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Abstract

Recent observations suggest that the accelerated expansion of the Universe at late times
is caused by a temporally changing dark energy component, rather than the constant one
in the standard ACDM scenario. In this context quintessence, i.e. a canonical scalar field
minimally coupled to gravity, plays a prominent role. There are, however, three main types
of quintessence models: thawing quintessence, scaling freezing quintessence, and tracking
quintessence. Dynamical systems reformulations of the field equations for a broad set of
scalar field potentials, including some new ones, allow us to use dynamical systems methods
to derive global and asymptotic features, visualised in bounded state space pictures clearly
illustrating the relationships and properties of the different types of quintessence, clarifying
initial data issues, and yielding simple and accurate approximations.
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1 Introduction

Within the interpretative context of General Relativity (GR), increasingly precise cosmological
observations suggest that (i) the Universe is almost spatially homogeneous, isotropic and flat
on large spatial scales, (ii) it undergoes a late phase of accelerated expansion requiring a ‘dark
energy’ (DE) density component, ppg > 0, with a pressure ppg < —ppg/3, (iii) most of the
matter in the Universe is invisible ‘cold dark matter’ (CDM) without pressure.

The simplest model that is compatible with these features is the ACDM model, for which
pDE = —ppE = A > 0, where A is the cosmological constant. However, ppg might be dynamical,
as suggested by some recent cosmological observations. One of the simplest and theoretically
most appealing dynamical DE models is a canonical scalar field, ¢, minimally coupled to gravity,
referred to as quintessence, the fifth element of the current matter content in the Universe after
radiation, neutrinos, baryons and dark matter.

Different spatially homogeneous, isotropic and flat GR quintessence models, denoted by
©CDM, are characterised by the scalar field potential V' (¢) and the evolution of the equation of
state parameter wpg = w, = py/p,. For brevity and simplicity we in this paper only consider
monotonically decreasing potentials V() > 0,

_dlnV
dp

>0, (1)
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and matter consisting of baryons and CDM, i.e., matter is modelled as a pressure-free fluid with
energy density pm > 0. Most ¢CDM solutions are not cosmologically relevant. However, certain
particular quintessence ‘attractor’ solutions are of cosmological interest; moreover, they attract
and thereby approximate open sets of other viable solutions, from the matter-dominated epoch
to the asymptotic future.

Quintessence evolution is conveniently described by thawing, w, ~ —1, dw,/da > 0, and
freezing, w, > —1, dw,/da < 0, where a is the cosmological scale factor [1]. There are, however,
quintessence models that go through several periods of both thawing and freezing. To obtain
an unambiguous nomenclature we consider the past asymptotic features of w, and A(y) for the
attractor solutions, which lead to three main types of quintessence:

(I) All oCDM models admit thawing quintessence attractor solutions, parameterised by lim, o ¢ =
¢ (and thereby lim, 0 A = A(ps) = Ai) and wee = limg_so wy, = —1.

(IT) Models with A_ = lim,0 A > 1 and we = 0 admit a single scaling freezing quintessence
attractor solution with an initial matter-dominated epoch, lim, o(py/pm) < 1.

(II1) Models that satisfy lim,—0 @' A(p) =p > 0,7 >0 (r =0 (r > 0) corresponds to asymp-
totically (exponentially) inverse power-law potentials), admit a single tracking quintessence
attractor solution with —1 < we, = —2/(2+p) < 0 when 7 = 0 and ws, = 0 when 7 > 0.1

The field equations for the oCDM models are the Friedmann and Raychaudhuri equations,
the non-linear Klein-Gordon equation, and the matter conservation equation:

3H2 =P (2&)

. 1
H+ H? = —<(p+3p), (2b)
$=—-3Hp—Vy, (2¢)
pm = —3H pm, (Qd)

where an overdot represents the derivative with respect to the cosmic proper time ¢ whereas the
Hubble scalar is defined by H = a/a; the total energy density p and pressure p are given by

P = Py + pm, P = Py, (3)

where 1 1

pe =50 +V(p)  pe=5¢" V(¥ (4)
Since p > 0 it follows from (2a) that H(t) > 0 for initially expanding models. By introducing ¢
as a variable the above equations form a four-dimensional (4D) dynamical system? for the state
vector (H, @, ¢, pm) obeying the constraint (2a).

In the next two sections we introduce dimensionless variables and 3D unconstrained regu-
lar dynamical systems, yielding state space pictures that show that the scaling freezing and
tracking quintessence attractor solutions, respectively, form the interior state space boundary of
one-parameter sets of thawing quintessence solutions. Section 4 introduces quintessence approx-
imations that are simpler and more accurate than earlier ones in the literature. Finally, Section 5
discusses dynamical systems formulations and features for generalisations of the present illus-
trative examples and for other types of scalar field potentials, and it also provides references
outlining the history of scalar field cosmology.

1The name tracking quintessence is also sometimes used in the literature for scaling freezing quintessence, due
to that in both cases there is an open set of solutions that track, i.e. shadow, a single ‘attractor’ solution.

2A (continuous) dynamical system is a set of autonomous first order ordinary differential equations x = f(x),
x C R™. A regular dynamical system requires that f(x) is at least C’-differentiable, which enables a local
eigenvalue analysis at fixed points (also known as critical points, equilibrium points) xo, f(xg) = 0.
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2 Thawing and scaling freezing quintessence

We begin by introducing some physically interesting dimensionless Hubble-normalised quantities:
the Hubble-normalised matter and scalar field energy densities, where the latter consists of the
Hubble-normalised kinetic and potential parts,

2
_ Pm _ Py _ ¢ _ Vi)
Qm = 797 Q = —— — Q Q 5 Q = 79 Q = .
3H? PSR T~ 6H? V= 3H? (5)
It follows that (2a) then yields
Qo+ O =Qr + Qy + O =1, (6)
wheras (4) results in
_pp QU —Qy 2Qp
=—r=————=-14+_—c[-11] 7
T e rt Qr + Qv =11 @)

where w, = —1 when ¢ = 0, Q7 = 0, Qy > 0, while w, =1 when V' =0, Qy =0, Q7 > 0. As
follows from (2a) and (2b), the deceleration parameter q is given by

qz—aa—g:— <1+§> :%(1+3w¢§2¢,):%[1+3(QT—Qv)] €[-1,2], (8)

where a ’ henceforth denotes the derivative with respect to the e-fold time
N =1n(a/ag),  ao = alto), 9)

where tg is some reference time, from which it follows that dN/dt = H and a — 0 = N — —oc;
q = —1 when w, = —1 and Qr = 0, Qy = 1 while ¢ = 2 when w, = 1 and 07 =1, Qy = 0.
Next we follow [2] (AUW1) and introduce

, , 0
u= 2 =7 , v=4/-2, (10)
N 30, 3
which leads to
wy, = u? — 1, Qm =1 — 302, Q, = 30%, (11a)
1
Qr = g (w)?,  Qy = g (2 —u?)0?, 9= (14 9(u® — 1)v?), (11b)
and thus
u e [_\/57 \/i]a v e [07 1/\/5]7 (12)

where u = const. = w, = const.; v = const. = (), = const., with boundary values v =
V2 = w, =1,y =0v=0= Q=0 U =Lv=1/V3= Q,=1,Q, =0.

The variables u and v are appropriate for models with bounded A(¢) and limg_400 A(p) =
A+ = const., but in order to obtain a bounded state space, which is a desirable property
both for mathematical and illustrative purposes, we also need to introduce a bounded variable
monotonically increasing in ¢, ¢ € [¢_, ¢+], where we for simplicity require ¢4+ = lim, 100 ¢ =
+1. This leads to the following dynamical system?

¢ = 3uvG(p), (13a)
o = %(2 — WY 0A(@) — u), (13b)
W = %(1 —u?)(1 = 302, (13¢)

3Using wy, and Q, instead of u and v lead to a non-regular dynamical system.
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where

G(p) = (35) >0, ¢e(=1,1);  G(1)=0. (14)

For a wide class of potentials V (), ¢(¢) can be adapted to the properties of A(¢) so that
both G(¢) and, with a slight abuse of notation, A(¢) are regular functions and A(¢) has limits
Ar = AM£1), Ao > Ay > 0, where Ay = A_ = X\ = constant = Ay = A_, which yields
V = Viexp(—Ap). Eq. (13) then forms an unconstrained regular dynamical system on a 3D ‘boz
state space’ (@, u,v) bounded by 2D invariant boundary sets.

The equations are easily solved on the boundaries v = 0 and u = ++/2 where the solutions
are independent of A(¢) and V(¢): On the matter-dominated Friedmann-Lemaitre boundary
v =0 (Qn = 1) there are three lines of fixed points, FL*, with v = 0 (w, = —1) and FL¥",
with u = £v/2 (w, = 1), connected by the solutions FLY* — FL{* with ¢ = @, = const.;
on u = ++/2 the solutions originate from the ‘kinaton’ fixed points KI (27 = 1) where each
solution end at a distinct fixed point on FLE*, see Figure 1(a).

It follows from (13a) that ¢(N) € (—1,1) is monotonically increasing (decreasing) when
v > 0and u > 0 (u < 0). For monotonically decreasing potentials, A(¢) > 0, ¢ € (—1,1), it
follows from (13b) that all ‘interior’ solutions reach the region u > 0, since u is monotonically
increasing when v > 0 and u < 0. Moreover, 3H? = 2V (¢)/3(2 — u?)v? is a monotonic function,
which prevents fixed points and recurring orbits when v > 0 and ¢ € (—1,1), and hence all such
solutions originate and end at the boundaries v = 0 or ¢ = £1. In addition, the equations on
¢ = £1 form the same coupled system of equations for (u,v) as when V = V, exp(—A+p). When
all this is taken together with the known solution structure on the boundaries, it follows that
all solutions for the present class of models originate and end at different fixed points residing
on the boundaries v =0 and ¢ = +1.

The line of fized points FLE* is central for thawing quintessence. Linearisation of (13) at
FL{*, where w, = —1, results in that at each fixed point on FL{* there is

(i) a zero eigenvalue = the line of fixed points FL{*;

(ii) a negative eigenvalue = the solutions FLY* — FL§* on v = 0 (Qy, = 1), with ‘frozen’
scalar field values ¢ = @, = const., constituting the stable manifold of FLZ*;

(iii) a positive eigenvalue = a single solution originating from each fixed point on FL{* with
an eigenvector with u > 0, except for the ACDM case with A = 0, see the Figures below.
Taken together, these solutions form the 2D unstable manifold surface of solutions of FL*.

The observational requirement of a long matter-dominated epoch, Qn ~ 1 (v = 0), poses
severe restrictions on viable initial data. For monotonically decreasing potentials generic solu-
tions originate from fixed points on the kinaton boundary Qr = 1. It is only a ‘small’ open
set of these solutions that is relevant for thawing quintessence, since a long matter-dominated
epoch requires thawing quintessence solutions to come very close to the matter-dominated v = 0
boundary. There these solution closely shadow the solutions FLT* — FL§* and are thereby
pushed to the ‘attractor’ solutions on the unstable manifold of FLg*, which hence approxi-
mate them extremely well during their observationally relevant evolution — this is the thawing
quintessence ‘attractor’ mechanism (together with, as we will see, the existence of a common
fixed point as the sink and true future attractor). Finally, note that ¢ acts as a frozen test field
that does not affect the spacetime geometry during the matter-dominated epoch, where u (V)
(and thereby w,(NN)) does not describe anything observable.

As an illustration, consider first V' = V, exp(—Ap) for which the equation for ¢ decouples,
resulting in a 2D reduced dynamical system of coupled equations for v and v. However, we also
consider ¢ in order to make comparisons since all other potentials yield non-trivial A\(¢) and 3D
coupled systems of equations; a simple choice of @ is ¢ = tanh(p) = G(@¢) = 1—-¢2, ¢ € [-1,1].
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Due to the decoupling of ¢, projecting solutions with ¢ € (—1,1) onto the (u,v)-plane results
in the same trajectories as those on the boundaries ¢ = +1.

When V.= A > 0 = X = 0, the unstable manifold of FL{*, referred to as UFL{", is
given by the ACDM solutions FLy* — dS?* on the, in this case, invariant u = 0 subset, see
eq. (13b), with ¢ = @, = const., where dS stands for de Sitter. Increasing A results in increasing
deformations of the UFL{* surface of solutions. When A\ > V3 the solution S~ — ST, with
(u,v) = (1,1/A) and thereby w, = 0, Q, = 3/A%, replaces P~ — P, with (u,v) = (A, 1)/V/3,
as the ¢ € (—1,1)-boundary of the UFL{* surface of solutions (where P (S*) is the future
attractor when A < /3 (A > \/§)).4 See Figure 1 and AUW1 for further details.

Figure 1: Solutions FLT* — FL{* on the matter-dominated boundary v = 0 (€, = 1), which
provide the thawing quintessence attractor mechanism, and solutions on the unstable FLg*
manifold surface (UFL{*) for V o exp(—Ayp). Figure (a) also depicts solutions KI — FLY" on
the boundaries u = +v/2 (Qy = 0). Figure (b) illustrates that there are classes of potentials
that continuously deform the ACDM UFLy* with u = 0 in Figure (a) to a thawing quintessence
UFL{*. The boundary P~ — P* of UFL{* in Figure (b) is replaced with the scaling solution
S~ — S* in Figure (c) when A > /3, where the scaling matter-dominant condition A > 1
implies that €2, never becomes observationally significant for either type of quintessence.

Next we consider scaling freezing quintessence, which requires potentials with varying \(@),
where early matter-domination and future eternal accelerated expansion demands A_ > 1,
0 < Ay S O(1), respectively. Following AUW1, we illustrate the relationship between scaling
freezing and thawing quintessence with the potential

V=Me Y Mie ™M My >0, Al > AL >0, (15)
where we choose
5= tanh(Cyo + D),  C = %(A_ “Ay), D =In[(M,/M_Y4, (16)
which leads to
NP = (1 +@) 452 (1-9),  Glp)=C(1- ) (1)

As seen in Figure 2(a), the thawing quintessence UFL{* surface can be viewed as a continuous
deformation in u and v of its boundary solutions FL&* — S~ and FL§* — PT (dST if A =
0) on @ = =41, while the scaling freezing solution S~ — P% forms the interior boundary of
UFL{*, describing the late evolution of thawing quintessence. By choosing A+ appropriately
both the scaling freezing and thawing solutions become observationally viable. The scaling

4The kernel P stands for Power-law since 0 < A < v/2 yields power-law accelerated expansion. The kernel S
denotes Scaling, since v = 1/A = po(N)/pm(N) = Qu/Qm = Qu /(1 — Q) = 30%/(1 — 30v?) = 3/(\* — 3), and
hence pm(N) o< exp(—3N) o< a2 and p,(N) ‘scale’ in the same manner (are proportional).
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freezing quintessence attractor mechanism is due to that the = —1 boundary is the stable
manifold of S™, while the scaling freezing solution is its unstable manifold. A long matter-
dominated scaling epoch requires initial data to be extremely close to S~ with ¢ ~ —1, where
the vicinity to the stable manifold of S~ pushes an open set of solutions toward the solution
S™ — PT near S™, where S~ — P is subsequently shadowed and thereby approximate these
solutions extremely well, a phenomenon further strengthened by that P*/dS™ is the true future
attractor where all interior solutions end.

The next example is the following inflationary a-attractor quintessence potential, introduced
in [3] and studied from a dynamical systems perspective in [4], although we here omit radiation:

—v(l+p) _ —2v 1— =2
B e e __ % v @
V=V < = ) ) @ = tanh 7\/67047 A= N <1 — e—”(l_@> . (18)

Inflationary a-attractor arguments suggest that o ~ O(1) while inflationary and quintessence
energy considerations result in large values for Vi, ¢« and v ~ O(125), see [5]. We choose
a = 7/3 and, for illustrative purposes, v = 15.

Figure 2(b) depicts the inflationary attractor solution dS~ — PT on the scalar field bound-
ary v = 1/v3 (Q, = 1) and thawing attractor solutions on UFLg*. The inflationary attractor
solution is the unstable centre manifold of the fixed point dS™, corresponding to an eigenvalue
that is zero, while dS™ is a sink on the = —1 boundary associated with two negative eigen-
values. This latter feature pushes nearby solutions toward the inflationary attractor solution
where the zero eigenvalue strengthens its attracting nature and also enables solutions to stay in
a long inflationary quasi-de Sitter epoch in the vicinity of dS™. Figure 2(b) also illustrates that
the inflationary attractor solution goes through a ’kinaton’ epoch (27 = 1) when it shadows the
kinaton solution K, — Ki, a feature that is enhanced with increasing v, see [4]. Note that v
(Q,) is monotonically decreasing when u > 1 (w, > 0), which makes most thawing quintessence
solutions observationally non-viable — it is only those with @, & 1 (corresponding to values ¢,
on the exponential tail of the potential where A(¢.) 5 O(1)) that are observationally viable.

(a) A :10, A+:1, MJFZM,

Figure 2: (a) Depicts the surface of thawing quintessence attractor solutions with the scaling

freezing attractor solution S~ — P¥ as its interior boundary for the potential V = M*e ¢ +
67u(1+tanh J%),e—QV
1—e—2v

scalar field boundary v = 1/v/3 (£, = 1) and the surface of thawing quintessence attractor
solutions, where only those with ¢, =~ 1 are cosmologically viable.

on the

Mie=?+%?. (b) Depicts the inflationary a-attractor solution for V o

3 Thawing and tracking quintessence

The term tracking quintessence was introduced by Steinhardt et al. in [6, 7] for models with
Voxe™® p>0and V x exp(M/p) — 1. In [8] (AUW2) the first case was generalised



3 THAWING AND TRACKING QUINTESSENCE 7

to asymptotically inverse power-law potentials when ¢ — 0 and here we will also consider
generalisations of the second case. In contrast to what was stated by Tsujikawa in the review [9],
there are three types of tracking quintessence: tracking freezing, tracking constant and tracking
thawing quintessence, as illustrated by the asymptotically inverse power-law potentials

h 1-aP
V=V [”(CC,’S vp) ] (19)
sinh(vep)
discussed in AUW2. For brevity we here only consider a =1, i.e.,

- pv
V =V, sinh P (vy), 0, 0 = rA=—2"__> 20
sinh P (vy), p> v > tanh (77) > (20)
It follows that Ay = pr. We choose ¢ = tanh (v¢), ¢ € [0,1]. The previous variable v now

results in that the equations become irregular at ¢ = 0 since limg_0(@A(P)) = p.
Since u, which we keep, is bounded, so is vA(®) in eq. (13b). To regularise the equations we
absorb the asymptotic factor in A(¢) into v, leading to the following generalised definition of v:
v=gF &, (21)
3
where k = 0 for the previous bounded A models whereas we set k = 1 for the present asymp-
totically inverse power-law potentials. Thus v becomes unbounded when ¢ — 0, leading to
the ‘ski-slope’ state space in Figure 3 with two matter-dominated boundaries (Qy, = 1), v = 0,
@ = 0, and the regular dynamical system,

@ = 3ve(l — @%) v, (22a)
= %(2 —u?)(prv — u), (22b)
o = g [(1—u?)(1 - 3¢%%) — 20(1 — &%) o] v. (22¢)

Although v is unbounded all physical tracking quintessence features are in a bounded part
of the state space: the matter-dominated tracker fixed point T, which is a spiral sink on the
matter-dominated ¢ = 0 boundary, is given by (@, u,v) = u(0,1,1/pv), ur = 2+p > 0, which
together with that v/ > 0 when u < 0 ensures that the tracking quintessence attractor solution
T — P, the unstable manifold of T, is in a bounded part with « > 0 of the interior state space,
with P (@, u,v) = (1,pr/v/3,1/v/3) being the future global attractor. The tracking quintessence
attractor mechanism is similar to the scaling freezing attractor mechanism, i.e., an open set of
solutions are pushed toward the ‘attractor’ solution T — P near T by the unstable manifold of
T (the ¢ = 0 boundary set), resulting in that these solutions ‘track’, i.e. shadow, T — P, which
thereby approximate them extremely well during their observationally relevant evolution, and
where, similarly to the scaling freezing case, T — P is the interior boundary of UFL{".

We then note that

P 1 1
1+w4p|T:ur2F:m, 1+w¢|p:u%:§/\i:§(pu)2, (23)

which results in three cases:

D 3
— - - 24
ur = 1/2+ >up=pr/V3 = v< 1) (24a)
ur = P —up=pr/V3 = v= L, (24b)
2+0p p(2+p)

_ [P 3
ur = 51 p <up=pv/vV3 = v> pCtp) (24c¢)



3 THAWING AND TRACKING QUINTESSENCE 8

where the second case leads to a tracking constant attractor quintessence solution T — P that is
a straight line in the state space (@, u,v) with u = ur = \/p/(2 + p), v = vr = ur/pv = 1/V/3,
which yields 1+ w, = u2 = p/(2 + p) = const. throughout the entire evolution of the solution
with Q, = 30?¢? = ¢%.5 In contrast, the first (last) case results in a tracking freezing (thawing)
quintessence attractor solution, but in all cases T — P is the interior boundary of the thawing
quintessence surface of solutions, UFLg*. Appropriate p and v yield viable tracking quintessence
attractor solutions and thereby also viable thawing quintessence solutions, see Figure 3.

(c)p=18, v=

610

Figure 3: Illustration of the three cases of tracking quintessence attractor solutions with (a)
wylr = —0.7 = wylp = 0.9, (b) w, = wy|r = we|p = —0.8, (c) wy|r = —0.9 — wylp =
—0.7, for V. = V. sinh P(v¢) (the ring denotes when Q, = 0.68 for these solutions), and how
they form the interior boundary of the thawing quintessence attractor solutions.

Next we consider the inverse power-law potential (Case I) and a generalisation of V o
exp(M/p) — 1 (Case II):

V =Vip P, p>0, A= B, (25a)
P
—(1+4r)
V:V*[exp(ggp_r)—l}, p>0, r>0, A= P% . (25b)
r 1 —exp(—2p)
We choose
1 - m
P = d -, go:( SO_) , with m =1 1in Case L (26)
14 ¢@m L—¢
Choosing k = 1 4 r in the definition of v in (21), with » = 0 in Case I, leads to
¢ =3pG(p) uv, (27a)
3
W =52 - u)(wH (@) ), (27b)
3 ~
o = 21— w1 = 320 — o1+ ) m G(p) uv] v, (27¢)
where
Casel: G=(1- @)% H= p(1-¢), r=0, (28a)
-1 1 — @)A+m)r
Casell: G=—¢™(1 — @)™, H = p(l—9) — r>0. (28Db)
m 1 —exp [—B <1_J> ]
T\ ¢
This dynamical system is regular for Case I, for which » = 0, m = 1, with T located at

(g,u,v) = (0,4/p/(2+p),1/+/pP(2+p)) = w, = —2/(2+ p). The system is also regular in

This solution was found by Sahni and Starobinsky (2000) [10] and Urena-Lopez and Matos (2000) [11].



4 QUINTESSENCE APPROXIMATIONS 9

Case II when r is a rational number and m is chosen as its denominator; for irrational values
of r one can obtain arbitrary differentiability by choosing m sufficiently large. In Case II T is
located at (¢, u,v) = (0,1,1/p) = w, = 0. This might tempt one to conclude that the tracking
quintessence solution is a scaling freezing quintessence solution, but this is not the case since
limy——o0 pp/pm = 0 and not a positive constant as it was for scaling freezing quintessence.
This is due to that the tracking quintessence solution now is the unstable centre manifold of T
corresponding to an eigenvalue that is zero. The (stronger) attracting properties of this solution
is thereby more like the inflationary attractor solutions than the previous scaling freezing and
tracking quintessence models, which corresponded to an unstable manifold associated with a
positive eigenvalue, illustrated in Figures 2(b) and 3, respectively. One example of each of the
present cases is given in Figure 4, showing that the tracking quintessence attractor solution is
the interior boundary of the thawing quintessence UFL{* surface of solutions.

Figure 4: The figures depict the tracking attractor quintessence solution T — dS (the ring
denotes when Q, = 0.68), showing that it is the interior boundary of the surface of thawing
quintessence solutions. The FL§* — T solution on the boundary ¢ = 0 illustrates that the
tracker fixed point T is a stable focus on this boundary; (a) shows the key quintessence aspects for
V o 7P whereas (b) depicts them for V' oc exp(2¢™") — 1. Note that the tracking quintessence
solution T — dS in (b) is the unstable centre manifold of T.

4 Quintessence approximations

In [12] (AU) new approximations were introduced for thawing quintessence and for tracking
quintessence with asymptotic inverse power-law potentials. These approximations are simpler
and more accurate than any previous ones in the literature, as shown in [12, 13]. They are based
on the DE assumptions: (i) limy_,_ o WpE = Weo, Wee € [—1,0); (ii) past asymptotic matter-
domination, limy_,_ o Oy = 1, limy_, o Qpg = 0. The field equations for matter consisting of
pm and ppg then results in corrections by coupled series expansions in

T = Tye 3w, (29)

for wpg and Qpg given by
WpE = Weo [1 — T + aBT? +...], (30a)
QDE:T(l—(l—i—a)T—i-[1+;a(4+a+6)]T2+...>. (30Db)

The following Padé approximant for wpg is then constructed from (30a),

3wz aT

wpp = [1/1uwpy (T) = wee <1 - 1jTBT) = Wb = gy (31)
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Setting a = 0 leads to models with wpg = ws and thereby the ACDM model when ws, = —1.
If one is so inclined, it is possible to solve for o and 8 in terms of wpgp and wpyp, at a reference
time tg = N = 1In(a/ag) = 0 (subscripts ¢ refer to the reference time tg),® which leads to

3Weo (WDED — Woo) ¢ (WpE — W)’
Bweo + &0(1 — exp(BwooN))’ WDE — Woo

WDE — W = s (32)
where Tj drops out from the calculation (cf. with [13] for the thawing case ws = —1). Note
that although the parameter wpg(/N) is not an observable quantity, it can, however, together
with pp, < exp(—3N), be used to compute observables such as the Hubble variable, see AU.
The importance of the DE results is that they yield simple and accurate approzimations for

thawing quintessence (wo, = —1) and tracking quintessence for asymptotically inverse power-law
potentials, for which we, € (—1,0), where wpg in (31) is replaced with
aT
= 1-— . 33
wom s (1- 157 ) (59

However, setting o and (3, or, equivalently, w,o and wfpo, to optimize quintessence approxi-

mations only amounts to curve fitting, see [13]. To obtain non-numerical predictive power,

equation (30b) was used in AU to construct Q, ~ [1/1]q, (1) = ﬁ, which results in”
Qo0
To= —F~—— Qmo + Qo =1 34
0 QmO _ OchpO ( 0 ©0 ) ( )
and thereby
af? 0
~ [1/1]4,(T) = weo | 1 — - . 35
We [ / ] w( ) U) < ﬁQLpO + (Qm() - aQwO)engON> ( )
As shown in AU, for thawing quintessence the field equations yield
2\° 3 /2)° 4
o = <3> €x,s B = 5 - <3> €x + ﬁm, (36)
where €, and 7, are the slow-roll parameters
_1 (Ve 2_)‘2 _ Voo 2
=3 (%) =5 wo=TE =N, (37)

computed at ¢ = ¢, on FL{* and thereby the frozen value ¢ = ¢,(@,) on the matter-dominated
boundary v = 0. Tracking quintessence for asymptotic inverse power-law potentials yields more
complicated expressions involving

_ V'V

M= 0 =14 () (38)
7<p
the parameters o and 3 are given by

a=—wlt(1l—wk)k, (39a)
5= 202 (3wee — 1) + k (12wl — wd, — 3wk + 2we — 1) + k@), (300)

Woo (12w2, — Bwee + 1)

o — 2TM r®

_ W3 . k@ = Weor T (39¢)

qw2, — 2we + 1 I(ws + 1)k

SWhen to refers to the present time it is easy to express results in the redshift z since then exp(—N) =1+ z.
"In AU v = 1 + « was used instead of « since this leads to the simpler expression Ty = Qu0/(1 — Y2p0)-
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where
_a'r

g — R F(O) = 1 —|—p71, 40
il (40)

(@) ~TO 4 17Wg 4 %r(%? +..., 1™

and ¢ = A\~2(¢). Note that for V oc ¢ it follows that I' = 14+p~! = const. and we = p/(2+p),
which makes the above expressions collapse to relatively simple expressions.

5 Discussion

The methods and results in this paper are easy to generalise, for both various DE models and
potentials. For example, the potential V =V, [exp (%cp*’") — 1] belongs to a much larger class
of potentials that is straightforward to treat with the present ideas and techniques:

V=Viexplpf "(¢)/r],  V =Vi(explpf"(p)/r]-1));  Vi>0, r>0, (41)

where lim,_,0[0 1 ()] = 1, exemplified by (cf. eq. (19)):

sinh(vy) tanh(vyp)
= - = 5 . (42)
veosh' ™ ®(vp)  v[l — tanh®(vyp)]o/2
Choosing u and v as in Section 3 and
@ = tanhm (vp) € [0,1], m >0, v >0, (43)

yields dynamical systems problems resembling those in the previous section.

We have only considered monotonically decreasing potentials, but there are also, e.g., po-
tentials with positive minima that are cosmologically interesting, and with new features. For
example, a potential with two exponential terms, as in (15), with A_ > v/6 and Ay < —/6 yields
a potential with a positive minimum and a past attractor that is not a fixed point but a so-called
heteroclinic cycle, see AUW1 for further details. Thus, local fixed point analysis does not always
suffice for a description of asymptotics and global structure, even for quite simple models. In
this context, it was only recently that models with an exponential potential and matter with
a linear equation of state were analysed globally [14], using the synergy between Hamiltonian
and dynamical systems formulations to derive monotonic functions, which are crucial for global
results. Initially these models were analysed by using ¥, = ¢’/ V6 and \/(T(p as variables,
which subsequently in the literature have been used for a variety of more general potentials,
even though they often are quite inappropriate, illustrating that some variables needlessly result
in nonregular equations or/and state space coordinate singularities leading to unphysical fixed
points, or sets of fixed points with overly many eigenvalues with zero real parts.

Models with matter and a potential with zero minima or a minimum provide other interesting
examples, as illustrated by monomial potentials. For these models it is better to use other
variables than (¢, Xy, 1/€,) or (@, u, v), such as those in [15, 16], which result in that the matter-
dominated subset is described by an isolated FL fixed point. In this case the one-parameter
subset of thawing quintessence solutions corresponds to the unstable manifold of FL with two
positive eigenvalues while the stable subset, associated with a single negative eigenvalue, pushes
an open subset of solutions to this thawing attractor quintessence solution subset. Note also that
apart from the thawing quintessence attractor solutions these models also admit two (equivalent)
inflationary attractor solutions. Furthermore, in [16] a new dynamical systems averaging method
was introduced to deal with the future asymptotics, which for some of these models consist of
periodic solution trajectories.

Even though two different dynamical systems formulations both yield regular and bounded
state spaces, one of these might still be preferable. For example, consider the asymptotically
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inverse power-law potential problem for which we regularised the equations by changing the
definition of v from v = 1/Q,/3 to v = g1/, /3. If we instead of changing v choose a new
time variable 7 defined by d7/dN = ¢! this also regularises the equations. This, however,
results in structures on the ¢ = 0 boundary that prevent asymptotic analytic results and an
identification of the past asymptotic state of the tracking quintessence attractor solution.

Another example was given in AUW1 where two state space formulations were used to deal
with potentials with bounded A: (@, X,, Q) and (@, u,v). Both yield regular equations and
bounded state spaces. The first formulation, however, collapses the matter-dominated boundary
v = 0 to a line of fixed points, which hides the evolution of w, during the matter-dominated
epoch, easily seen in u, where w, (V) is often plotted in graphs in papers about quintessence.

Although having a global state space picture has several advantages, apart from the most
simple problems there typically are different physical and mathematical structures at different
parts of the state space. It is therefore often advantageous to cover different parts of the
state space with different variables adapted to the local structures, e.g., the approximations
in Section 4 were based on locally useful unbounded scalar field variables adapted to the past
asymptotic features of the thawing and tracking quintessence attractor solutions.

In conclusion, a thorough understanding of a model, using dynamical systems reformulations
of the field equations as a powerful tool, requires variables that are adapted to the physical and
mathematical structures of the problem at hand.

Finally, note that some of the presently cited papers contain brief descriptions of the historical
developments concerning dynamical systems in cosmology with a focus on scalar field cosmology.
As described in [15], this history begins in the mid 1980s with inflationary models with potentials
with zero minima. This was later followed by models with an exponential potential, as described
n [14], but note also the book [17] by A. Coley. See [4] and [8] for historical backgrounds on
quintessential inflation and tracking quintessence, respectively. In addition, see the introductory
survey by S. Cotsakis and A. Yefremov in this volume.
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