques and searching possible equilib-
rium configurations for clarifying their cosmological mean-
ing and analyzing their qualitative dynamics [88–91]. Fol-
lowing the formalism of [33,36], we can recast these dif-
ferential equations into a first-order autonomous dynamical
system in terms of the following dimensionless variables:

x := Ḟ

FH
= 12ζ

4H Ḣ + Ḧ

H [1 + 12ζ(2H2 + Ḣ)] , (16a)

y := R

6H2 = 2 + Ḣ

H2 ≡ 1 − 3weff

2
, (16b)

z := f

6FH2 = (2H2 + Ḣ)[1 + 6ζ(2H2 + Ḣ)]
H2[1 + 12ζ(2H2 + Ḣ)] , (16c)

� := ρ

3FH2 = ρ

3H2[1 + 12ζ(2H2 + Ḣ)] . (16d)

We introduce also the following auxiliary quantity:

q(y, z) := F

RF ′

= 1 + 12ζ(2H2 + Ḣ)

12ζ(2H2 + Ḣ)
≡ y

2(y − z)
. (17)
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It is clear from (16) that these dynamical variables are unde-
fined when H = 0. Therefore, this particular choice of
variables pushes any possible fixed point corresponding to
Minkowski solutions and bounce (a cosmological bounce is
an alternative to the inflationary paradigm3) or turnaround
scenarios to the infinity of the phase space. Taking into con-
sideration fixed points at infinity requires a global phase
space analysis (see e.g. [37,38] in the context of f (R) grav-
ity), which we will investigate separately in Sect. 3.3. Also,
we do not expect any moment of maximum expansion at
which ȧ = 0 = H since we are considering a flat ever-
expanding universe filled with the effective fluid (8). How-
ever restricting to a domain of the full solution space consist-
ing of only ever expanding (or ever contracting) solutions,
this choice of variables is very advantageous when looking
for a physical interpretation of the solutions and connecting
with the cosmological observables. Therefore, the expansion
normalized dynamical variables in (16) are appropriate for
the consideration of this paper.

The first-order autonomous dynamical system governing
the evolution of the cosmological variables (16) is:4

dx

dN
= −2z − x2 + (1 − y)x − (3w(ρ) + 1)� + 2 , (18a)

dy

dN
= y(xq(y, z) + 4 − 2y) , (18b)

dz

dN
= z(4 − x − 2y) + xyq(y, z) , (18c)

d�

dN
= �(1 − x − 2y − 3w(ρ)) , (18d)

where ρ = ρ(x, y, z,�), N = ln(a(t)) denotes the number
of e-folds of the universe [93], and where we have exploited
the chain rule

dX

dN
= dX

dt
· dt
da

· da
dN

= Ẋ

H
, (19)

for any generic quantity χ = χ(t). From (16) we can write
the Hubble function, its time derivative, and the fluid energy
density in terms of the dimensionless variables as:

H2 = y − z

6ζ y(2z − y)
, Ḣ = (y − z)(y − 2)

6ζ y(2z − y)
,

ρ = �(y − z)

2ζ(2z − y)2 , (20)

3 It has already been shown that quadratic gravity can in fact give rise
to nonsingular bouncing scenarios for ζ < 0 [92]. In this paper, we will
investigate its occurrence for ζ > 0.
4 We remark that some differences should be noted between our dynam-
ical system and the one given in [33, Eq. (14)] which follow from the
different signatures between our Ricci scalar (4) and [33, Eq. (11)].

which, together with the definitions (9a), (9b), (9c), allow us
to rewrite the equation of state parameters as

w(y, z,�) = 2ζ(2z − y)2 − (
√

2 − 1)α�(y − z)

2ζ(2z − y)2 + (
√

2 − 1)α�(y − z)
β

(Redlich–Kwong), (21a)

w(y, z,�) = 2βζ(2z − y)2

2ζ(2z − y)2 + α�(y − z)
[(modified) Berthelot], (21b)

w(y, z,�) = 2βζ(2z − y)2

4ζ(2z − y)2 − α�(y − z)

× exp

[
2 − α�(y − z)

ζ(2z − y)2

]
(Dietrici). (21c)

Furthermore, the Generalized Friedman equation (11a) is
reduced to the constraint

y + � − z − x = 1 , (22)

which should be used for removing one cosmological vari-
able from the dynamical system (18). We choose to eliminate
x for a twofold reason: the x-equation is apparently the most
complicated one, and the w(ρ) can be naturally expressed in
terms of (y, z,�) as done in (21). Keeping in mind Eq. (17),
the dynamical system (18) becomes:

dy

dN
= y(7y − 8z − 3y2 + 3yz + y�)

2(y − z)
, (23a)

dz

dN
= y3 + (� − 7z − 1)y2 + 2(4z + 5 − �)yz − 2z2(z − � + 5)

2(y − z)
,

(23b)
d�

dN
= �(2 − 3w(y, z, �) − 3y + z − �) . (23c)

There are three physical viability conditions which should be
accounted for when identifying the cosmologically relevant
regions inside the full 3-dimensional y-z-� phase space.5

They are the following:

• Firstly, absence of ghost instabilities in f (R) gravity
requires F(R) > 0, which implies 1 + 2ζ R > 0 for
our scenario [94]. From (4)–(20) we can write

R = 6Ḣ + 12H2 = 1

ζ

(
y − z

2z − y

)
, (24)

so that the absence of ghost instabilities requires

F = 1 + 2ζ R = y

2z − y
> 0 , (25)

which can be satisfied for

0 < y < 2z or 2z < y < 0 . (26)

5 To the best of our knowledge this is the first time that these physical
viability conditions are used to constrain the viable region of the phase
space spanned by the expansion normalized variables (16).
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These conditions represent two disconnected regions on
the first and third quadrant of the y-z plane bounded by
the line y = 2z and the z-axis.

• Secondly, absence of tachyonic instabilities for a generic
f (R) gravity theory requires f ′′(R) > 0, which in our
case simply implies ζ > 0 [94]. From the definition of
the dynamical variables (16), we note that

y − z = RF − f

6FH2 = ζ R2

6FH2 > 0 ⇒ y > z . (27)

• Finally, the weak energy condition requires the energy
density to be locally non-negative:

ρ ≥ 0 ⇒ � ≥ 0. (28)

We can observe also that R is non-negative within the
semi-infinite y ≥ 0 region. Therefore,

� = ρ

3FH2 ≤ ρ

3F(ζ → 0)H2 ≤ 1 , (29)

where the last equality follows from the observation that
in the General Relativity limit (which corresponds to
ζ → 0 in the system (11)), one recovers the usual Fried-
man equation

3H2 = ρ. (30)

To summarize, there are two disjoint regions of the phase
space which are physically relevant:

0 < z < y < 2z, 0 ≤ � ≤ 1 and

z < y < 0, 0 ≤ � ≤ 1 . (31)

These are two distinct semi-infinite wedge-shaped sectors
above the � = 0 plane, in the first and third quadrants of
the y-z plane, respectively. The region in the first quadrant
is confined between the two lines y = z and y = 2z, while
the region in the third quadrant is confined between the line
y = z and the z-axis. We stress that till now we have not
included the boundaries of these two regions (which are
represented by equalities rather than inequalities in (31)),
because they require a more careful treatment. The plane
defined by the equality y = z accounts for the General Rela-
tivity limit R+ ζ R2 ≈ R (which can be expressed as ζ → 0
thanks to Eq. (27)) in which the quadratic modification in the
Lagrangian is negligible with respect to the Einstein-Hilbert
contribution. It is not appropriate to consider the plane y = z
in the analysis that follows because the dynamical variables
are undefined there and the dynamical system formulation
that we are adopting becomes singular on the plane y = z.
However, this does not prevent the origin (y, z) = (0, 0) to

be describe a physically meaningful configuration, as it can
be appreciated from

lim
y→0,z→0

dy

dN
= lim

y→0,z→0

dz

dN
= 0 . (32)

The dynamical system (23) is therefore singular everywhere
on the y-z plane except along the line y = z = 0. The other
boundary of the acceptable region in the first quadrant is the
plane defined by the equality y = 2z, while for the one in
the third quadrant is the z-� plane defined by the condition
y = 0. The plane y = 2z corresponds to the limit R+ζ R2 ≈
ζ R2 (which is equivalent to ζ → +∞, as it can be seen
from Eq. (25)) which occurs when the quadratic modification
term in the Lagrangian becomes dominant over the Einstein-
Hilbert contribution. At this stage, both the planes y = 2z
and y = 0 can be safely included in the physically viable
region of the phase space, which is thus given by

0 < z < y ≤ 2z ∪ z < y ≤ 0 ∪ y = 0 = z , 0 ≤ � ≤ 1 .

(33)

As a consistency check, one can note from (20) that H2 > 0
in both these regions. The dynamical system (23) admits the
two invariant submanifolds y = 0 and � = 0. An invariant
submanifold divides the entire phase space into two distinct
regions on its both sides. Although they can at most reach the
boundary, no phase trajectory can cross the invariant subman-
ifold leaving one region and entering the other. Also, any orbit
originating from a point on an invariant submanifold will
always remain on that submanifold signifying that the recon-
struction of the dynamics requires knowledge on the initial
data. We note that R is always negative in the third quadrant
of the y-z plane (because y is negative), and thus this region
cannot contain any fixed point interpreted as a De-Sitter cos-
mology (or any other cosmology with negative deceleration
parameter). Therefore, observational datasets suggest that the
cosmological evolution should not occur in this region of the
phase space.

3.2 Qualitative dynamics: equilibria, stability, and
bifurcations

In Table 1 we exhibit all the equilibrium points that arise
mathematically for the dynamical system (23), along with
the corresponding cosmological solution they represent, if
any. In fact, some of the fixed points should be ignored on
physical and observational grounds:

1. The point P3 is unphysical for the scenario of a universe
filled with the (modified) Berthelot fluid because it vio-
lates the weak energy condition. Should we consider the
Redlich–Kwong fluid, it can carry a physical interpre-
tation for 1 ≤ β ≤ 17

9 . Interestingly, the former point
corresponds to the β = 0 case of the latter.
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Table 1 In this Table we exhibit all the equilibrium points that can be
obtained mathematically for the dynamical system (23) once Eq. (21)
have been implemented for the different types of cosmic fluids. The
effective equation of state parameter weff is computed from (16b) and

it takes into account the contributions of both the actual matter content
and of the curvature effects (see also (8)). We refer to the main text
for a detailed explanation of why some equilibria do not represent any
meaningful cosmological model

Cosmic fluid Fixed point yeq zeq �eq weff Cosmology

Redlich–Kwong P1 2 1 0 −1 De-Sitter-like

P2 2 1 + �eq

(√
2−1

)
α(β−1)(√

2−1
)
α(β−1)+8(β+1)ζ

−1 De-Sitter-like

P3
5+3β

4
5+3β

8
9
8 (β − 1) − 1

2 (β + 1)

{
De-Sitter like for β = 1

a ∼ (ts − t)4/(3(1−β)) for β �= 1

P4 0 −5 0 1
3 Unphysical

P5 0 �eq − 5 40ζ(1+β)

(
√

2−1)α(β−1)+8ζ(1+β)

1
3 Unphysical

P6 0 0 0 1
3 a ∼ t1/2

P7 0 0 2 + 3β 1
3 a ∼ t1/2

(Modified) Berthelot P1 2 1 0 −1 De-Sitter-like

P2 2 1 + �eq
α

α−8(β+1)ζ
−1 De-Sitter-like

P3
5
4

5
8 − 9

8 − 1
2 Unphysical

P4 0 −5 0 1
3 Unphysical

P5 0 �eq − 5 40ζ(1+β)
8ζ(1+β)−α

1
3 Unphysical

P6 0 0 0 1
3 a ∼ t1/2

P7 0 0 2 1
3 Unphysical

Dieterici P1 2 1 0 −1 De-Sitter-like

P2 2 1 + �eq
α

4ζ [W (2β/e2)+4]+α
−1 De-Sitter-like

P4 0 −5 0 1
3 Unphysical

P5 0 �eq − 5 20ζ [W (2β/e2)+4]
4ζ [W (2β/e2)+4]+α

1
3 Unphysical

P6 0 0 0 1
3 a ∼ t1/2

2. Any orbit that approaches the point P4 must reside inside
the third quadrant of the y-z plane in which the deceler-
ation parameter is always positive. Therefore, this point
should be ignored on observational ground.

3. Similarly for the state P5: we can note that 0 ≤ �eq ≤ 1
delivers a negative zeq implying that any orbit approach-
ing P5 must reside within the third quadrant of the y-z
plane. Therefore, this point should also be ignored on
observational ground.

4. The fixed point P7 is unphysical for a universe filled
with the (modified) Berthelot fluid because it violates the
energy condition �eq ≤ 1. In the Redlich–Kwong sce-
nario it is physical for − 2

3 ≤ β ≤ − 1
3 .

The conditions on the model parameters which should be
imposed for endowing the remaining mathematical solutions
reported in Table 1 with a cosmological interpretation are
listed in Table 2. They follow by imposing 0 ≤ � ≤ 1. It
should be appreciated that this affects only the range of valid-
ity of β, while no further constraints other than the already
discussed are arising for α and ζ .

Among the physically viable fixed points we can identify
three distinct types of cosmological solutions:

1. De-Sitter-like cosmology There are two different pos-
sible realizations of a De-Sitter-like cosmology,6 which
are represented by the isolated fixed points P1 and P2.
The equilibrium P1 always constitutes a physical con-
figuration for all the three fluids, whereas P2 is relevant
in cosmology only imposing certain constraints on the
model parameter β as shown in Table 2. For all the three

6 Here, by De-Sitter-like cosmology we mean a cosmology in which
the Hubble function is constant. From the general system of equations
(11) we can note that also Minkowski can constitute an equilibrium
solution when we consider the Redlich–Kwong, (modified) Berthelot,
and Dieterici fluid models; this would correspond to the particular case
of H = const. = 0 (and ρ = P = 0). However, the dynamical
variables (16) are ill-defined for a Minkowski solution; we will address
this limitation by compactifying the phase space in Sect. 3.3. We also
remark that not all the fluid models currently adopted for a dark matter
- dark energy unification are compatible with the Minkowski spacetime
being an equilibrium solution, with the (Generalized) Chaplygin Gas
and the Anton-Schmidt proposals being some examples; see discussion
in [25].
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types of matter, the ideal fluid regime (α → 0) leads to
a saddle-node bifurcation between P1 and P2. Further-
more, in the case of the Redlich–Kwong fluid model, also
the equilibrium P3 reduces to P1 if we fix β = 1. In this
latter case a pitchfork bifurcation is possible if we choose
simultaneously α = 0 and β = 1 [95].

2. Power law evolution There are up to two different pos-
sible realizations of the power law evolution (a ∼ t1/2),
which are represented by the isolated fixed points P6 and
P7. P6 is always physical for all the three fluids whereas
P7 is relevant for cosmology only in the Redlich–Kwong
scenario and restricting − 2

3 ≤ β ≤ − 1
3 .

3. Big-Rip singularity The fixed point P3, which is physi-
cally well-defined only considering the Redlich–Kwong
fluid, represents a big-rip singularity which is asymptoti-
cally approached at the finite time7

ts = 4

3(β − 1)H0
. (34)

In fact, we can note that the scale factor is diverging by
looking at its time evolution; the energy density is also
diverging because of (20) and taking into account that
y = 2z �= 0, and this comes also with a divergence in the
pressure because of the form of the equation of state (9a).
Therefore, all the conditions for the occurrence of a Big-
Rip singularity are fulfilled [96–99]. As the limiting case
of β = 1 is approached, which we showed corresponds to
a bifurcation with the De-Sitter-like cosmology, the time
at which this singularity occurs is shifted at infinity. For
β �= 1, ts ∼ 1/H0 and the singularity time is comparable
to the age of the Universe. Keeping in mind the parameter
range in Table 2, we can also see from Table 1 that both
the effective and the matter parameters weff , w < −1 for
this point, where for the latter w = −β as from (21a).
Therefore this fixed point also corresponds to a phantom
dominated phase at which the Redlich–Kwong fluid itself
behaves like a phantom fluid. Furthermore, the adiabatic
speed of sound for the Redlich–Kwong fluid, which can
be computed from (9a),

c2
s = ∂p

∂ρ
= [(2√

2 − 3)αρ − 1]β(αρ − 1)

[(√2 − 1)αρ + 1]2
, (35)

once specified to P3 via (20) delivers

c2
s = (2

√
2 − 3)β

(
√

2 − 1)2
= −β , (36)

which is smaller than −1 in the range of interest of β.

7 For computing ts , note that d(1/H)
dt = 3(1 − β)/4, which provides

d ln a
dt = 4H0

4+3(1−β)H0t
, and that we fixed a(t = 0) = 1.

The stability nature of the fixed points is listed in Table
3 and detailed calculation is presented in Appendix B. It is
possible to note that under the assumption that α, ζ > 0, only
the parameter β, which is related to the adiabatic speed of
sound within the fluid, affects the stability nature of the finite
isolated fixed point.

3.3 Phase space analysis at infinity

Compactification of an unbound phase space is necessary
to search for any possible fixed point that lies at its infin-
ity: thanks to this procedure the fixed points at infinity are
mapped to the boundary of the corresponding compact phase
space. In general all the dynamical variables can tend to infin-
ity, which means the phase space of the theory can exhibit a
unlimited extent in all the directions. There are different pre-
scriptions for f (R) cosmologies (see e.g. [38] for a generic
f (R) theory and [37] for the particular R + ζ Rn theory) for
compactifying the phase space in all the directions. However,
in this Sect. we introduce a new compactification technique
which directly exploits the physical viability conditions we
previously derived in (33). As we will show below, one can
use these constraints to define some invariant submanifolds
that border the physically viable region of the phase space
and then we are left with only one direction in which the
phase space need to be compactified.

From a mathematical point of view, the dynamical system
(23) is singular on the plane y = z. Since this plane is one of
the boundaries of the region of the phase space we are inter-
ested in, this singularity can be regularized by introducing a
new time variable τ such that

dτ = dN

y − z
, (37)

in terms of which the dynamical system can be re-written as

dy

dτ
= y(7y − 8z − 3y2 + 3yz + y�)

2
, (38a)

dz

dτ
= y3 + (� − 7z − 1)y2 + 2(4z + 5 − �)yz − 2z2(z − � + 5)

2
,

(38b)
d�

dτ
= �(y − z)(2 − 3w(y, z, �) − 3y + z − �) . (38c)

Now one can write

d

dτ
(y − z) = −(y − z)[2y2 − y(3z + 4)

+z(−� + z + 5)], (39a)
d

dτ
(y − 2z) = −1

2
(y − 2z)[5y2 + y(� − 7z − 9)

+2z(−� + z + 5)], (39b)

which show that the planes y = z and y = 2z are invariant
submanifolds as well. As discussed in Sect. 3.1, these two
planes are equivalent to the two limits ζ → 0 and ζ → +∞
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Table 2 Taking into account that α, ζ > 0, the necessary conditions for
promoting the solutions listed in Table 1 from mathematical to physical
are derived demanding 0 ≤ � ≤ 1. The limits α → 0 and ζ → 0 cor-

respond to ideal fluid and General Relativity, respectively. The points
P4 and P5 are not included in this Table because they belong to a region
of the phase in which the deceleration parameter is always positive

Fixed points Redlich–Kwong (Modified) Berthelot Dietrici

P1 Always exists Always exists Always exists

P2 β ≥ 1 ∪ β < −1 β < −1 β > −2/e2

P3 1 ≤ β ≤ 17
9 Unphysical Does not exist

P6 Always exists Always exists Always exists

P7 − 2
3 ≤ β ≤ − 1

3 Unphysical Does not exist

Table 3 Stability nature of the finite fixed points. When investigating the stability of a fixed point it is important to keep in mind the range of β for
which the fixed point exists. The abbreviation c.m.a. stands for “ Center Manifold Analysis”

Points Redlich–Kwong (Modified) Berthelot Dietrici

P1

{
Saddle forβ �= −1

Requires more analysis forβ = −1

{
Saddle for β �= −1

Requires more analysis for β = −1

{
Saddle for β �= − 2

e2

Requires more analysis for β = − 2
e2

P2

⎧⎪⎨
⎪⎩

Stable for β < −1

Saddle for β > 1

Saddle for β = 1

Stable Stable

P3

{
Stable for 1 < β ≤ 17

9
Saddle for β = 1

– –

P6

⎧⎪⎨
⎪⎩

Unstable for β < 2
3

Saddle for β > 2
3

Requires c.m.a for β = 2
3

⎧⎪⎨
⎪⎩

Unstable for β < 2
3

Saddle for β > 2
3

Requires c.m.afor β = 2
3

⎧⎪⎨
⎪⎩

Unstable for β < 4
3e2

Saddle for β > 4
3e2

Requires c.m.a for β = 4
3e2

P7

{
Unstable for β = − 2

3
Saddle for β > − 2

3

– –

respectively. To the best of our knowledge this is the first
time that the physical viability conditions which follow from
the absence of ghost and tachyonic instabilities are recast
as invariant submanifolds on the phase space of quadratic
gravity. Linear stability analysis reveals that the invariant
submanifold y = z is always attracting whereas the invariant
submanifold y = 2z is attracting (repelling) for y2 + z2 >

5(1 − �)2 (y2 + z2 < 5(1 − �)2); detailed mathematical
analysis is given in “Appendix D”.

Before proceeding any further, it is important to comment
that the dynamical system in Eq. (38) should not be used to
determine the fixed points, because time redefinitions like
(37) may introduce artificial solutions which are not appear-
ing in the original dynamical system. For example, one can
notice that the system in Eq. (38) has two lines of fixed points
given by,

L1 ≡ (y = 0 = z, 0 ≤ � ≤ 1) and

L2 ≡ (y = z, � = 1) , (40)

both of which do not occur in the original dynamical system
(23). These fictitious fixed points are a pure mathematical
artefact due to the time redefinition (37). We stress that this
and the following steps are purely mathematical treatments
aimed towards compactifying the phase space by introducing
appropriate invariant submanifolds. All the finite fixed point
analysis should be carried out before these steps.

Along with � = 0, the physically relevant region of the
phase space is therefore bounded by three invariant subman-
ifolds. Since in this region the dynamical variable � is itself
bounded (0 ≤ � ≤ 1), as demonstrated in Sect. 3.1, one
needs only to compactify the radial direction in the y–z plane.
For achieving this goal we first switch to plane polar coordi-
nates in the y-z plane

y := r cos θ, z := r sin θ , (41)

subject to the restrictions

0 ≤ r < ∞, tan−1 1

2
≤ θ ≤ π

4
. (42)
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The dynamical system (38) in terms of the r -θ -� variables
(41) becomes

dr

dτ
= r2

[
r cos4 θ +

(
3(� − 1)

2
− 2r sin θ

)
cos3 θ

+ (1 − �) sin θ − 3r

2
cos2 θ

+ (4r sin θ + 5 − �) cos θ + (� − 5) sin θ − r

]

(43a)
dθ

dτ
= −2r2 cos4 θ

+1 − � − 2r sin θ

2
r cos3 θ

+5r + 3(1 − �) sin θ

2
r cos2 θ

+(� − 1 − r sin θ)r cos θ , (43b)
d�

dτ
= r�(cos θ − sin θ)(2 − 3w(r, θ,�)

−3r cos θ + r sin θ − �) , (43c)

where the fluid equation of state parameters (21) entering the
latter equation are given by

w(r, θ,�) = 2ζr(2 sin θ − cos θ)2 − (
√

2 − 1)α�(cos θ − sin θ)

2ζr(2 sin θ − cos θ)2 + (
√

2 − 1)α�(cos θ − sin θ)
β

(Redlich–Kwong), (44a)

w(r, θ,�) = 2βζr(2 sin θ − cos θ)2

2ζr(2 sin θ − cos θ)2 + α�(cos θ − sin θ)

(Modified Berthelot) , (44b)

w(r, θ,�) = 2βζr(2 sin θ − cos θ)2

4ζr(2 sin θ − cos θ)2 − α�(cos θ − sin θ)

× exp

[
2 − α�(cos θ − sin θ)

ζr(2 sin θ − cos θ)2

]
(Dietrici) . (44c)

As we have previously remarked, the introduction of the arti-
ficial line of fixed points L1 ≡ (r = 0) is clearly confirmed
by inspecting the system in Eq. (43). We should remove this
fictitious fixed point by another time redefinition

dτ ∗ = rdτ , (45)

so that the dynamical system becomes

dr

dτ ∗ = r

[
r cos4 θ +

(
3(� − 1)

2
− 2r sin θ

)
cos3 θ

+ (1 − �) sin θ − 3r

2
cos2 θ

+ (4r sin θ + 5 − �) cos θ + (� − 5) sin θ − r

]

(46a)
dθ

dτ ∗ = −2r cos4 θ + 1 − � − 2r sin θ

2
cos3 θ

+5r + 3(1 − �) sin θ

2
cos2 θ

+(� − 1 − r sin θ) cos θ , (46b)
d�

dτ ∗ = �(cos θ − sin θ)(2 − 3w(r, θ,�)

−3r cos θ + r sin θ − �) . (46c)

The radial direction can be compactified by introducing the
new compact variable [36,39,40]

R := r

1 + r
, (47)

so that r = 0 coincides with R = 0 and r = ∞ is mapped
ontoR = 1. In terms ofR the dynamical system to investigate
is

dR

dτ ∗ = −R

2

[
− 2R cos4 θ

+[4R sin θ + 3(1 − �)(1 − R)] cos3 θ

+[3R − (1 − �)(1 − R) sin θ ] cos2 θ

−[8R sin θ + 2(5 − �)(1 − R)] cos θ

+2(5 − �)(1 − R) sin θ + 2R
]
, (48a)

dθ

dτ ∗ = cos θ

2(1 − R)

[
− 4R cos3 θ

+[(1 − �)(1 − R) − 2R sin θ ] cos2 θ

+[3(1 − �)(1 − R) sin θ + 5R] cos θ

−2R sin θ − 2(1 − �)(1 − R)
]
, (48b)

d�

dτ ∗ = �(cos θ − sin θ)

(1 − R)

[
(sin θ − 3 cos θ)R

+(2 − � − 3w(R, θ,�))(1 − R)
]
, (48c)
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with

w(R, θ,�) = 2ζR(2 sin θ − cos θ)2 − (
√

2 − 1)α�(1 − R)(cos θ − sin θ)

2ζR(2 sin θ − cos θ)2 + (
√

2 − 1)α�(1 − R)(cos θ − sin θ)
β (Redlich–Kwong), (49a)

w(R, θ,�) = 2βζR(2 sin θ − cos θ)2

2ζR(2 sin θ − cos θ)2 + α�(1 − R)(cos θ − sin θ)
(Modified Berthelot), (49b)

w(R, θ,�) = 2βζR(2 sin θ − cos θ)2

4ζR(2 sin θ − cos θ)2 − α�(1 − R)(cos θ − sin θ)
exp

[
2 − α�(1 − R)(cos θ − sin θ)

ζR(2 sin θ − cos θ)2

]
(Dietrici).

(49c)

We can note that all the three fluid equations of state
remain well-behaved at infinity, i.e. have finite limits as
R → 1. The latter dynamical system has a pole at R = 1,
i.e. is apparently singular at the boundary. This can again be
eradicated by defining a new time variable η as

dη = dτ ∗

1 − R
. (50)

Therefore, the dynamical system governing the evolution of
the compatified variables can be written as

dR

dη
= −R(1 − R)

2

[
− 2R cos4 θ + [4R sin θ

+3(1 − �)(1 − R)] cos3 θ

+[3R − (1 − �)(1 − R) sin θ ] cos2 θ

−[8R sin θ + 2(5 − �)(1 − R)] cos θ

+2(5 − �)(1 − R) sin θ + 2R
]
, (51a)

dθ

dη
= cos θ

2

[
− 4R cos3 θ

+[(1 − �)(1 − R) − 2R sin θ ] cos2 θ

+[3(1 − �)(1 − R) sin θ + 5R] cos θ

−2R sin θ − 2(1 − �)(1 − R)
]
, (51b)

d�

dη
= �(cos θ − sin θ)

[
(sin θ − 3 cos θ)R

+(2 − � − 3w(R, θ,�))(1 − R)
]
. (51c)

Since only the r -direction can be infinite, all the asymptotic
fixed points should correspond to r → ∞ (or R → 1).
Therefore we need to identify the fixed points in the R-θ -�
phase space which fulfill R = 1. Setting R = 1 in (51), we
obtain

dR

dη

∣∣∣∣
R→1

= 0 , (52a)

dθ

dη

∣∣∣∣
R→1

= cos θ

2
(1 − sin 2θ)(cos θ − 2 sin θ) , (52b)

d�

dη

∣∣∣∣
R→1

= �(cos θ − sin θ)(sin θ − 3 cos θ) . (52c)

Interestingly, the evolution at spatial infinity is not explic-
itly sensitive to the modeling of the cosmic fluid as it was
observed in the case of Rn gravity [36] because w does not
enter anylonger the dynamical system (however we remind
that we have used previously our particular equations of state
for checking that they well behave at infinity). A further infor-
mation that can be obtained from the analysis at infinity is
that R → 1 is an invariant submanifold. To determine the
cosmology corresponding to this submanifold first we note
that using (20) one can write

lim
r→∞ H2 = lim

r→∞
cos θ − sin θ

6ζr cos θ(2 sin θ − cos θ)
= 0 , (53a)

lim
r→∞ Ḣ = lim

r→∞
(cos θ − sin θ)(r cos θ − 2)

6ζr cos θ(2 sin θ − cos θ)

= 1

6ζ

(
cos θ − sin θ

2 sin θ − cos θ

)
, (53b)

lim
r→∞ ρ = lim

r→∞
�(cos θ − sin θ)

2rζ(2 sin θ − cos θ)2 = 0 , (53c)

within the range tan−1
( 1

2

) ≤ θ < π
4 . Ḣ is positive at all

points on this hypersurface whereas H , ρ vanish. This is
exactly the condition for a matter-less nonsingular bounce.
We remark that had we not compactified the phase space,
we would have not been able to discover this bounce solu-
tion in our cosmological models for the reasons discussed
below Eq. (17). Keeping in mind the range of θ given in
(42), asymptotic dynamical analysis reveals the following
features:

• The asymptotic invariant submanifold accounted for by
R = 1 is a repelling submanifold. Detailed calculation
regarding the stability of this submanifold is presented in
Appendix D. Therefore the nonsingular bouncing solu-
tions that lie on this submanifold may constitute past
epochs of the universe.

• The pointPi ≡ (R, θ,�) = (1, tan−1 1
2 , 0) is an isolated

fixed point at infinity. This fixed point, although repre-
sents a nonsingular bounce, does not necessarily need to
be matter-less, as at this point tan θ = 1

2 . In fact, as was
pointed out in [92], matter-less nonsingular bounce in
f (R) gravity requires the equation RF(R) − f (R) = 0

123



Eur. Phys. J. C           (2021) 81:944 Page 13 of 30   944 

to have a positive root Rb, which is not satisfied in case
of R + ζ R2 gravity. Linear stability analysis reveals Pi

is a saddle point. Stability calculation is presented in
“Appendix D”.

3.4 Evolution on the y = 2z invariant submanifold

The submanifold y = 2z corresponds to the limit ζ → ∞
which accounts for the high energy regime in which the grav-
itational field is so strong that the theory is dominated by the
R2 term. From (39b) it is seen that y = 2z is an invariant sub-
manifold for the dynamics of the system. This submanifold
is of attracting nature for (detailed calculations presented in
“Appendix D”)

y2 + z2 > 5(1 − �)2 ⇔ r >
√

5(1 − �)

⇔ � > 1 − 1√
5

(
R

1 − R

)
, (54)

and of repelling nature for

y2 + z2 < 5(1 − �)2 ⇔ r <
√

5(1 − �)

⇔ � < 1 − 1√
5

(
R

1 − R

)
. (55)

In terms of the variables r -θ -� (or R-θ -� for the compact
case) this submanifold corresponds to θ = tan−1(1/2). From
(44) or (49), for the fluid equation of state parameter we get

lim
θ→tan−1(1/2)

w =

⎧⎪⎨
⎪⎩

−β (Redlich–Kwong),

0 [(Modified) Berthelot],
0 (Dietrici),

(56)

which shows that the (modified) Berthelot and Dieterici flu-
ids behave like presureless dust (which may account for dark
matter), and the Redlich–Kwong one behaves like an ideal
fluid in which the non-linearities are suppressed. Phase space
plot on the compactified version of this submanifold plane
is shown in Fig. 1 for the cases of equations of state corre-
sponding to dark matter (e.g. pressureless dust), stiff fluid
and a cosmological constant. We remark that stiff fluids are
canonically equivalent to massless scalar fields [100], and
some cosmological models indeed predict an epoch of the
universe in which they are the dominating energy content
[101,102].

On this invariant submanifold the dynamical equations
can be reduced to:

dz

dτ
= z[� + 3(1 − z)] ,

d�

dτ
= �(2 − � − 5z − 3w). (57)

For the case of stiff matter, we can find the orbit in the phase
space by solving the differential equation

d�

dz
= �(1 + 5z + �)

z(3z − 3 − �)
, (58)

which delivers the implicit solution

[1 + z2 + z(� − 2)]2[z2 + 2(� − 1)z + (1 + �)2]
[z3 + (2� − 3)z2 + (�2 − � + 3)z − � − 1)]2 = J1 ,

(59)

where J1 is a constant of integration. The quantity J1(z, �)

is conserved along a particular orbit, but has different values
for different orbits, and therefore it can be interpreted as the
total “energy” of the Universe. The cosmological evolution
must respect the principle of energy conservation: we can
interpret Eq. (59) as a sort of “ energy conservation equa-
tion” which is providing a law describing how the energy of
the cosmic fluid accounted for by � is converted into the “
geometrical energy” accounted for by the Ricci scalar R; this
result is especially relevant for the description of the infla-
tionary epoch in which the quadratic term in the curvature is
dominating. Furthermore, in the case of a stringy fluid with
w = − 1

3 , which may describe some topological defects or
monopoles arising in the early universe [103], by integrating
the differential equation

d�

dz
= �(5z − 3 + �)

z(3z − � − 3)
, (60)

we obtain the implicit orbit equation

[z3 + 2(� − 1)z2 + (�2 − 6� + 1)z + 4�](z + �)2

z[z2 + (2� − 1)z + �2 − 3�]2 = J2 ,

(61)

where J2 is a constant of integration. Also for the radiation
case w = 1

3 it is possible to integrate analytically the evolu-
tion equation

d�

dz
= �(5z − 1 + �)

z(3z − � − 3)
, (62)

and we obtain the implicit orbit equation

z(z − 1 + �)4

�3 = J3 , (63)

where J3 is another constant of integration.

3.5 Evolution on the � = 0 submanifold

It appears either from (23c) or from (48c) that the plane
� = 0 is an invariant submanifold for the cosmic dynam-
ics. Taking into account that the physically viable region is
constituted by the wedge 0 < z < y < 2z, we depict the
phase orbits in this invariant submanifold in Fig. 2 by using
the evolution equations written in polar coordinates (51a)–
(51b). In this way we can get a graphical confirmation that
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Fig. 1 Phase trajectories on the compactified R-� plane with θ =
tan−1(1/2), which corresponds to the y = 2z submanifold, i.e. the R2

regime, for (a)w = −1, (b)w = 0, (c)w = 1. In this limit the equations
of state for (modified) Berthelot and Dietrici fluids reduce to that of pres-
sureless dust, so that they correspond to only figure (b). The equation of
state for the Redlich–Kwong fluid in this limit reduces to p = −βρ, so

that this can correspond to either cases (a)–(c) for the parameter choice
β = 1, 0,−1. The red curve corresponds to the boundary between the
attracting part (right side of the curve) and repelling part (left side of
the curve) of the submanifold. The fixed points P1, P6 and Pi lie on
this submanifold

the dynamics is indeed bounded inside this region and that
the boundary at spatial infinity R = 1 acts as a source for the
cosmic dynamics containing possible past epochs of the uni-
verse. Unlike the case of the invariant submanifold y = 2z
discussed in Sect. 3.4, the dynamics on the invariant subman-
ifold � = 0 does not depend on the particular modeling of
the cosmic fluid. However, the stability nature of this invari-
ant submanifold is sensitive to the value of the parameter
β as demonstrated in Appendix D, and more in detail it is
attracting (repelling) according to 2−3β −3y+ z < 0 (> 0)
for the Redlich–Kwong and (modified) Berthelot fluids and
2 − 3e2β/2 − 3y + z < 0 (> 0) for the Dietrici fluid.

3.6 Evolution on the R = 1 submanifold

R = 1 is an invariant submanifold at the infinity of the phase
space. We can find the equation for the orbit J = J (θ, �) at
the infinity of the phase space by solving the partial derivative
equation

d J (θ, �)

dη
≡ ∂ J (θ, �)

∂θ

dθ

dη

+∂ J (θ, �)

∂�

d�

dη
= 0 . (64)

Implementing (52) we find

J (θ, �) = F

(
�(1 − tan θ)4

(2 tan θ − 1)5

)
, (65)

where F can be any arbitrary function. For reasons of math-
ematical simplicity, we choose:

J (θ, �) = �(1 − tan θ)4

(2 tan θ − 1)5
. (66)

We note that the quantity J (θ, �) is a positive quantity within
our range of θ , which is conserved along a particular orbit but
can have different values for different orbits. This quantity
can again be interpreted as the total “energy” of the Universe
and the cosmological evolution must respect the principle of
energy conservation. Therefore, the orbits on this submani-
fold are a family of curves obeying to the equation

� = J (2 tan θ − 1)5

(1 − tan θ)4 , (67)

where J is a constant. We stress as a consistency check that
the same result also follows by integrating a differential equa-
tion for d�

dθ
derived by dividing side by side (52c) with (52b).

In terms of the original dynamical variables one can write the
equation of the orbits as

� = J (2z − y)5

y(y − z)4 . (68)

Finally, by using (16) this condition can be recast in terms
of the energy density, of the Hubble function and of its first
derivative as:

ρ(2H2 + Ḣ)4 − J̃ H2 = 0 , (69)

where we have introduced the new constant

J̃ = 3J

64ζ
. (70)

This result allows us to confirm independently what written
below Eq. (53a): since H = 0 and Ḣ �= 0 we get that the
submanifoldR = 1 corresponds to a matterless cosmological
epoch. However, this should not be taken naively to imply
that � = 0 because this latter quantity comes with a factor
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Fig. 2 In panel (a) we show the
phase dynamics in the � = 0
submanifold accounted for by
the evolution Eqs. (51a)–(51b),
whilst in panel (b) we focus our
attention on the viable region
bounded between the lines
0 < z < y < 2z. This analysis
provides a graphical
confirmation that the
submanifold R = 1 acts as a
source for the dynamics, and
that the cosmic evolution is
indeed contained within the
physical region

H in the denominator and indeed this is true only on the
hypersurface y = 2z as it can be understood from (68).

3.7 Cosmographic analysis

We will now discuss some observational properties of the uni-
verse in correspondence of the physical equilibrium points
listed in Table 1 by computing the corresponding three cos-
mographic parameters, namely the deceleration, jerk and
snap parameters [104,105]:

q ≡ − 1

aH2 · d
2a

dt2 = −1 − Ḣ

H2 , (71a)

j ≡ 1

aH3 · d
3a

dt2 = Ḧ

H3 − 3q − 2 , (71b)

s ≡ 1

aH4 · d
4a

dt2 =
...
H
H4 + 4 j + 3q(q + 4) + 6 . (71c)

It has been shown that the cosmographic parameters are
related to each other by [106, Eq. (15)], [107, Eq. (21)]:

j = 2q2 + q − dq

dN
, (72a)

s = d j

dN
− j (2 + 3q) . (72b)

The cosmographic parameters are connected to the luminos-
ity distance via [104,108–111]:

dL (z) � z

H0

[
1 + (1 − q0)z

2
+ (−1 + q0 + 3q2

0 + j0)z2

6

+ (2 − 2q0 − 15q2
0 − 15q3

0 + 5 j0 + 10q0 j0 + s0)z3

24

]

(73)

and to the cosmic history of the universe as:

H(z) � H0

[
1 + (1 + q0)z + ( j0 − q2

0 )z2

2

+ (3q2
0 + 3q3

0 − j0(3 + 4q0) − s0)z3

6

]
, (74)

where a subscript ‘0’ denotes that the quantity has been eval-
uated at the present time. In this Sect. instead we will esti-
mate the cosmographic parameters characterizing the rele-
vant equilibrium configurations. We exhibit our findings in
Table 4. We will achieve this goal by recasting the dimen-
sionless cosmographic parameters q, j , and s in terms of the
dimensionless variables introduced in (16). Using the inter-
relations between the cosmographic parameters (72), we can
write

q = 1 − y , (75a)

j = 3 − 5y + 2y2 + dy

dN
, (75b)

s = − j (2 + 3q) − (5 − 4y)
dy

dN
+
(
dy

dN

)
,y

dy

dN

+
(
dy

dN

)
,z

dz

dN
+
(
dy

dN

)
,�

d�

dN
. (75c)

Calculating the right hand side of the above equations using
the dynamical evolution (23), we can provide explicit expres-
sions for the cosmographic parameters in terms of the phase
space coordinates:

q = 1 − y , (76a)

j = 3 − y + 1

2
y2 − 1

2

(
y2

y − z

)
(1 − �) , (76b)

s = −15 + 10y − 1

2
y2
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− y3

y − z
+ 1

2

(
y2

y − z

)
(3 − 2� − 3w(y, z,�)�) .

(76c)

These expressions can be directly generalized to include the
fixed points at the infinity of the phase space by switching to
the compact phase space coordinates

y =
(

R

1 − R

)
cos θ , z =

(
R

1 − R

)
sin θ . (77)

Substituting in Eq. (76) we get the following explicit expres-
sions for the cosmographic parameters in terms of the com-
pact phase space coordinates:

q = 1 −
(

R

1 − R

)
cos θ , (78a)

j = 3 −
(

R

1 − R

)
cos θ + 1

2

(
R

1 − R

)2

cos2 θ

−1

2

(
R

1 − R

)(
cos2 θ

cos θ − sin θ

)
(1 − �) , (78b)

s = −15 + 10

(
R

1 − R

)
cos θ

−1

2

(
R

1 − R

)2

cos2 θ

−
(

R

1 − R

)2 ( cos3 θ

cos θ − sin θ

)

+1

2

(
R

1 − R

)

×
(

cos2 θ

cos θ − sin θ

)
(3 − 2� − 3w(R, θ,�)�) . (78c)

First of all, we easily get that (76a) implies that y =constant
submanifolds correspond to cosmic moments with the same
value of the deceleration parameter. Possible Minkowski
solutions necessarily lie on y = 1, and therefore our mod-
els do not contain them as equilibrium configurations (this
resolves the ambiguity whether the De-Sitter-like cosmolo-
gies we have identified in Sect. 3.2 can come with H =
const. = 0). The expression of the cosmographic parame-
ters in terms of compact variables also allows us to show that
the cosmographic quantities are diverging at spatial infinity
of the phase space which is consistent with having a bounce
there characterized by dL → ∞. We would like to mention
that a cross-check procedure for computing the jerk param-
eter which does not rely on inter-relations is the following.
We implement (20) into (16a) and then solve for the second
time derivative of the Hubble function:

Ḧ = (8 − x)y2 − 8(z + 2)y + 16z

72ζ y(y − 2z)

√
6(z − y)

ζ y(y − 2z)
, (79)

from which x can be eliminated thanks to the constraint (22):

Ḧ = (9 + z − � − y)y2 − 8(z + 2)y + 16z

72ζ y(y − 2z)

×
√

6(z − y)

ζ y(y − 2z)
. (80)

Finally, the jerk parameter is obtained just by algebraic
manipulations. We get:

j = (x − 2)y2 + 2(z + 3)y − 6z

2(y − z)

= y3 + (� − z − 3)y2 + 2(z + 3)y − 6z

2(y − z)
. (81)

Interestingly, the jerk parameter is regular on y = 2z because
the divergence in Ḧ has been cured by the likewise diver-
gence in H . For estimating it on y = z �= 0 it is appropriate
to choose a different set of variables taking into account that
in such case we fall back in the General Relativity framework.

The values we get for the deceleration parameter imply
that phase transitions between epochs in which the expansion
of the universe is accelerating and decelerating are allowed
in our class of models. In particular, at least one equilibrium
point comes with q > 0 and at least two with q < 0 for each
fluid model. Comparison between available astrophysical
datasets and the predicted values of the cosmographic param-
eters can constrain the theory parameters of f (R) theories
[107,112]. A cosmographic interpretation of the Gold SNeIa
dataset suggests that q0 � −0.90 and j0 � 2.7 [113,114].
It should be noted that due to the presence of w(y, z,�)

in the expression for the cosmographic parameter s (76c),
the present-day epoch would correspond to different triples
(y, z,�) in the phase space. However, the phase space point
representing today universe is located in the region y < 1.
Information on physically relevant trajectories in the phase
space can therefore be obtained by noticing that from the
expression of the jerk parameter in terms of the dynamical
system variables (81) we get

∂ j

∂�
= y2

2(y − z)
,

∂ j

∂z
= y2(� − 1)

2(y − z)2 , (82)

implying that the jerk parameter is an increasing function
with respect to � and decreasing with respect to z.

4 Singularities classification

In this section we will investigate the possible occurrence of
finite-time singularities in the class of Friedmannian f (R)

cosmologies we have previously introduced for clarifying
whether the different modelings of the cosmic fluid and the
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Table 4 This Table exhibits the values of the deceleration parameter q,
jerk parameter j and snap parameter s for the physically-relevant con-
figurations listed in Table 1. We refer to the main text on details about
the mathematical steps involved in these computations. We remark that

for a correct interpretation of these results it is necessary to take into
account the appropriate range of validity for the parameter β for each
equilibrium point separately, as summarized in Table 2

Cosmic fluid Fixed point q j s

Any fluid P1 −1 1 1

Any fluid P2 −1 1 1

Redlich–Kwong P3 − 3β+1
4

9β2−1
8

(9β−5)(3β−1)(3β+1)
32

Any fluid P6 1 3 −15

Redlich–Kwong P7 1 3 −15

Any fluid Pi ∞ ∞ ∞

modifications beyond general relativity to the gravity sector
affect them. In what follows we will denote with ts the time at
which a singularity may occur. Applying a literature scheme
[96,97], we will be interested in the following five different
possible types of singularity:

1. Big rip singularity or Type I is characterized by limt→ts
a(t) = ∞, limt→ts ρeff(t) = ∞, limt→ts |Peff(t)| = ∞
[98,99];

2. Sudden singularity or Type II is characterized by limt→ts
a(t) = as , limt→ts ρeff(t) = ρs , limt→ts |Peff(t)| = ∞
[115–118];

3. Big freeze singularity or Type III is characterized by
limt→ts a(t) = as , limt→ts ρeff(t)
= ∞, limt→ts |Peff(t)| = ∞ [119];

4. Generalized sudden singularity or Type IV is charac-
terized by limt→ts a(t) = as , limt→ts ρeff(t) = ρs ,
limt→ts |Peff(t)| = Ps , limt→ts H

(i)(t) = ∞, i = 2, ...

[117,118,120,121];
5. w singularityor Type V is characterized by limt→ts a(t) =

as , limt→ts ρeff(t) = 0, limt→ts |Peff(t)| = 0, limt→ts weff

= limt→ts
Peff (t)
ρeff (t)

= ∞ [122,123].

In this classification, we have denoted with as , ρs and Ps
some finite constant values of the scale factor, the effective
energy density and its corresponding pressure at time ts . We
recall that in our analysis we will assume positive α and ζ ,
while we will not make any assumptions on the sign of β. We
also remark that we are working with the effective values of
the energy density, pressure and equation of state parameter
which encode information both on the actual matter fluid and
the curvature effects, as done for example in [124–127].

Before analyzing the possible occurrence of a finite-time
singularity in a generic point of the phase space, we inves-
tigate the situation in correspondence of the isolated fixed
points reported in Table 1. By looking at the evolution of
the scale factor, they can exhibit three different types of cos-
mological evolution: de Sitter-like (P1 and P2 for all the

three types of fluids), radiation (P6 for all the three types of
fluids, and P7 for Redlich–Kwong), and power-law (P3 for
Redlich–Kwong).

– The de Sitter-like cosmologies do not correspond to any
finite-time singularity because the effective energy den-
sity, pressure and equation of state parameter are finite
constants.

– In the case of an “effective” radiation domination, the
scale factor (a ∼ t1/2) would approach as = 0 at the time
t = 0 in correspondence of which ρeff , Peff ∼ 1/t →
∞, and therefore a finite-time (recalling that the present-
day time is t0 > 0) Type III singularity occurs in the
past.

– The isolated fixed point P3 in the Redlich–Kwong sce-
nario can correspond to a Type I singularity occurring at
a finite time ts (34) in future if 1 < β ≤ 17/9. We note
that in P3

ρeff = 3H2 = 4

3(β − 1)(ts − t)
, (83)

which diverges also for β → 1; however this does
not imply a finite-time singularity as can be seen from
Eq. (34).

We will now investigate whether some type of finite-time
singularity can occur in some other regions of the phase
space. By using the definition of effective energy density
(7a), and the relationships between the Hubble function and
the dimensionless variables (20), and (41), we have

ρeff = y − z

2ζ y(2z − y)

= cos θ − sin θ

2ζr cos θ(2 sin θ − cos θ)
. (84)

Furthermore, by using Eqs. (16b)–(41) we can get the effec-
tive equation of state parameter defined in (8), and pressure
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in terms of dimensionless variables as:

weff = 1 − 2y

3
= 1 − 2r cos θ

3
, (85)

Peff = (y − z)(1 − 2y)

6ζ y(2z − y)
= (cos θ − sin θ)(1 − 2r cos θ)

6ζr cos θ(2 sin θ − cos θ)
.

(86)

First of all, we note that on the planes y = 0 and y = 2z,
both the effective energy density (84) and effective pressure
(86) are diverging, so that two of the requirements for having
either a Type I or a Type III singularity are fulfilled. We
also remark that in these regions of the phase space both the
Hubble function and its first derivative are diverging, as we
can understand from Eq. (20), and therefore we have a true
curvature singularity in which the Ricci scalar (4) is blowing
up.

More in detail, everywhere on the plane y = 0 the effective
fluid behaves like radiation, implying a Type III singularity
since a ∼ t1/2 (see also the equilibrium points P6 in Table 1
for all the three types of fluids, and P7 for Redlich–Kwong);
this implies also that both energy density and pressure are
diverging as ρeff , Peff ∼ H ∼ t−1 ∼ 1/a2 ∼ (1 + z)2

(where this latter z denotes the redshift). Therefore, assuming
that the present-day is at the finite-time t0 > 0, a Type III
singularity occurs in the past at the time t = 0.

For understanding the behavior of the singularity on the
line y = 2z, we recall that a Type I singularity would require
weff < −1 [128], i.e. y > 2. Therefore the plane y = 2
separates the line y = 2z into two parts on whose sides a Type
I or a Type III singularity can occur; this finding is consistent
with the evolution of the scale factor exhibited in Table 1, and
the previous discussion about the equilibrium pointP3 for the
Redlich–Kwong fluid. We can provide a rough estimate of the
time ts at which these singularities occur by approximating
y ≈ ys in a small neighborhood of the line y = 2z assuming
that the present-time t0 configuration is contained there. This
implies that d(1/H)

dt ≈ 2− ys . Thus, H(t) ≈ H0
1+(2−ys )(t−t0)H0

which diverges at ts ≈ t0 + 1
(ys−2)H0

showing that the Type I
singularity would be a future singularity, while the Type III
a past singularity.

On the other hand, for having a finite energy density, but
a diverging pressure we would need a diverging equation of
state parameter. By looking at (85), we see that this is possible
at and only at infinity, that is for r → ∞. In fact, in such a
regime, by using Eq. (86) we get

lim
r→∞ |Peff | = cos θ − sin θ

3ζ(2 sin θ − cos θ)
, (87)

which can diverge if and only if θ = arctan(1/2). Thus, a
Type II singularity may occur only at the point Pi . More-
over, in Sect. 3.3 we have showed that H = 0 there, i.e. we
have a well-behaving de Sitter-like scale factor and a finite
(zero) effective energy density fulfilling all the conditions for

having a Type II singularity. We remark that should we have
considered the pressure of the actual matter fluid only, a Type
II singularity may have arisen in the Dieterici framework only
[25].

Moreover, by looking at the second time derivative of the
Hubble function in terms of the dimensionless variables given
in Eq. (80), we see that a Type IV singularitymay occur either
along y = 0 or along y = 2z. This is the mildest possible
singularity because it does not imply geodesic incompletness
nor diverging curvature scalars. However, in these regions of
the phase space also the energy density is diverging as it
can be understood from Eq. (84) violating (at least) one of
the requirements in the definition of a Type IV singularity;
as previously discussed also the Ricci scalar is diverging in
such circumstances violating the conditions for a Type IV sin-
gularity. Interestingly, this analysis shows that the effective
energy density and pressure arising from gravity modifica-
tions cannot mimic those of linearly interacting dark matter
- dark energy where the latter is modeled according to the
Redlich–Kwong or the (modified) Berthelot fluid, as in those
cases a type IV singularity is allowed for certain strengths of
the coupling term [25].

Finally, by looking at (85) we see that a Type V singular-
ity may occur only at spatial infinity for which r → ∞; this
would be consistent with having also a diverging decelera-
tion parameter there as we have found in Sect. 3.3. Then, by
recalling (87) we see that the effective pressure can vanish if
and only if θ = π

4 . Under these assumptions also ρeff = 0,
and taking into account the discussion of Sect. 3.6 we fur-
ther have a finite scale factor fulfilling all the requirements
for a Type V singularity. This result follows from the gravity
modifications and constitutes an important difference than
General Relativity in which a Type V singularity has been
excluded for the three types of Redlich–Kwong, (modified)
Berthelot and Dieterici fluids [25]. In fact, we can observe
that such type of singularity persists also in the limiting case
of ρ, P → 0, i.e. of absence of an actual cosmic fluid.

5 Discussion on generic behavior

Out of the global dynamical analysis of the system that we
have presented in this paper, we note that the finite fixed
points P1, P6 and the asymptotic fixed point Pi always exist
for all the three fluids irrespective of whatever values we
choose for the model parameters α, β, ζ , whereas all the
other fixed points either exist for a certain fluid or for a spe-
cific range of values for the model parameters, and coincide
with either P1 or P6 for certain values of those model param-
eters. The fixed points P1, P6 and Pi therefore characterize
some generic features of the cosmological model in quadratic
gravity consisting of the three fluids under consideration. We
note that all these three fixed points lie at the line of intersec-
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tion of the planes � = 0 and y = 2z. We stress that � = 0
does not necessarily imply a vacuum solution if either r = 0
or y = 2z, so that these three fixed points, although lying
on the � = 0 plane, should not necessarily correspond to
vacuum solutions of the R + ζ R2 gravity theory. Another
point to note is that, as we had discussed before, the plane
y = 2z corresponds to the limit ζ → ∞, so that the points
lying on this plane can be interpreted to be the solutions of
f (R) = R2 theory of gravity. As shown in [36], irrespec-
tive of the fluid under consideration, the phase space of Rn

(n ≥ 2) gravity is always 2-dimensional, which is consistent
with our interpretation.

Below we explicitly point out the generic dynamical fea-
tures of the scenario that we have considered.

• P1 is a De-Sitter solution that lies on the line of intersec-
tion of the planes � = 0 and y = 2z. This point rep-
resents the exact De-Sitter solution of R2 gravity, which
is the basis of Starobinski’s inflationary scenario [78].
Since it is always a non-hyperbolic fixed point one needs
to do a center manifold analysis to determine the stability,
which is done in Appendix C. From Eq. (C5) we see that
two of the eigenvectors of the Jacobian at that point lie on
the � = 0 plane. The eigenvector corresponding to the
negative eigenvalue is along the line (y = 2z, � = 0),
which implies that the De-Sitter solution in R2 gravity
is an attractor. The eigenvector corresponding to the zero
eigenvalue is along the line y+z = 3, and the center man-
ifold analysis reveals that the dynamics is always away
from the fixed point along this direction. In the complete
R + ζ R2 theory, this corresponds to an exit from the
De-Sitter phase.

• Pi is a nonsingular bouncing solution (H = 0, Ḣ > 0)
as discussed in Sect. 3.3. As demonstrated in Appendix
E, this point is a saddle: repelling in the direction nor-
mal to the surface R → 1 and attracting in the directions
normal to the planes � = 0 and y = 2z. The trajectories
flowing fromPi toP1 can be interpreted as early universe
solutions with an inflationary phase following a nonsin-
gular bounce.8 The flow at P1 away from it along the
line y + z = 3 in this case corresponds to the “graceful
exit”. This is consistent with the well known result that
Starobinski’s inflationary scenario is a transient attractor
in R + ζ R2 gravity [24].

• P6 is an “effective” radiation dominated phase (weff =
1
3 ). The trajectories flowing from P6 to P1 can be inter-
preted as late time solutions with a transition from a radi-
ation dominated epoch to a late time accelerating epoch
corresponding to dark energy domination. The flow atP1

away from it along the line y+ z = 3 in this case implies

8 Recent research has showed that astrophysical structures, whether
they exist, can survive a bounce [129].

an end to the accelerated phase of expansion, which, in
GR, is possible only if the cosmological constant changes
sign.

Apart from these generic features, there are some other inter-
esting points worthwhile for explicitly commenting upon:

• An interesting thing to note is that the same fixed point
P1 can be interpreted as either an inflationary epoch or a
late time acceleration epoch, depending on which of the
phase trajectories we choose to consider.

• It is also worth mentioning here that we do not get
any fixed point corresponding to a matter dominated
epoch because we have not considered any dust fluid that
may correspond to the CDM. A matter dominated epoch
requires weff = 0 or equivalently y = 1

2 . We note that
although any trajectory flowing fromP6 toP1 crosses the
plane y = 1

2 , there is no actual fixed point with y = 1
2 ,

and therefore no matter dominated “phase” in the picture.
It is however interesting that an “effective” radiation-like
epoch is arising even without explicitly including any
ultra-relativistic fluid in the picture.

• As clear from Tables 2-3, for specific ranges of the values
of the model parameter β, the fixed points P2 and/or P3

can exist and can also be stable. In such cases there might
be more than one De-Sitter phases in the complete evo-
lution of certain cosmological solutions. The trajectories
that encounter two De-Sitter fixed points (P1 and P2 or
P3), with P1 being saddle and P2 (or P3) being stable,
are particularly interesting. It should also be noted that
P2 (or P3), when exists, can only be reached afterP1. For
such solutions P1 can represent Starobinski’s curvature
driven inflation, whereasP2 (or P3) can represent a future
attractor corresponding to the late time acceleration.

• It is worthwhile to note that the other two model param-
eters, namely α and ζ , do not affect neither the existence
nor the stability nature of the fixed points, as long as they
are assumed to be positive. These two parameters quan-
tify the deviations from ideal fluid and from GR respec-
tively. Existence and stability of fixed points depend only
on the model parameter β, which characterizes the equa-
tion of state parameter of the fluid in its ideal limit. The
parameter α however is crucial in relation to the bifur-
cation of the De-Sitter fixed points. It is precisely the
non-ideal nature of the fluid (α �= 0) that makes it possi-
ble to obtain two separate De-Sitter fixed points P1 and
P2, hence providing a scope for describing the early and
the late time De-Sitter epochs at one go.

• The only case in which a big-rip singularity can arise in
finite future is for the Redlich–Kwong fluid with β > 1.
In this case the De-Sitter fixed pointP2 is a saddle, imply-
ing that the late time De-Sitter phase is an intermediate
cosmological phase and not an attractor. In this particu-
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lar case the true future attractor is P3, which is a big-rip
singularity.

The generic features and other interesting points listed in
this section are the take home messages from our present
study.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we have investigated some cosmological mod-
els governed by a modified Friedman and a modified Ray-
chaudhuri equation (11) equivalent to the following algebraic
relations between the cosmographic parameters:9

ρ = 3H2�[1 + 12ζH2(q − 1)] ,

ρ + P(ρ) = 12H4[6 + q2 + 8q

+s + ζ( j − q − 2q2)] − 2H2(q + 1) , (88)

which can be summarized into the a single expression in
which the parameter ζ does not enter directly:

3�(q − 1)[ρ + P(ρ)]
= 36H2

[
(q − 1)(q2 + 8q + s + 6)H2 + 2 + q − j

12

]
�

+ρ( j − q − 2q2) . (89)

Whether this evolution of the rate of expansion can tame some
of the problems related to the Hubble tension [131–133] is
beyond the purpose of the present paper, but already at this
stage we have demonstrated that these models come with
many desirable features: they exhibit an inflationary epoch
admitting a graceful exit, a radiation dominated epoch in
which light elements may form [134], and a late-time De Sit-
ter epoch consistent with supernovae observations [135,136].
Furthermore, more than one De Sitter epoch in the cosmo-
logical history can also be predicted from thermodynamical
arguments [137].

We have obtained these results by applying dynamical
system techniques making use of both the linear stability
analysis and of center manifold analysis to a Friedman uni-
verse filled with three different non-ideal fluids separately in
f (R) = R + ζ R2 gravity. We have adopted a set of dimen-
sionless variables proposed in [33] on which we have derived
the physical restrictions (33) for preserving the theory from
ghost and tachyonic instabilities, obtaining nevertheless a
model with a rich variety of cosmological behaviors as pre-
viously mentioned. It is also interesting to note that the dif-

9 For the relationship between the Ricci scalar and its time derivatives
and the cosmographic parameters see [130, Eq. (15)].

ference between the curvature energy density and the actual
matter content energy density, which can be computed from
(20), reads as:

ρC − ρ = 3H2 − 2ρ = (y − z)(2z − y − 2y�)

2ζ y(2z − y)2 . (90)

Therefore, the two energy densities are equal on the line
2z − y − 2y� = 0, which describes a configuration that
can actually arise within the physical range (33). Whether
this can tame some aspects of the coincidence problem [138]
will be explored in future publications, but we should remark
that this result has not required to introduce any ad hoc inter-
action terms between the two fluids by modifying by hands
the Bianchi identities unlike in [139–141], and therefore we
can appreciate already at this stage that this potential solu-
tion would not be affected by inconsistent directions of such
energy flow. For example as mentioned in [138], the solar
system has formed at the epoch in which the abundance of
dark energy is of the same order of magnitude of the abun-
dance of regular matter so that a local gravitational collapse
can occur in a globally accelerated expanding universe, and
in our picture the roles of those two fluids would be played by
a gravitational effect and by an actual matter fluid separately.

We have as well derived a connection between the dynam-
ical system variables we have adopted and the cosmographic
deceleration, jerk and snap parameters. Two equilibria points
P1 and P2 come with the same values of these cosmographic
parameters, and while one of them (P2) admits a well-defined
energy density of the cosmic fluid, in the case of the other
(P1) it exhibits the indefinite form 0/0. Thus, in future we
will investigate whether the same dimensionless variables
used here can be connected as well to the positions of the
CMBR peaks for removing this ambiguity. We have extended
the dynamical system analysis up to infinity by introducing
an appropriate compactification of the phase space. As far as
the Redlich–Kwong, (modified) Berthelot, and Dieterici flu-
ids are considered, the region at infinity of the phase space
does not carry only an abstract geometrical interpretation,
but it corresponds to a regime in which the equation of state
for the cosmic fluid reduces to P � βρ, as it can be seen
from (44). Thermodynamically, this means that the interac-
tions between the fluid constituents are suppressed as it would
happen in the limit α → 0. This transition to the ideal behav-
ior of P = w(ρ)ρ fluids has already been met in cosmology
[8,9,142], and it has been interpreted as a form of asymptotic
freedom analogue to the one which characterizes the quark-
gluon plasma [143,144], although in this case is occurring at
low rather then high energy densities.
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Finally, the dynamical system approach has given us the
opportunity of identifying the regions of the phase space
which are free from any of the known five finite-time cosmo-
logical singularity. In our cosmological models Type II and
Type V singularities can occur in the past only in correspon-
dence of the nonsingular bounce at the infinity of the phase
space, the latter being a direct consequence of the modifi-
cations to the gravity sector. A Type I singularity can occur
in the future along the line y = 2z, while a Type III in the
past in correspondence of the radiation dominated epochs.
Our cosmological models are not affected by a Type IV sin-
gularity. Our analysis was completely classical and whether
quantum gravity corrections á la Wheeler-DeWitt affect this
picture will be clarified in a future project, as for example
done in [145]. Other interesting future projects may con-
sist in analyzing the astrophysical data about recombination
epoch, 21-cm line excess at cosmic dawn, and Lyman α forest
by exploiting the existence of a radiation-dominated epoch in
our models; this can tame the previously mentioned disagree-
ment between the thermodynamical Le Chatelier-Braun prin-
ciple and the fact that a dark matter epoch should have come
before the dark energy one [67,68] since those phenomena
are usually addressed via interacting scenarios [146–148].
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AppendixA:Foundationandapplicability of theRedlich–
Kwong, Berthelot and Dieterici fluid models

The first attempt of accounting for physical properties of real
gases beyond their ideal behavior has been performed by the
van der Waals equation of state which implements informa-
tion about the finite size of the molecules and their mutual
interactions assumed to be attractive at large distances and
repulsive at short ones via a Lennard-Jones type of potential.

Although this proposal came with many desirable features
because it can reproduce ideal gas isotherms at high tem-
perature and it exhibits a liquid-gas coexistence phase, the
experimental collections of more and more precise data about
chemical substances has called for some improved models,
as for example the Redlich–Kwong, Berthelot and Dieterici
formulations. These models are still based on just two free
parameters which are the critical temperature and critical
pressure at the coexistence of two phases. Van der Waals’
idea of combining the two contributions for the pressure due
to the volume occupied by the molecules (which sets a limit
on the fluid compressibility), and their internal energy (in the
ideal picture molecules only have kinetic energy) simply as
an algebraic sum P = Patt. + Prep. has been assumed also in
the Berthelot and Redlich–Kwong equations of state. They
have been proposed as more realistic models for account-
ing for datasets about the fugacity of hydrocarbons at low
(close to the ambient pressure) and high pressure respec-
tively. Intuitively the fugacity quantifies the fleeting proper-
ties of a material, while rigorously it is the effective pressure
of an ideal gas at the same temperature and with the same
molar Gibbs free energy as the real gas; its value for a certain
substance is determined from measurements of volume as a
function of pressure at constant temperature. The success of
the Berthelot and Redlich–Kwong formalisms is grounded
in being consistent with experimental data of different sub-
stances (methane, ethane, propane, isobutane, etc...) belong-
ing to the family of hydrocarbons just by changing the values
of the two free parameters α and β for each of them; before
it was necessary to consider a temperature-dependent coef-
ficient in the second-order virial expansion to be empirically
reconstructed in each case separately. Thus, this has consti-
tuted a great advantage in epochs at which computer simu-
lations were still not widely available. The Redlich–Kwong
equation of state has then been further improved by intro-
ducing a third parameter known as the acentric factor taking
into account non-spherical shapes of the molecules as the
Soave–Redlich–Kwong equation for a better description of
nonpolar compounds [149]. For a modern treatment of such
equations of state we refer to some textbooks as [150,151].
On the other hand, the Dieterici proposal still maintains the
idea that two contributions should be included in the pressure
(repulsive because molecules are assumed to be hard spheres
which cannot penetrate each other, and attractive for having
a bound system), but it combines them as P = Prep.e−Patt.

improving the agreement with experimental data of the com-
pressibility factor at high pressure than the van der Waals
equation [150,151]. In cosmology a similar way of thinking
than in chemical thermodynamics has been followed by com-
bining into a single formalism the attractive effects of regular
matter and the repulsive one of dark energy: at first the van
der Waals equation of state has been chosen for the cosmic
fluid [154–157], and then the Redlich–Kwong, Berthelot and
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Dieterici ones have been used for enlightening whether those
different characteristics which have been observed in a lab-
oratory setting come with specific signatures in cosmology
[27].

Appendix B: Stability analysis of finite isolated fixed
points

In this Appendix we present in some details the calculations
regarding the linear stability analysis for the cosmologically
relevant isolated fixed points exhibited in Table 1. The sta-
bility nature of an isolated fixed point in the linear regime
is completely determined by the eigenvalues of the Jacobian
matrix evaluated at the fixed point, provided the fixed point
is hyperbolic, i.e. none of the eigenvalues is zero. There are
four distinct possibilities that may arise for a dynamical sys-
tem (for the stability classification criteria see for example
[88–91]; for the physical significance of a certain type of
stability see instead [158,159]):

• If all the eigenvalues have positive real parts, then the
fixed point is said to be unstable. An unstable fixed point
represents a past attractor in cosmology i.e. an epoch
which represents a possible initial state for a cosmologi-
cal evolution.

• If some of the eigenvalues have positive real parts and
some have negative real parts, then the fixed point is
called a saddle. A saddle fixed point represents a pos-
sible intermediate epoch for a cosmological evolution.

• If all the eigenvalues have negative real parts, then the
fixed point is said to be stable. A stable fixed point repre-
sents a future attractor in cosmology, i.e. an epoch which
represents a possible final state for a cosmological evo-
lution.

• If two of the eigenvalues are complex conjugate to each
other with vanishing real parts, then the fixed point is
unstable (stable) whether the third eigenvalue is posi-
tive (negative). This represents an oscillatory approach
towards the past (future) attractor. The past (future)
attractor itself represents an epoch around which the cos-
mological solution oscillates indefinitely.

If one or more of the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix
are zero then the fixed point is said to be non-hyperbolic.
For non-hyperbolic fixed points Jacobian eigenvalues cannot
completely determine the linear stability nature, and center
manifold analysis is required to determine the stability of
non-hyperbolic fixed points.

In Table 5 we list the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix for
the cosmologically relevant isolated fixed points presented in
Table 1. The eigenvalues are functions of the model param-

eters, and therefore to determine their signs one must keep
in mind that α, ζ > 0, and the existence conditions for the
various fixed points from Table 2.

It appears that the linear stability analysis fails for the
following cases:

• P1 for all the three fluids;
• P2 with β = 1 for the Redlich–Kwong fluid;
• P3 with β = 1 for the Redlich–Kwong fluid;
• P6 with β = 2

3 for the Redlich–Kwong and (modified)
Berthelot fluids, with β = 4

3e2 for the Dieterici fluid;

• P7 for β = − 2
3 for the Redlich–Kwong fluid.

For case of Redlich–Kwong fluid with β = − 2
3 , we note

however that the fixed point P7 coincides with P6. The fixed
point P6 exists for all values of β, and for β = − 2

3 it is
unstable. Therefore one can conclude that the fixed point P7

with β = − 2
3 for Redlich–Kwong fluid is unstable. Stability

analysis in the other cases requires the application of a center
manifold analysis. Also we note that for the Redlich–Kwong
fluid with β = 1, the fixed pointsP2 andP3 coincide withP1,
implying that a center manifold analysis for P1 also allows
us to complete the stability analysis of P2 and P3.

Appendix C: Center manifold analysis for P1

Center manifold analysis is significantly mathematically rig-
orous [95,160], and it has been applied in cosmology in
[34,39,161–164], just to mention a few examples. We carry
out this analysis only for the fixed point P1 ≡ (2, 1, 0),
because the Jacobian at this point has a vanishing eigenvalue
irrespective of the model parameters for all the three flu-
ids. Firstly we note that in the cases of Redlich–Kwong and
(modified) Berthelot fluids with β < −1 and in the case of
Dietrici fluid with β < − 2

e2 , P1 is clearly a saddle and center
manifold analysis is not required. In the cases of Redlich–
Kwong and (modified) Berthelot fluids with β = −1 and in
the case of Dietrici fluid with β = − 2

e2 , stability analysis of
P1 requires beyond center manifold analysis than presented
here, as two of the eigenvalues vanish, and therefore here
we investigate only the cases of Redlich–Kwong and (mod-
ified) Berthelot fluids with β > −1 and Dietrici fluid with
β > − 2

e2 . To perform a center manifold analysis we begin
by shifting the fixed point to the origin by applying the coor-
dinate translation

Y = y − 2 , Z = z − 1 . (C1)

In terms of Y, Z , � the system (23) becomes
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Table 5 Eigenvalues of the Jacobian at the finite fixed points for the dynamical system (23) and presented in Table 1. We remark that the correct
physical interpretation of these results require α, ζ > 0, whilst the restrictions on the parameters β can be found in Table 2

Fixed points Redlich–Kwong (Modified) Berthelot Dietrici

P1 −3, 0, −3(β + 1) −3, 0, −3(β + 1) −3, 0, −3
(

1 + e2β
2

)

P2
3(β2−1)

2β
− 3(1+β)

β
, −3W

(
2β

e2

)
− 12

W
(

2β

e2

) − 15,

− 3
2

(
1 ±

√
1 − 2(

√
2−1)α(β−1)
9ζ(β+1)

)
− 3

2

(
1 ±

√
1 + 2α

9(1+β)ζ

)
− 3

2

(
1 ±

√
1 − 4α

9ζ
(
W
(

2β

e2

)
+4
)
)

P3 − 3
2 (β − 1) – –

− 3
8

(
3β + 1 ± √

41 − 5β(3β + 2)
)

– –

P6 2 − 3β, 4 ± 1√
2

2 − 3β, 4 ± 1√
2

2 − 3
2 e

2β, 4 ± 1√
2

P7 −2 − 3β, 4 ± 1+3β√
2

– –

dY

dN
= (Y + 2)(Y (−3Y + � + 3Z − 2) + 2� − 2Z)

2(Y − Z + 1)
, (C2a)

dZ

dN
= Y 3 + Y 2(� − 7Z − 2) + 2Y

(
� + 4Z2 − (� + 1)Z − 1

)+ 2
(
Z2 + 1

)
(� − Z)

2(Y − Z + 1)
, (C2b)

d�

dN
= −�(3w(Y, Z ,�) + 3Y + � − Z + 3) , (C2c)

with

w(Y, Z ,�) =
2ζ(Y − 2Z)2 −

(√
2 − 1

)
α�(Y − Z + 1)

2ζ(Y − 2Z)2 +
(√

2 − 1
)

α�(Y − Z + 1)
β

(Redlich–Kwong), (C3a)

w(Y, Z ,�) = 2βζ(Y − 2Z)2

α�(Y − Z + 1) + 2ζ(Y − 2Z)2

[(Modified) Berthelot)], (C3b)

w(Y, Z ,�) = 2βζ(Y − 2Z)2

α�(−Y + Z − 1) + 4ζ(Y − 2Z)2

× exp

[
2 + α�(−Y + Z − 1)

ζ(Y − 2Z)2

]
(Dietrici).

(C3c)

The fixed point P1 corresponds to the origin in the new vari-
ables: P1 ≡ (Y, Z ,�) = (0, 0, 0). Jacobian at the origin
corresponding to the dynamical system (C2) is:

J (0, 0, 0) =
⎛
⎝−2 −2 2

−1 −1 1
0 0 −3(β̃ + 1) ,

⎞
⎠ (C4)

where β̃ = β for the Redlich–Kwong and (modified) Berth-
elot fluids, while β̃ = e2β/2 for the Dieterici fluid. We stress
that in the ideal fluid regime α → 0 for which P = wρ, the
33-component of the matrix would be −3(1+w). The eigen-
values remain the same as given in Table 5. The eigenvectors
are

⎛
⎝ 2

1
0

⎞
⎠ ,

⎛
⎝−1

1
0

⎞
⎠ ,

⎛
⎜⎝

− 2
3β̃

− 1
3β̃

1

⎞
⎟⎠ . (C5)

The matrix that diagonalizes the Jacobian J (0, 0, 0) is the
matrix whose three columns are the three eigenvectors above:

S =
⎛
⎜⎝

2 −1 − 2
3β̃

1 1 − 1
3β̃

0 0 1

⎞
⎟⎠ . (C6)

One can indeed verify by direct multiplication that

S−1 J (0, 0, 0)S =
⎛
⎝−3 0 0

0 0 0
0 0 −3(β̃ + 1)

⎞
⎠ . (C7)

The eigenvectors of the Jacobian at a point form an orthogo-
nal basis at that point. In the (Y, Z ,�) coordinates the basis
vectors are⎛
⎝ 1

0
0

⎞
⎠ ,

⎛
⎝0

1
0

⎞
⎠ ,

⎛
⎝ 0

0
1

⎞
⎠ (C8)
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everywhere in theY -Z -� space. The particular diagonalizing
matrix S for the point (Y, Z ,�) = (0, 0, 0) represents a
coordinate transformation (Y, Z ,�) → (U, V,W ) at that
point such that the basis vectors are now along the Jacobian
eigenvectors:

⎛
⎝ U

V
W

⎞
⎠ = S−1

⎛
⎝ Y

Z
�

⎞
⎠ =

⎛
⎜⎝

�

3β̃
+ Y

3 + Z
3

2Z
3 − Y

3
�

⎞
⎟⎠ (C9)

In terms of U, V, W the system (C2) becomes

dU

dτ
= A + B + C

9β̃2[−W + 3(1 +U − 2V )β] , (C10a)

A = −27[3U (1 +U )2 − 7U (1 +U )V + (2 +U )V 2 + 2V 3]β̃3 + W 3(6β̃ − 2) ,

B = 3W 2β̃[2 +U − 7V + 3w(U, V,W ) − 9(1 +U − V )β̃] ,

C = 9W β̃2[4U (1 +U ) + 3V − 7V 2

−3w(U, V,W )(1 +U − 2V ) + 3((1 +U )2 − (1 +U )V + V 2)β̃] ,

dV

dτ
= −V

8W 2 + 9[8U (1 +U ) − (4 + 23U )V + 14V 2]β̃2 − 3β̃W [8 + 16U + V (−23 + 9β̃)]
6β̃[3(1 +U − 2V )β̃ − W ] , (C10b)

dW

dτ
= −W

[
3 + 5U − 4V + 3w(U, V,W ) + W

(
1 − 5

3β̃

)]
, (C10c)

with

w(U, V,W ) =
⎛
⎝54βζV 2 +

(√
2 − 1

)
αW (W − 3β(U − 2V + 1))

54βζV 2 −
(√

2 − 1
)

αW (W − 3β(U − 2V + 1))

⎞
⎠β (Redlich–Kwong), (C11a)

w(U, V,W ) = 54β2ζV 2

54βζV 2 − αW (W − 3β(U − 2V + 1))
((modified) Berthelot), (C11b)

w(U, V,W ) = 54β2ζV 2

αW [W − 3β(U − 2V + 1)] + 108βζV 2 exp

(
αW [W − 3β(U − 2V + 1)]

27βζV 2 + 2

)
(Dietrici). (C11c)

We note that there is no linear term in V in any of the
equations in the system (C10). This is because by construc-
tion the V -axis is along the eigenvector corresponding to the
zero eigenvalue. Let us consider the phase trajectories in the
neighbourhood of the fixed point P1 = (0, 0, 0). Consider-
ing only the leading contributions at the vicinity of this point,
from the system (C10) we can write the following

• Redlich–Kwong fluid:

dV

dU
≈ 2V

3β

[
1 + (1 − 2β)

3U

2W

]
, (C12a)

dV

dW
≈ − 4V

9β(1 − β)

[
1 − 3β

U

W

]
, (C12b)

dW

dU
≈ −3(1 − β)

2

[
1 + 3

2
(W
U − 3β

)
]

. (C12c)

• (Modified) Berthelot and Dietrici fluid:

dV

dU
≈ 4V

3β̃

[
1 + 3(1 − β̃)

U

W

]
, (C13a)

dV

dW
≈ −4V

9β̃

[
1 − 3β̃

U

W

]
, (C13b)

dW

dU
≈ −3

[
1 + 3

W
U − 3β̃

]
, (C13c)

with β̃ = β,
e2β

2 for (modified) Berthelot and Dietrici

fluid respectively, and where we have used dW
dU ≈ dV/dU

dV/dW .
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Keeping in mind that W
U � dW

dU as W,U → 0, 0, we get
from Eqs. (C12c) and (C13c) that

W

U
� dW

dU
≈
⎧⎨
⎩

3
4 (−1 + 3β ±√β2 + 6β − 3), (Redlich–Kwong)

3
2 (−1 + β̃ ±

√
β̃2 + 2β̃ − 3), [((modified) Berthelot and Dietrici] .

(C14)

Considering the leading order contribution in the vicinity
ofP1 ≡ (0, 0, 0), the V−equation from (C10) can be written
as

d ln |V |
dτ

= −4

(
U − W

3β̃

)
, (C15)

with β̃ = β for Redlich–Kwong, (modified) Berthelot fluid

and β̃ = e2β
2 for Dietrici fluid in this case. Taking one more

derivative we get

d2 ln |V |
dτ 2 = −4

d ln |V |
dτ

d

d ln |V |
(
U − W

3β̃

)
. (C16)

To the leading order approximation, dU
d ln |V | ,

dW
d ln |V | are con-

stants depending on β, whose value for different fluids can
be calculated by substituting the values of W

U from Eq. (C14)
into Eqs. (C12a), (C12b), (C13a), (C13b). If we define

γ = −4
d

d ln |V |
(
U − W

3β̃

)
, (C17)

then γ is a β−dependent constant, and the first integral of
Eq. (C16) gives

d ln |V |
dτ

∼ eγ τ . (C18)

It is clear from the above result that irrespective of the sign
of γ , evolution of V (τ ) is always away from the origin. The
fixed point P1 is therefore always a saddle.

Appendix D: Stability analysis of invariant submanifolds

Xi = C is called an invariant submanifold of the dynamical
system Ẋ = f(X) if

Ẋi

∣∣∣∣
Xi=C

= fi (X)

∣∣∣∣
Xi=C

= 0 . (D1)

Stability of an invariant submanifold is determined by the
phase flow in its vicinity. If one considers a point in prox-
imity of the submanifold with a coordinate C + δXi , then
the component of the flow normal to the submanifold at that
point is determined by

˙δXi = ∂ fi
∂Xi

∣∣∣∣
Xi=C

δXi . (D2)

If ∂ fi
∂Xi

∣∣∣∣
Xi=C

is negative (positive), then the phase flow

at that point is towards (away from) the submanifold
Xi = C, and correspondingly the submanifold is attracting

(repelling). If ∂ fi
∂Xi

∣∣∣∣
Xi=C

= 0, further analysis is required.

Armed with this concept, we can determine the stability
of the invariant submanifolds that arise in our dynamical sys-
tem:

• The submanifold y = 2z can be better specified in the
polar coordinate as θ = tan−1

( 1
2

)
. From (46) one can

compute that

∂

∂θ

(
dθ

dτ ∗

) ∣∣∣∣
θ=tan−1 1

2

= −1

5

[
r + √

5(� − 1)
]

. (D3)

Therefore the submanifold θ = tan−1
( 1

2

)
is attracting

(repelling) for r >
√

5(1 − �) (r <
√

5(1 − �)). In
Cartesian coordinates one can state that the submanifold
y = 2z is attracting (repelling) for y2 + z2 > 5(1 − �)2

(y2 +z2 < 5(1−�)2) respectively. The line r = √
5(1−

�) (y2 + z2 = 5(1 − �)2) separates the two regions of
the submanifold with opposite dynamical characteristics.

• Regarding the invariant submanifold � = 0, one can
compute from (23c) that

∂

∂�

(
d�

dN

) ∣∣∣∣
�=0

= 2 − 3w(� → 0) − 3y + z . (D4)

Using the expressions in Eq. (21) to calculate w(� → 0),
one can conclude that the invariant submanifold � = 0
is attracting (repelling) according to 2−3β −3y+ z < 0
(> 0) for the Redlich–Kwong and (modified) Berthelot
fluids and 2−3e2β/2−3y+ z < 0 (> 0) for the Dietrici
fluid.

• The submanifoldR = 1 is an invariant submanifold at the
infinity of the phase space. Stability of this submanifold
can be determined from (51a) by calculating

∂

∂R

(
dR

dη

) ∣∣∣∣
R→1

= 1

4
(3 − cos(2θ))(2 − 2 sin(2θ) + cos(2θ)) . (D5)
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The expression on the right hand side is positive within
the range tan−1

( 1
2

) ≤ θ < π
4 (z < y ≤ 2z). Therefore

the invariant submanifold at infinityR = 1 is everywhere
repelling.

Appendix E: Stability analysis of fixed points at infinity

The isolated fixed point at infinity Pi ≡ (1, tan−1 1
2 , 0
)

lies
at the intersection of three invariant submanifolds, namely
� = 0, θ = tan−1

( 1
2

)
and R = 1. This observation com-

pletely determines the stability nature of this fixed point. The
submanifold R = 1 is everywhere repelling. The subman-
ifold θ = tan−1

( 1
2

)
is attracting at Pi (since � = 0 and

r → ∞ at Pi ). The submanifold � = 0 is also attracting at
Pi (since −3y+ z = −2y− (y− z) → −∞ at Pi , assuming
β to be finite). Therefore the fixed point Pi is a saddle point
in the cases under consideration in this section.

References

1. E.J. Copeland, M. Sami, S. Tsujikawa, Dynamics of dark energy.
Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 15, 1753 (2006). https://doi.org/10.1142/
S021827180600942X. arXiv:hep-th/0603057

2. K. Bamba, S. Capozziello, S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Dark
energy cosmology: the equivalent description via different the-
oretical models and cosmography tests. Astrophys. Space Sci.
342, 155 (2012). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10509-012-1181-8.
arXiv:1205.3421 [gr-qc]

3. M.C. Bento, O. Bertolami, A.A. Sen, Generalized Chaplygin gas,
accelerated expansion and dark energy matter unification. Phys.
Rev. D 66, 043507 (2002). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.
043507. arXiv:gr-qc/0202064

4. A.Y. Kamenshchik, U. Moschella, V. Pasquier, An Alternative to
quintessence. Phys. Lett. B 511, 265 (2001). https://doi.org/10.
1016/S0370-2693(01)00571-8. arXiv:gr-qc/0103004

5. S. Capozziello, R. D’Agostino, R. Giambó, O. Luongo, Effec-
tive field description of the Anton-Schmidt cosmic fluid. Phys.
Rev. D 99, 023532 (2019). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.
023532. arXiv:1810.05844 [gr-qc]

6. S. Capozziello, R. D’Agostino, O. Luongo, Cosmic acceleration
from a single fluid description. Phys. Dark Univ. 20, 1 (2018).
arXiv:1712.04317 [gr-qc]

7. M. Aljaf, D. Gregoris, M. Khurshudyan, No evidence of beyond-
soft-corrections to the Born–Infeld paradigm in the cosmic history
(2021). arXiv:2010.05278 [gr-qc]

8. D. Bini, A. Geralico, D. Gregoris, S. Succi, Dark energy from
cosmological fluids obeying a Shan–Chen nonideal equation of
state. Phys. Rev. D 88, 063007 (2013). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevD.88.063007. arXiv:1408.5483 [gr-qc]

9. D. Bini, A. Geralico, D. Gregoris, S. Succi, Scalar field inflation
and Shan–Chen fluid models. Phys. Rev. D 90, 044021 (2014).
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.044021. arXiv:1401.4846
[gr-qc]

10. T.P. Sotiriou, V. Faraoni, f(R) Theories of gravity. Rev. Mod.
Phys. 82, 451 (2010). https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.
451. arXiv:0805.1726 [gr-qc]

11. S. Capozziello, M.F. De Laurentis, Extended theories of gravity.
Phys. Rept. 509, 167 (2011). arXiv:1108.6266 [gr-qc]

12. A. De Felice, S. Tsujikawa, f (R) theories. Liv. Rev. Relatv. 13,
3 (2010). https://doi.org/10.12942/lrr-2010-3. arXiv:1002.4928
[gr-qc]

13. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Unified cosmic history in modified grav-
ity: from F(R) theory to Lorentz non-invariant models. Phys. Rept.
505, 59 (2011). arXiv:1011.0544 [gr-qc]

14. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Introduction to Modified Gravity
and Gravitational Alternative for Dark Energy. Int. J. Geom.
Meth. Mod. Phys. 4, 115 (2007). https://doi.org/10.1142/
S0219887807001928. arXiv:hep-th/06012134

15. S. Capozziello, M. Francaviglia, Extended theories of grav-
ity and their cosmological and astrophysical applications.
Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 40, 357 (2008). https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10714-007-0551-y. arXiv:0706.1146 [astro-ph]

16. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, V.K. Oikonomou, Modified gravity theo-
ries on a Nutshell: Inflation, bounce and late-time evolution. Phys.
Rept. 692, 1 (2017). arXiv:1705.11098 [gr-qc]

17. S. Capozziello, S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Dark Energy: the equa-
tion of state description versus scalar-tensor or modified gravity.
Phys. Lett. B 634, 93 (2006). arXiv:0512118 [hep-th]

18. S. Cotsakis, J. Demaret, Y. De Rop, L. Querella, Mixmaster uni-
verse in fourth-order gravity theories. Phys. Rev. D 48, 4595
(1993). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.48.4595

19. A. Vilenkin, Classical and quantum cosmology of the Starobinsky
inflationary model. Phys. Rev. D 32, 2511 (1985). https://doi.org/
10.1103/PhysRevD.32.2511

20. G. Magnano, M. Ferraris, M. Francaviglia, Nonlinear gravita-
tional Lagrangians. Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 19, 465 (1987). https://
doi.org/10.1007/BF00760651

21. J.P. Duruisseau, R. Kerner, The effective gravitational Lagrangian
and the energy-momentum tensor in the inflationary Universe.
Class. Quantum Gravity 3, 817 (1986). https://doi.org/10.1088/
0264-9381/3/5/012

22. R. Kerner, Cosmology without singularity and nonlinear gravita-
tional Lagrangians. Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 14, 453 (1982). https://
doi.org/10.1007/BF00756329

23. A.A. Starobinsky, H.J. Schmidt, On a general vacuum solution
of fourth-order gravity. Class. Quantum Gravit. 4, 695 (1987).
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/4/3/026

24. K. Maeda, Inflation as a transient attractor in R2 cosmology. Phys.
Rev. D 37, 858 (1988). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.37.858

25. M. Aljaf, D. Gregoris, M. Khurshudyan, Phase space analysis
and singularity classification for linearly interacting dark energy
models. Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 112 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1140/
epjc/s10052-020-7671-x. arXiv:1911.00747 [gr-qc]

26. D. Gregoris, Y.C. Ong, B. Wang, The Horizon of the McVit-
tie Black Hole: on the role of the cosmic fluid modeling.
Eur. Phys. Jour. C 80, 159 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/
s10052-020-7707-2. arXiv:1911.01809 [gr-qc]

27. V.F. Cardone, C. Tortora, A. Troisi, S. Capozziello, Beyond the
perfect fluid hypothesis for the dark energy equation of state. Phys.
Rev. D 73, 043508 (2006). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.
043508. arXiv:astro-ph/0511528

28. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Modified gravity with negative and pos-
itive powers of the curvature: Unification of the inflation and of
the cosmic acceleration. Phys. Rev. D 68, 123512 (2003). https://
doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.123512. arXiv:hep-th/0307288

29. G. Cognola, E. Elizalde, S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, L. Sebas-
tiani, S. Zerbini, A Class of viable modified f(R) gravities
describing inflation and the onset of accelerated expansion. Phys.
Rev. D 77, 046009 (2008). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.
046009. arXiv:0712.4017 [hep-th]

30. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Modified f (R) gravity unifying
Rm inflation with Lambda CDM epoch. Phys. Rev. D 77,
026007 (2008). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.026007.
arXiv:0710.1738 [hep-th]

123

https://doi.org/10.1142/S021827180600942X
https://doi.org/10.1142/S021827180600942X
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0603057
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10509-012-1181-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.3421
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.043507
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.043507
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0202064
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00571-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(01)00571-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0103004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.023532
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.023532
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.05844
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.04317
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.05278
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.063007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.063007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.5483
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.044021
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.4846
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.451
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.451
http://arxiv.org/abs/0805.1726
http://arxiv.org/abs/1108.6266
https://doi.org/10.12942/lrr-2010-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.4928
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.0544
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219887807001928
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219887807001928
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/06012134
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-007-0551-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-007-0551-y
http://arxiv.org/abs/0706.1146
http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.11098
http://arxiv.org/abs/0512118
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.48.4595
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.32.2511
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.32.2511
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00760651
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00760651
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/3/5/012
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/3/5/012
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00756329
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00756329
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/4/3/026
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.37.858
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7671-x
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7671-x
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.00747
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7707-2
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7707-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.01809
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.043508
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.043508
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0511528
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.123512
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.123512
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0307288
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.046009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.046009
http://arxiv.org/abs/0712.4017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.026007
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.1738


Eur. Phys. J. C           (2021) 81:944 Page 27 of 30   944 

31. R. Utiyama, B.S. DeWitt, Renormalization of a classical gravita-
tional field interacting with quantized matter fields. J. Math. Phys.
3, 608 (1962). https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1724264

32. K.S. Stelle, Renormalization of higher derivative quantum gravity.
Phys. Rev. D 16, 953 (1977). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.
16.953

33. S. Carloni, A. Troisi, P.K.S. Dunsby, Some remarks on the dynam-
ical systems approach to fourth order gravity. Gen. Relativ. Gravit.
41, 1757 (2009). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-008-0747-9.
arXiv:0706.0452 [gr-qc]

34. S. Bahamonde, C.G. Boehmer, S. Carloni, E.J. Copeland, W.
Fang, N. Tamanini, Dynamical systems applied to cosmology:
dark energy and modified gravity. Phys. Rep. 775, 1 (2018).
arXiv:1712.03107 [gr-qc]

35. S. Chakraborty, K. Bamba, A. Saa, Dynamical properties
of Bianchi-I spacetimes in f (R) gravity. Phys. Rev. D 99,
064048 (2019). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.064048.
arXiv:1805.03237 [gr-qc]

36. S. Carloni, P.K.S. Dunsby, S. Capozziello, A. Troisi, Cos-
mological dynamics of Rn gravity. Class. Quantum Gravit.
22, 4839 (2005). https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/22/22/011.
arXiv:gr-qc/0410046

37. M. Abdelwahab, R. Goswami, P.K.S. Dunsby, Cosmologi-
cal dynamics of fourth order gravity: a compact view. Phys.
Rev. D 85, 083511 (2012). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.
083511. arXiv:1111.0171 [gr-qc]

38. N. Goheer, J.A. Leach, P.K.S. Dunsby, Compactifying the
state space for alternative theories of gravity. Class. Quantum
Gravit. 25, 035013 (2008). https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/
25/3/035013. arXiv:0710.081 [gr-qc]

39. M. Abdelwahab, S. Carloni, P.K.S. Dunsby, Cosmological
dynamics of exponential gravity. Class. Quantum Gravit.
25, 135002 (2008). https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/25/13/
135002. arXiv:0706.1375 [gr-qc]

40. S. Carloni, E. Elizalde, P.J. Silva, An analysis of the phase
space of Horava–Lifshitz cosmologies. Class. Quantum Gravit.
27, 045004 (2010). https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/4/
045004. arXiv:0909.2219 [hep-th]

41. S. Bhattacharya, P. Mukherjee, A. Singha Roy, A. Saha, Non-
minimally coupled quintessence dark energy model with a cubic
galileon term: a dynamical system analysis. Eur. Phys. J. C 78,
201 (2018). https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5644-0.
arXiv:1512.03902 [gr-qc]

42. G. Leon, E.N. Saridakis, Phase-space analysis of Horava–
Lifshitz cosmology. J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 0911,
006 (2009). https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2009/11/006.
arXiv:0909.3571 [hep-th]

43. W. Khyllep, J. Dutta, Cosmological dynamics and bifurcation
analysis of the general non-minimally coupled scalar field models
(2021). arXiv:2102.04744 [gr-qc]

44. C.G. Boehmer, G. Caldera-Cabral, R. Lazkoz, R. Maartens,
Dynamics of dark energy with a coupling to dark matter. Phys.
Rev. D 78, 023505 (2008). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.
023505. arXiv:0801.1565 [gr-qc]

45. M. Quartin, M.O. Calvao, S.E. Joras, R.R.R. Reis, I. Waga, Dark
interactions and cosmological fine-tuning. J. Cosmol. Astropart.
Phys. 05, 007 (2008). https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/
05/007. arXiv:0802.0546 [astro-ph]

46. M. Khurshudyan, A varying polytropic gas universe and phase
space analysis. Mod. Phys. Lett. A 31, 1650097 (2016). https://
doi.org/10.1142/S0217732316500978

47. M. Khurshudyan, R. Myrzakulov, Phase space analysis of
some interacting Chaplygin gas models. Eur. Phys. J. C
77, 65 (2017). https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4634-y.
arXiv:1509.02263 [gr-qc]

48. J. Sadeghi, A. Movsisyan, M. Khurshudyan, H.M. Farahani, Inter-
acting ghost dark energy models with variable G and �. J. Cos-
mol. Astropart. Phys. 12, 031 (2013). https://doi.org/10.1088/
1475-7516/2013/12/031. arXiv:1308.3450 [gr-qc]

49. S.D. Odintsov, V.K. Oikonomou, P.V. Tretyakov, Phase space
analysis of the accelerating multifluid Universe. Phys. Rev.
D 96, 044022 (2017). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.
044022. arXiv:1707.08661 [gr-qc]

50. J.B. Jimenez, D. Rubiera-Garcia, D. Saez-Gomez, V. Salzano,
Cosmological future singularities in interacting dark energy mod-
els. Phys. Rev. D 94, 123520 (2016). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevD.94.123520. arXiv:1607.06389 [gr-qc]

51. S.K. Biswas, W. Khyllep, J. Dutta, S. Chakraborty, Dynami-
cal analysis of an interacting dark energy model in the frame-
work of a particle creation mechanism. Phys. Rev. D 95,
103009 (2017). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.103009.
arXiv:1604.07636 [gr-qc]

52. X. Roy, T. Buchert, S. Carloni, N. Obadia, Global gravitational
instability of FLRW backgrounds – interpreting the dark sectors.
Class. Quantum Gravit. 28, 165004 (2011). https://doi.org/10.
1088/0264-9381/28/16/165004. arXiv:1103.1146 [gr-qc]

53. R.J. Van Den Hoogen, A. Coley, B. Alhulaimi, S. Mohan-
das, E. Knighton, S. O’Neil, Kantowski–Sachs Einstein–Aether
scalar field cosmological models. J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys.
11, 017 (2018). https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/11/017.
arXiv:1809.01458 [gr-qc]

54. R.A. Sussman, A dynamical system approach to inhomoge-
neous dust solutions. Class. Quantum Gravity. 25, 015012
(2007). https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/25/1/015012.
arXiv:0709.1005 [gr-qc]

55. R.A. Sussman, G. Izquierdo, A dynamical systems study of
the inhomogeneous �CDM model. Class. Quantum Gravit.
28, 045006 (2011). https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/28/4/
045006. arXiv:1004.0773 [gr-qc]

56. S. Basilakos, G. Leon, G. Papagiannopoulos, E.N. Saridakis,
Dynamical system analysis at background and perturbation levels:
Quintessence in severe disadvantage comparing to �CDM. Phys.
Rev. D 100, 043524 (2019). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.
100.043524. arXiv:1904.01563 [gr-qc]

57. J. Carot, M.M. Collinge, Scalar field cosmologies: a dynamical
systems study. Class. Quantum Gravit. 20, 707 (2003). https://
doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/20/4/307

58. H. Barzegar, Future attractors of Bianchi types II and V cos-
mologies with massless Vlasov matter. Class Quantum Gravit.
38, 065019 (2021). https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/abe49a.
arXiv:2012.14306 [gr-qc]

59. S. Cotsakis, J.D. Barrow, The dominant balance at cosmological
singularities. J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 68, 012004 (2007). https://doi.
org/10.1088/1742-6596/68/1/012004. arXiv:gr-qc/0608137

60. E. Calabrese, A. Slosar, A. Melchiorri, G.F. Smoot, O. Zahn,
Cosmic Microwave Weak lensing data as a test for the dark uni-
verse. Phys. Rev. D 77, 123531 (2008). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevD.77.123531. arXiv:0803.2309 [astro-ph]

61. A.G. Riess et al., A 2.4% determination of the local value of the
Hubble constant. Astrophys. J. 826, 56 (2016). https://doi.org/10.
3847/0004-637X/826/1/56. arXiv:1604.01424 [astro-ph.CO]

62. A.G. Riess et al., New Parallaxes of Galactic Cepheids from Spa-
tially Scanning the Hubble Space Telescope: Implications for the
Hubble constant. Astrophys. J. 855, 136 (2018). https://doi.org/
10.3847/1538-4357/aaadb7. arXiv:1801.01120 [astro-ph.SR]

63. A.G. Riess, S. Casertano, W. Yuan, L.M. Macri, D. Scol-
nic, Large Magellanic Cloud Cepheid Standards Provide a 1%
Foundation for the Determination of the Hubble constant and
stronger evidence for physics beyond LambdaCDM. Astrophys.
J. 876, 85 (2019). https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab1422.
arXiv:1903.07603 [astro-ph.CO]

123

https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1724264
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.16.953
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.16.953
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-008-0747-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/0706.0452
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.03107
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.064048
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.03237
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/22/22/011
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0410046
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.083511
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.083511
http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.0171
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/25/3/035013
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/25/3/035013
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.081
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/25/13/135002
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/25/13/135002
http://arxiv.org/abs/0706.1375
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/4/045004
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/4/045004
http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.2219
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5644-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.03902
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2009/11/006
http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.3571
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.04744
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.023505
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.023505
http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.1565
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/05/007
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/05/007
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.0546
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732316500978
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732316500978
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-017-4634-y
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.02263
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/12/031
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/12/031
http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.3450
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.044022
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.044022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.08661
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.123520
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.123520
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.06389
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.103009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1604.07636
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/28/16/165004
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/28/16/165004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.1146
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/11/017
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.01458
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/25/1/015012
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.1005
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/28/4/045006
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/28/4/045006
http://arxiv.org/abs/1004.0773
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.043524
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.043524
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.01563
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/20/4/307
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/20/4/307
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/abe49a
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.14306
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/68/1/012004
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/68/1/012004
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0608137
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.123531
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.123531
http://arxiv.org/abs/0803.2309
https://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/826/1/56
https://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/826/1/56
http://arxiv.org/abs/1604.01424
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaadb7
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaadb7
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.01120
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab1422
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.07603


  944 Page 28 of 30 Eur. Phys. J. C           (2021) 81:944 

64. A. De Felice, C.-Q. Geng, M.C. Pookkillath, L. Yin, Reduc-
ing the H0 tension with generalized Proca theory. JCAP
08, 038 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/08/038.
arXiv:2002.06782 [astro-ph.CO]

65. J.D. Jackson,Classical Electrodynamics (Wiley, New York, 1998)
66. S. Kumar, R.C. Nunes, S.K. Yadav, Dark sector interac-

tion: a remedy of the tensions between CMB and LSS data.
Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 576 (2019). https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/
s10052-019-7087-7. arXiv:1903.04865 [astro-ph.CO]

67. D. Pavon, B. Wang, Le Chatelier–Braun principle in cosmologi-
cal physics. Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 41, 1 (2009). https://doi.org/10.
1007/s10714-008-0656-y. arXiv:0712.0565 [gr-qc]

68. V. Salvatelli, N. Said, M. Bruni, A. Melchiorri, D. Wands, Indi-
cations of a late-time interaction in the dark sector. Phys. Rev.
Lett. 113, 181301 (2014). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.
113.181301. arXiv:1406.7297 [astro-ph.CO]

69. A.A. Coley, G. Leon, P. Sandin, J. Latta, Spherically
symmetric Einstein-aether perfect fluid models. JCAP 12,
010 (2015). https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/12/010.
arXiv:1508.00276 [gr-qc]

70. R.J. van den Hoogen, A.A. Coley, Y. He, Bianchi IX Brane-world
cosmologies. Phys. Rev. D 68, 023502 (2003). https://doi.org/10.
1103/PhysRevD.68.023502. arXiv:0212094 [gr-qc]

71. R.A. Sussman, L.G. Jaime, Lemaitre–Tolman–Bondi dust solu-
tions in f (R) gravity. Class. Quantum Gravit. 34, 245004 (2017).
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aa91f5. arXiv:1707.00191
[gr-qc]

72. S.-F. Yan, P. Zhang, J.-W. Chen, X.-Z. Zhang, Y.-F. Cai,
E.N. Saridakis, Interpreting cosmological tensions from the
effective field theory of torsional gravity. Phys. Rev. D 101,
121301 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.121301.
arXiv:1909.06388 [astro-ph.CO]

73. Y.F. Cai, S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, E.N. Saridakis,
f(T) teleparallel gravity and cosmology. Rept. Prog. Phys.
79, 106901 (2016). https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/79/10/
106901. arXiv:1511.07586 [gr-qc]

74. J. Beltrán Jiménez, L. Heisenberg, T. Koivisto, Coincident gen-
eral relativity. Phys. Rev. D 98, 044048 (2018). https://doi.org/
10.1103/PhysRevD.98.044048. arXiv:1710.03116 [gr-qc]

75. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Modified Gauss–Bonnet theory as grav-
itational alternative for dark energy. Phys. Lett. B 631, 1 (2005).
arXiv:hep-th/0508049

76. J.D. Barrow, S. Hervik, Evolution of universes in quadratic theo-
ries of gravity. Phys. Rev. D 74, 124017 (2006). https://doi.org/
10.1103/PhysRevD.74.124017. arXiv:gr-qc/0610013

77. A.V. Toporensky, P.V. Tretyakov, De Sitter stability in qudratic
gravity. Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 16, 1075 (2007). https://doi.org/10.
1142/S0218271807010572. arXiv:gr-qc/0611068

78. A.A. Starobinsky, A New Type of Isotropic Cosmological Models
Without Singularity. Phys. Lett. B 91, 99 (1980)

79. O. Redlich, J.N.S. Kwong, On the thermodynamics of solutions.
V. An equation of state. Fugacities of Gaseous solutions. Chem.
Rev. 44, 233 (1949). https://doi.org/10.1021/cr60137a013

80. D. Berthelot, In Travaux et Memoires Du Bureau International
Des Poids et Mesures Tome XIII (Gauthier-Villars, Paris, 1907)

81. C. Dieterici, Ueber den kritischen Zustand. Ann. Phys. 305, 11
(1899)

82. Planck Collaboration: P.A.R. Ade et al., Planck 2015 results. XIII.
Cosmological parameters. Astron. Astrophys. 594, A13 (2016).
arXiv:1502.01589 [astro-ph.CO]

83. M. Chevallier, D. Polarski, Accelerating Universes with Scaling
Dark Matter. Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 10, 213 (2001). https://doi.org/
10.1142/S0218271801000822. arXiv:gr-qc/0009008

84. E.V. Linder, Exploring the expansion history of the universe.
Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 091301 (2003). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevLett.90.091301. arXiv:astro-ph/0208512

85. E.M. Barboza Jr., J.S. Alcaniz, A parametric model for dark
energy. Phys. Lett. B 666, 415 (2008). arXiv:0805.1713 [astro-
ph]

86. J. Khoury, A. Weltman, Chameleon fields: awaiting sur-
prises for tests of gravity in space. Phys. Rev. Lett. 93,
171104 (2004). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.171104.
arXiv:astro-ph/0309300

87. J. Khoury, A. Weltman, Chameleon cosmology. Phys. Rev.
D 69, 044026 (2004). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.
044026. arXiv:astro-ph/0309411

88. S. Strogatz, Nonlinear Dynamics and Chaos: With Applications
in to Physics, Chemistry and Engineering Biology (CRC Press,
Boca Raton, 1994)

89. A. Katok, B. Hasselblatt, Introduction to the Modern Theory
of Dynamical Systems (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
1995)

90. M.W. Hirsch, R.L. Devaney, S. Smale, Differential Equations,
Dynamical Systems, and Linear Algebra (Academic Press, Lon-
don, 1974)

91. P. Hartman,OrdinaryDifferential Equations (Birkhauser, Boston,
Basel, Stuttgart, 1982)

92. N. Paul, S.N. Chakrabarty, K. Bhattacharya, Cosmological
bounces in spatially flat FRW spacetimes in metric f (R) gravity.
JCAP 10, 009 (2014). https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/
10/009. arXiv:1405.0139 [gr-qc]

93. A. Linde, Particle physics and Inflationary Cosmology (Har-
wood, Chur, 1990). Contemp. Concepts Phys. 5, 1 (2005).
arXiv:hep-th/0503203

94. A.A. Starobinsky, Disappearing cosmological constant in f (R)

gravity. JETP Lett. 86, 157 (2007). https://doi.org/10.1134/
S0021364007150027

95. S. Wiggins, Introduction to Applied Nonlinear Dynamical Sys-
tems and Chaos (Springer, New York, 1990)

96. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, S. Tsujikawa, Properties of singu-
larities in (phantom) dark energy universe. Phys. Rev. D 71,
063004 (2005). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.063004.
arXiv:hep-th/0501025

97. A. Starobinsky, Future and origin of our universe: modern view.
Gravit. Cosmol. 6, 157 (2000). arXiv:astro-ph/9912054

98. R.R. Caldwell, M. Kamionkowski, N.N. Weinberg, Phan-
tom energy and cosmic doomsday. Phys. Rev. Lett. 91,
071301 (2003). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.071301.
arXiv:astro-ph/0302506

99. L. Fernández-Jambrina, R. Lazko, Classification of cosmological
milestones. Phys. Rev. D 74, 064030 (2006). https://doi.org/10.
1103/PhysRevD.74.064030. arXiv:gr-qc/0607073

100. A. Coley, W.C. Lim, Spikes and matter inhomogeneities
in massless scalar field models. Class. Quantum Gravit.
33, 015009 (2016). https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/1/
015009. arXiv:1511.07095 [gr-qc]

101. J.B. Zel’dovic, A hypothesis, unifying the structure and the
entropy of the Universe. Mont. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 160, 1 (1972)

102. P.H. Chavanis, Cosmology with a stiff matter era. Phys. Rev.
D 92, 103004 (2015). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.
103004. arXiv:1412.0743 [gr-qc]

103. A. Vilenkin, Cosmic strings and domain walls. Phys. Rept. 121,
263 (1985)

104. M. Visser, Jerk, snap, and the cosmological equation of state.
Class. Quantum Gravit. 21, 2603 (2004). https://doi.org/10.1088/
0264-9381/21/11/006. arXiv:gr-qc/0309109

105. M. Dunajski, G. Gibbons, Cosmic Jerk, Snap and Beyond. Class.
Quantum Gravit. 25, 235012 (2008). https://doi.org/10.1088/
0264-9381/25/23/235012. arXiv:0807.0207 [gr-qc]

106. N.J. Poplawski, The Cosmic jerk parameter in f(R) gravity. Phys.
Lett. B 640, 135 (2006). arXiv:gr-qc/0607021

123

https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/08/038
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.06782
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7087-7
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7087-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.04865
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-008-0656-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-008-0656-y
http://arxiv.org/abs/0712.0565
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.181301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.181301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.7297
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/12/010
http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.00276
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.023502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.023502
http://arxiv.org/abs/0212094
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aa91f5
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.00191
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.121301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.06388
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/79/10/106901
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/79/10/106901
http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.07586
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.044048
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.044048
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.03116
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0508049
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.124017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.124017
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0610013
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271807010572
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271807010572
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0611068
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr60137a013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1502.01589
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271801000822
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271801000822
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0009008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.091301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.091301
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0208512
http://arxiv.org/abs/0805.1713
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.171104
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0309300
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.044026
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.044026
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0309411
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/10/009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2014/10/009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.0139
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0503203
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0021364007150027
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0021364007150027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.063004
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0501025
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9912054
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.071301
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0302506
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.064030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.064030
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0607073
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/1/015009
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/1/015009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.07095
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.103004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.103004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.0743
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/11/006
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/11/006
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0309109
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/25/23/235012
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/25/23/235012
http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.0207
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0607021


Eur. Phys. J. C           (2021) 81:944 Page 29 of 30   944 

107. N.J. Poplawski, The cosmic snap parameter in f (R) gravity.
Class. Quantum Gravit. 24, 3013 (2007). https://doi.org/10.1088/
0264-9381/24/11/014. arXiv:gr-qc/0610133

108. T. Chiba, T. Nakamura, The luminosity distance, the equation of
state, and the geometry of the universe. Prog. Theor. Phys. 100,
1077 (1998). arXiv:astro-ph/9808022

109. V. Sahni, T.D. Saini, A. Starobinsky, U. Alam, Statefinder –
a new geometrical diagnostic of dark energy. J. Exp. Theo.
Phys. Lett. 77, 201 (2003). https://doi.org/10.1134/1.1574831.
arXiv:astro-ph/0201498

110. U. Alam, V. Sahni, T.D. Saini, A. Starobinsky, Exploring
the expanding universe and dark energy using the Statefinder
diagnostic. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 344, 1057 (2003).
arXiv:astro-ph/0303009

111. S. Capozziello, R. D’Agostino, O. Luongo, “Extended gravity
cosmo. Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 28, 1930016 (2018). https://doi.org/
10.1142/S0218271819300167. arXiv:1904.01427 [gr-qc]

112. S. Capozziello, V.F. Cardone, V. Salzano, Cosmography of f (R)

gravity. Phys. Rev. D 78, 063504 (2008). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevD.78.063504. arXiv:0802.1583 [astro-ph]

113. M.V. John, Cosmography, decelerating past, and cosmological
models: learning the Bayesian way. Astrophys. Jour. 630, 667
(2005). https://doi.org/10.1086/432111. arXiv:astro-ph/0506284

114. M.V. John, Cosmographic evaluation of deceleration parameter
using SNe Ia data. Astrophys. J. 614, 1 (2004). https://doi.org/10.
1086/423365. arXiv:astro-ph/0406444

115. J.D. Barrow, G.J. Galloway, F.J. Tipler, The closed-universe rec-
ollapse conjecture. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 223, 835 (1986)

116. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Quantum escape of sudden future sin-
gularity. Phys. Lett. B 595, 1 (2004). arXiv:hep-th/0405078

117. J.D. Barrow, Sudden future singularities. Class. Quantum Gravit.
21, L79 (2004). https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/11/L03.
arXiv:gr-qc/0403084

118. J.D. Barrow, More general sudden singularities. Class. Quantum
Gravit. 21, 5619 (2004). https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/
23/020. arXiv:gr-qc/0409062

119. M. Bouhmadi-Lopez, P.F. Gonzalez-Diaz, P. Martin-Moruno,
Worse than a big rip? Phys. Lett. B 659, 1 (2008).
arXiv:gr-qc/0612135

120. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, The Final state and thermodynamics of
dark energy universe. Phys. Rev. D 70, 103522 (2004). https://
doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.103522. arXiv:hep-th/0408170

121. M.P. Da̧browski, K. Marosek, A. Balcerzak, Standard and exotic
singularities regularized by varying constants. Mem. Soc. Ast. It.
85, 44 (2014). arXiv:1308.5462 [astro-ph.CO]

122. M.P. Da̧browski, T. Denkiewicz, Barotropic index w-singularities
in cosmology. Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevD.79.063521. arXiv:0902.3107 [gr-qc]

123. L. Fernández-Jambrina, Hidden past of dark energy cosmological
models. Phys. Lett. B 656, 9 (2007). arXiv:0704.3936 [gr-qc]

124. S. Bahamonde, S.D. Odintsov, V.K. Oikonomou, M. Wright, Cor-
respondence of F(R) gravity singularities in Jordan and Einstein
frames. Ann. Phys. 373, 96 (2016). arXiv:1603.05113 [gr-qc]

125. S.D. Odintsov, V.K. Oikonomou, Dynamical systems perspec-
tive of cosmological finite-time singularities in f (R) grav-
ity and interacting multifluid cosmology. Phys. Rev. D 98,
024013 (2018). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.024013.
arXiv:1806.07295 [gr-qc]

126. K. Bamba, Finite-time future singularities in modified gravity.
In The Casimir Effect and Cosmology. Tomsk State Pedagogical
University (2008), pp. 142–152. arXiv:0904.2655 [hep-th]

127. S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, The dark universe future and singulari-
ties: the account of thermal and quantum effects. Phys. Dark Univ.
30, 100695 (2020). arXiv:2006.03946 [gr-qc]

128. R.R. Caldwell, A Phantom menace? Cosmological consequences
of a dark energy component with super-negative equation of

state. Phys. Lett. B 545, 23 (2002). https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0370-2693(02)02589-3. arXiv:astro-ph/9908168

129. T. Clifton, B. Carr, A. Coley, Persistent Black Holes in bouncing
cosmologies. Class. Quantum Gravit. 34, 135005 (2017). https://
doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aa6dbb. arXiv:1701.05750 [gr-qc]

130. J. Santos, J.S. Alcaniz, M.J. Reboucas, F.C. Carvalho, Energy con-
ditions in f (R)-gravity. Phys. Rev. D 76, 083513 (2007). https://
doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.083513. arXiv:0708.0411 [astro-
ph]

131. R.A. Battye, T. Charnock, A. Moss, Tension between the power
spectrum of density perturbations measured on large and small
scales. Phys. Rev. D 91, 103508 (2015). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevD.91.103508. arXiv:1409.2769 [astro-ph.CO]

132. G.E. Addison, Y. Huang, D.J. Watts, C.L. Bennett, M.
Halpern, G. Hinshaw, J.L. Weiland, Quantifying discor-
dance in the 2015 Planck CMB spectrum. Astrophys. Jour.
818, 132 (2016). https://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/818/2/132.
arXiv:1511.00055 [astro-ph.CO]

133. J.L. Bernal, L. Verde, A.G. Riess, The trouble with H0. J.
Cosmo. Astropart. Phys. 10, 019 (2016). https://doi.org/10.1088/
1475-7516/2016/10/019. arXiv:1607.05617 [astro-ph.CO]

134. P.J.E. Peebles, Principles of Physical Cosmology (Princeton Uni-
versity Press, Princeton, 1993)

135. A.G. Riess et al., Observational Evidence from Supernovae
for an Accelerating Universe and a Cosmological Constant.
Astron. J. 116, 1009 (1998). https://doi.org/10.1086/300499/
meta. arXiv:astro-ph/9805201

136. S. Perlmutter et al., (The Supernova Cosmology Project), Mea-
surements of Omega and Lambda from 42 High-Redshift Super-
novae. Astrophys. J. 517, 565 (1999). https://doi.org/10.1086/
307221/meta. arXiv:astro-ph/9812133

137. J.P. Mimoso, D. Pavón, Entropy evolution of universes with initial
and final de Sitter eras. Phys. Rev. D 87, 047302 (2013). https://
doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.047302. arXiv:1302.1972 [gr-qc]

138. H.E.S. Velten, R. vom Marttens, W. Zimdahl, Aspects of
the cosmological “coincidence problem. Eur. Phys. J. C 74,
3160 (2014). https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-3160-4.
arXiv:1410.2509 [astro-ph.CO]

139. W. Zimdahl, D. Pavon, Statefinder parameters for interacting dark
energy. Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 36, 1483 (2004). https://doi.org/10.
1023/B:GERG.0000022584.54115.9e. arXiv:gr-qc/0311067

140. W. Zimdahl, D. Pavon, Interacting holographic dark energy.
Class. Quantum Gravit. 24, 5461 (2007). https://doi.org/10.1088/
0264-9381/24/22/011. arXiv:astro-ph/0606555

141. L.P. Chimento, A.S. Jakubi, D. Pavon, W. Zimdahl, Interact-
ing quintessence solution to the coincidence problem. Phys.
Rev. D 67, 083513 (2003). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.
083513. arXiv:astro-ph/03031452

142. D. Gregoris, Y.C. Ong, B. Wang, Thermodynamics of shearing
massless scalar field spacetimes is inconsistent with the Weyl cur-
vature hypothesis. Phys. Rev. D 102, 023539 (2020). https://doi.
org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.023539. arXiv:2004.10222 [gr-qc]

143. D. Gross, F. Wilczek, Ultraviolet behavior of non Abelian gauge
theories. Phys. Rev. Lett. 30, 1343 (1973). https://doi.org/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.30.1343

144. H.D. Politzer, Reliable perturbative results for strong interac-
tions? Phys. Rev. Lett. 30, 1346 (1973). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevLett.30.1346

145. D. Bini, G. Esposito, A. Geralico, Late-time evolution of cosmo-
logical models with fluids obeying a Shan–Chen-like equation of
state. Phys. Rev. D 93, 023511 (2016). https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevD.93.023511. arXiv:1601.04177 [gr-qc]

146. A.A. Costa, R.C.G. Landim, B. Wang, E. Abdalla, Interacting
dark energy: possible explanation for 21-cm absorption at cosmic
dawn. Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 746 (2018). https://doi.org/10.1140/
epjc/s10052-018-6237-7. arXiv:1803.06944 [astro-ph.CO]

123

https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/24/11/014
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/24/11/014
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0610133
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9808022
https://doi.org/10.1134/1.1574831
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0201498
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0303009
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271819300167
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271819300167
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.01427
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.063504
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.063504
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.1583
https://doi.org/10.1086/432111
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0506284
https://doi.org/10.1086/423365
https://doi.org/10.1086/423365
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0406444
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0405078
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/11/L03
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0403084
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/23/020
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/23/020
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0409062
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0612135
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.103522
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.103522
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0408170
http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.5462
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.063521
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.063521
http://arxiv.org/abs/0902.3107
http://arxiv.org/abs/0704.3936
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.05113
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.024013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1806.07295
http://arxiv.org/abs/0904.2655
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.03946
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(02)02589-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(02)02589-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9908168
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aa6dbb
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aa6dbb
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.05750
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.083513
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.083513
http://arxiv.org/abs/0708.0411
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.103508
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.103508
http://arxiv.org/abs/1409.2769
https://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/818/2/132
http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.00055
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/10/019
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/10/019
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.05617
https://doi.org/10.1086/300499/meta
https://doi.org/10.1086/300499/meta
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9805201
https://doi.org/10.1086/307221/meta
https://doi.org/10.1086/307221/meta
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9812133
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.047302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.047302
http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.1972
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-014-3160-4
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.2509
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:GERG.0000022584.54115.9e
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:GERG.0000022584.54115.9e
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0311067
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/24/22/011
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/24/22/011
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0606555
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.083513
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.083513
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/03031452
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.023539
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.023539
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.10222
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.30.1343
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.30.1343
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.30.1346
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.30.1346
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.023511
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.023511
http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.04177
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6237-7
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-6237-7
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.06944


  944 Page 30 of 30 Eur. Phys. J. C           (2021) 81:944 

147. M. Garny, T. Konstandin, L. Sagunski, S. Tulin, Lyman-
α forest constraints on interacting dark sectors. JCAP
09, 011 (2018). https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/09/011.
arXiv:1805.12203 [astro-ph.CO]

148. C. Li, X. Ren, M. Khurshudyan, Y.-F. Cai, Implications of the pos-
sible 21-cm line excess at cosmic dawn on dynamics of interacting
dark energy. Phys. Lett. B 801, 135141 (2020). arXiv:1904.02458
[astro-ph.CO]

149. G. Soave, Equilibrium constants from a modified Redlich–Kwong
equation of state. Chem. Eng. Sci. 27, 1197 (1972)

150. P. Atkins, Atkins’ Physical Chemistry (Oxford University Press,
Oxford, 2006)

151. R.S. Berry, S.A. Rice, J. Ross, Physical Chemistry (Oxford Uni-
versity Press, Oxford, 2000)

152. J. Jeans, The Dynamical Theory of Gases (Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 2011)

153. F.H. MacDougall, On the Dieterici equation of state. J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 39, 1229 (1917). https://doi.org/10.1021/ja02251a009

154. S. Capozziello, S. De Martino, M. Falanga, Van der Waals
quintessence. Phys. Lett. A 299, 494 (2002)

155. S. Capozziello, V.F. Cardone, S. Carloni, S. De Martino, M.
Falanga, A. Troisi, M. Bruni, Constraining Van der Waals
quintessence by observations. JCAP 0504, 005 (2005). https://doi.
org/10.1088/1475-7516/2005/04/005. arXiv:astro-ph/0410503

156. G.M. Kremer, Cosmological models described by a mixture
of van der Waals fluid and dark energy. Phys. Rev. D 68,
123507 (2003). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.123507.
arXiv:gr-qc/0309111

157. G.M. Kremer, Letter: Brane Cosmology with a van der
Waals Equation of State. Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 36, 1423
(2004). https://doi.org/10.1023/B:GERG.0000022578.70873.6d.
arXiv:gr-qc/0401060

158. J. Wainwright, G.F.R. Ellis (eds.), Dynamical systems in cosmol-
ogy (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1997)

159. A. Coley, Dynamical Systems and Cosmology (Springer, The
Netherlands, 2003)

160. J. Carr, Applications of Centre Manifold Theory (Springer, New
York, Heidelberg, Berlin, 1981)

161. A. Alho, C. Uggla, Global dynamics and inflationary center man-
ifold and slow-roll approximants. J. Math. Phys. 56, 012502
(2015). https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4906081. arXiv:1406.0438 [gr-
qc]

162. C.G. Boehmer, N. Chan, R. Lazkoz, Dynamics of dark energy
models and centre manifolds. Phys. Lett. B 714, 11 (2012).
arXiv:1111.6247 [gr-qc]

163. D. Escobar, C.R. Fadragas, G. Leon, Y. Leyva, Phase
space analysis of quintessence fields trapped in a Randall–
Sundrum Braneworld: a refined study. Class. Quantum Gravit.
29, 175005 (2012). https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/17/
175005. arXiv:1110.1736 [gr-qc]

164. J. Dutta, W. Khyllep, N. Tamanini, Dark energy with a gra-
dient coupling to the dark matter fluid: cosmological dynam-
ics and structure formation. J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys.
01, 038 (2018). https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/01/038.
arXiv:1707.09246 [gr-qc]

123

https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/09/011
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.12203
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.02458
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja02251a009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2005/04/005
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2005/04/005
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0410503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.68.123507
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0309111
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:GERG.0000022578.70873.6d
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0401060
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4906081
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.0438
http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.6247
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/17/175005
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/17/175005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.1736
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/01/038
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.09246

	Cosmological evolution with quadratic gravity and nonideal fluids
	Abstract 
	1 Introduction
	2 Basic equations of quadratic gravity 
	3 Qualitative analysis of the dynamics of quadratic gravity with nonideal fluids
	3.1 Derivation of the autonomous first-order dynamical system in terms of dimensionless variables
	3.2 Qualitative dynamics: equilibria, stability, and bifurcations
	3.3 Phase space analysis at infinity
	3.4 Evolution on the y=2z invariant submanifold
	3.5 Evolution on the Ω=0 submanifold
	3.6 Evolution on the mathcalR=1 submanifold
	3.7 Cosmographic analysis 

	4 Singularities classification
	5 Discussion on generic behavior
	6 Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix A: Foundation and applicability of the Redlich–Kwong, Berthelot and Dieterici fluid models
	Appendix B: Stability analysis of finite isolated fixed points
	Appendix C: Center manifold analysis for mathcalP1
	Appendix D: Stability analysis of invariant submanifolds
	Appendix E: Stability analysis of fixed points at infinity
	References




