arXiv:2410.00342v1 [astro-ph.CO] 1 Oct 2024

Fractional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet scalar field cosmology

Bayron Micolta—Riascosl:I,l’ Alfredo D. Millano|:|,27 Genly Leonl:l,z’?”
Byron Droguetd:l,4’ Esteban Gonzélezljl’ and Juan Magaﬁal:F’

! Departamento de Fisica, Universidad Catdlica del Norte,

Avenida Angamos 0610, Casilla 1280, Antofagasta, Chile
?Departamento de Matemdticas, Universidad Catdlica del Norte,
Avenida Angamos 0610, Casilla 1280 Antofagasta, Chile
3 Institute of Systems Science, Durban University of Technology,

P.O. Box 1334, Durban 4000, Republic of South Africa
4 Department of Physics, Universidad de Antofagasta, 1240000 Antofagasta, Chile
SEscuela de Ingenieria, Universidad Central de Chile,

Avenida Francisco de Aguirre 0405, 171-0164, La Serena Coquimbo, Chile
(Dated: October 2, 2024)

Our paper introduces a new theory called Fractional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet scalar
field cosmology, which has significant implications for Cosmology. We derived a
modified Friedmann equation and a modified Klein-Gordon equation using fractional
calculus to modify the gravitational action integral. Our research reveals non-trivial
solutions associated with exponential potential, exponential couplings to the Gauss-
Bonnet term, and logarithmic scalar field, which are dependent on two cosmological
parameters, m and «g = tgHy and the fractional derivative order u. By employing
linear stability theory, we reveal the phase space structure and analyze the dynamic
effects of the Gauss-Bonnet couplings. The scaling behavior at some equilibrium
points reveals that the geometric corrections in the coupling to the Gauss-Bonnet
scalar can mimic the behavior of the dark sector in modified gravity. Using data
from cosmic chronometers, type la supernovae, supermassive black hole shadows, and
strong gravitational lensing, we estimated the values of m and g, indicating that
the solution is consistent with an accelerated expansion at late times with the values
ap = 1.38+0.05, m = 1.44+0.05, and p = 1.491 (consistent with ©,, o = 0.311+0.016
and h = 0.712 + 0.007), resulting in an age of the Universe typ = 19.0 + 0.7 |Gyr] at

1o CL. Ultimately, we obtained late-time accelerating power-law solutions supported



by the most recent cosmological data, and we proposed an alternative explanation
for the origin of cosmic acceleration other than ACDM. Our results generalize and
significantly improve previous achievements in the literature, highlighting the practical

implications of fractional calculus in Cosmology.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In ACDM cosmology, the dark energy component is represented by a cosmological constant
(A), while cold dark matter (CDM) is also present. The ACDM model explains the observed
late-time acceleration of the Universe suggested by Type la supernovae (Snla) [I] and
confirmed by Cosmic Microwave Background radiation [2]. Additionally, it accurately
describes the formation of the Universe’s structure according to observations. However, the
model suffers from the well-known Cosmological Constant problem [3], 4], and the source of
the late-time acceleration of the Universe has yet to be unveiled [5]. Some alternative theories
to ACDM include noncommutative theories, quantum cosmology, quantum deformation,
deformed phase space, Brans-Dicke theory, and noncommutative minisuperspace [6-12].
Phantom fields introduce “exotic physics” due to their negative kinetic energy and quantum
instability, although supported by observations [I3HI6]. Quintom models are also introduced
[I7-40], and related Chiral generalized cosmology model in [41], [42]. The crossing of the
phantom divide is also possible in the context of scalar-tensor theories [43-48] as well as
in modified theories of gravity [49-74]. In [74], are investigated F(R) = R" theories in
anisotropic Kantowski-Sachs (KS) metrics. In this scenario, the Universe, at late times, can
produce accelerated expansion; additionally, it exhibits phantom behavior for a particular

n range (2 < n < 3). For (n =2, w = 1/3), the stable solution corresponds to a de Sitter
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expansion describing the inflationary epoch of the Universe. The Kantowski-Sachs anisotropic
R"-gravity can also lead to either accelerating or decelerating contracting solutions, but they
are not globally stable. Thus, the Universe can remain near these saddles before approaching
the expanding, accelerating, late-time attractors. In [75] was performed a detailed phase-
space analysis of Horava-Lifshitz cosmology, with and without the detailed-balance condition.
Under detailed balance, the Universe can reach a bouncing oscillatory state at late times,
in which dark energy, behaving as a simple cosmological constant, is dominant. Since
the phase space of Hotava-Lifshitz is generally non-compact, by performing a Poincaré
compactification process that allows for the construction of a global phase space containing
all the cosmological information [75]. Recently, the nonprojectable Horava version has been
shown to be renormalizable [76] [77]. In [78], a dynamical system was devised to investigate the
dynamics near the initial singularity, obtaining in that regime: radiation-dominated scaling
solutions; power-law inflationary scalar field dominated solutions; matter-kinetic-radiation
scaling solutions; matter-potential-radiation scaling solutions. In [T9-81], a dynamical system
was devised to describe the past asymptotic dynamics in coupled dark energy models, allowing
scaling solutions to be classified. It was proved that the equilibrium points corresponding
to the nonnegative local minimums of the potential (associated with cosmological de Sitter
solutions) are asymptotically stable. In [82], varying-mass dark matter particles in phantom
cosmology were studied.

Traditional mathematical models for integer-order derivatives often need to be modified
when dealing with power law phenomena. In these cases, alternative modeling tools like
fractional calculus should accurately capture power law behavior’s non-local, frequency-
dependent, and history-dependent properties. That involves extending the classical integer
order calculus to include derivatives and integrals of arbitrary (real or complex) order.
The study of fractional calculus is interdisciplinary in nature and has applications across
various fields, making it a valuable area of research [83H91]. Recent studies have shown
that fractional calculus is also helpful in modeling fractional derivatives and quantum fields
[92, 93], quantum gravity and cosmology [94-99], black holes [100, 101], fractional dynamics
and fractional action cosmology [102HI09], non-minimal couplings [95, 110, 1TT], fractal
universe and quantum cosmology [112], T13], multiscale gravity [114], classical and quantum
gravity with fractional operators [IT5] T16], multi-fractional spacetimes [I17], quantum gravity

and gravitational-wave astronomy [I18], cosmic microwave background and inflation [1T9)],



fractional dynamics from Einstein gravity [100, 120], and fractional cosmology [110, T21H124|
and dark energy, among others [125H132].

It is conceivable to develop fractional versions of Newtonian mechanics and Friedman-
Robertson-Walker cosmology by substituting partial and fractional derivatives in familiar
equations. In cosmology, the fractional order of differentiation (denoted by the symbol p)
could be a variable that changes with time, although this idea has yet to be thoroughly
explored. The results derived from fractional derivatives are consistent with expectations, but
initiating the process with fractional derivatives is essential for coherence. That brings us to
the topic of fractional derivative geometry. It is necessary to clarify what fractional derivative
geometry should entail. In [121], the authors initially attempted to envision the possible
curvature and line elements in two dimensions. Fractional Lagrangian densities have become
popular in addressing cosmological problems and obtaining modified models. For instance,
a fractional theory of gravitation has been developed for fractional spacetime, resulting in
new classes of cosmological models. Dynamical system methods, in combination with testing
against observational data, provide a robust approach to investigating the physical behavior
of cosmological models [I33HI36]. They can be used in new contexts, such as [130], where
dynamical systems were used to analyze a fractional cosmology for different matter contents,
obtaining a cosmology with late acceleration without including dark energy [127, 131}, 132].
In reference [127], a joint analysis was performed using cosmic chronometers and type Ia
supernovae data. This comparison with observational tests was used to find the best-fit
values for the fractional order of the derivative. Based on the work presented in [127], two
research paths were identified for the cosmological model without a scalar field. The first
path compares with the standard model, assuming that the Universe’s components are cold
dark matter and radiation. The second path entails deducing the equation of state for one of
the matter sources based on compatibility conditions [130], not previously analyzed in [127].

On the other hand, in Gauss-Bonnet (GB) theory, the Gauss-Bonnet scalar modifies
the Einstein-Hilbert Action. The Gauss-Bonnet scalar is a topological invariant in four
dimensions, making the theory equivalent to General Relativity [I37]. However, the four-
dimensional Einstein-scalar-Gauss-Bonnet theory has been previously introduced [138-144],
where the scalar field interacts with the Gauss-Bonnet scalar through a non-constant function.
The mass of the scalar field depends on the topological invariant of the Gauss-Bonnet scalar

[T45H148] which makes a non-zero contribution to the gravitational theory due to the coupling



functions between the Gauss-Bonnet scalar and the scalar field (as seen in [149] [150]). The
authors examined different couplings and discovered that in four dimensions, equilibrium
points describe zero acceleration and de Sitter solutions.

This paper presents a new theory, the Fractional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet scalar field theory,
with significant cosmological implications. Assuming the time conservation of the Friedmann
equation (which is not granted as in General Relativity), we derive an evolution equation
for an effective scalar field related to the coupling to the Gauss-Bonnet term. Our research
reveals non-trivial solutions associated with exponential potential, exponential couplings
to the Gauss-Bonnet term, and logarithmic scalar field, which depend on two cosmological
parameters and the fractional derivative order u. We obtain stability conditions for the exact
solution by employing linear stability theory. We investigate the scaling behavior of the
solutions and how the geometric corrections in the coupling to the Gauss-Bonnet scalar mimic
the behavior of the dark sector in modified gravity. Using data from cosmic chronometers,
type la supernovae, supermassive black hole shadows, and strong gravitational lensing, we
estimate the values of the free parameters, indicating that the solution is consistent with the
current observational constraints providing a late-time accelerating power-law solution for
the scale factor. We also examine the physical interpretation of the cosmological solutions,
focusing on the influence of the fractional order of the derivative in a theory of gravity
that includes a scalar field minimally coupled to gravity and nonminimally coupled to the
four-dimensional Gauss-Bonnet invariant.

In classical cosmology, fractional derivative methods have been established using two
approaches. The first method, the last-step modification method, involves replacing the
given cosmological field equations with fractional field equations for a specific model. An
example of this method is explained in [I51]. The second method, the first-step modification
method, is a more fundamental approach. In this method, a fractional derivative geometry is
first established, and then the variational principle for fractional action is applied to derive a
modified cosmological model. This method involves defining the fractional derivative and
establishing the variational principle to model the dynamic properties of fields [I52HI5S)].
Our manuscript is organized as follows.

In we will use fractional differential calculus to calculate specific physical quantities. A
critical application of these techniques is in cosmology. Instead of using covariant fractional

derivatives to replace the usual covariant derivatives, we will utilize the point-like Lagrangian



formulation of cosmology in the flat FLRW metric and then extend such action to the
fractional framework. Obtaining specific approximate values for cosmological quantities is
unsurprising, assuming they can be defined. That is because the fractional modification
of the concept of derivative can be manipulated to yield results that can be compared to
cosmological measurements. Due to their interest in cosmology, §3| discusses scaling solutions
and provides a reconstruction procedure for the potential and the coupling function. The
stability analysis of the exact solution is performed in §4 In §5 we shall constrain the free
parameters of the exact scaling solution obtained. For that end, we compute the best-fit
parameters at 1o (68.3%) of confidence level (CL) for the supernovae Ia (SNe Ia), cosmic
chronometers (CC), gravitational lensing (GL), and black hole shadows (BHS) data. We
conclude in §6] For completeness, in Appendix [A] we present our variational equations, and
in Appendix [B| we present the formalism for the stability analysis of power-law solutions
1s(t) of a generic ordinary differential equation F <t, W (t), (1), (t), ) =0 where t > 0
is the independent variable and ¢ (¢) is the dependent variable using similar methods as in

Ratra & Peebles, [159], Liddle & Scherrer [160] and Uzan [161].

2. EINSTEIN-GAUSS-BONNET SCALAR FIELD GRAVITY

In this section, we start with an action with a scalar field with a non-zero coupling to the

Gauss-Bonnet term,

5= [ atey= |5 - 30,000 - V(o) - 5010 )

where R is the Ricci scalar and we use units where x? = 87G = 1, and G is the Gauss-Bonnet
term:

G = R?* — 4R, R*® 4+ Rop s R*"°. (2)

Here, ¢ is a scalar field minimally coupled to gravity with self-interacting potential V' (¢),
which is nonminimally coupled to the Gauss-Bonnet invariant G through the coupling function

f(¢). We are considering the Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker metric
ds* = —N?*(t) dt* + a*(t) (dz® + dy* + dz°) . (3)
Defining H = a/(Na) we obtain that the Ricci scalar and the GB term are given by

R =120 +6II/N, G =241 (H*+ H/N). (4)



By substituting R and G into the action, we can find the point-like lagrangian:

124007 (6(6)  3a(6)2a(6)] | 3a(9)a(6)?
E‘N(g)[ NOT NP % N
Lo [3a(@)? 24a(0)2f(4(0))]  al(6)*6(0)?
”(”{N@ L ]* 2N ()

—a(0)°’N(0)V(4(0)). (5)

Extending this model using fractional calculus, we consider that the action is defined by

S(r) = —— / " L6, 4.6, (0), 6 (6)) (7 — 61 do. (6)

We follow the procedures of reference [162], which start with the action (). We make the
steps in appendix [A] to obtain the equations of motion of the fields. Implementing the

derivatives in (A7), we have

0L, q:(9),4:(0),6:(0))  d 9L(0,q:i(0), ¢:(0),Gi(0)) | d* OL(Y,4(0),4:(),(0))

0q; o ¢ dg? G,
_ 1—p [0L£(0,4:(0),4:(0),G:(0)) _ 2ia£(97%(9)7%(9)7@(9»
T—0 ¢ o Gi
_ (A=) —p) 0L, 4(0). 4:(0), 4:(0)) 7)
(r—0) Gi

Then, by applying Hamilton’s principle, we obtain the Euler-Poisson equations modified by
the fractional parameter u given by by taking the variations with respect to ¢; € {N, a, ¢},
and making N = 1 after the variation. Then, using the parameterization (7,0) = (2t,t), we

obtain respectively the Friedmann, Raychaudhuri and Klein-Gordon equations:

2443 f'(¢) _ 24(p— Daf() _ 3a(ta— pa+a) V() + 1¢2 _0 (8)
5 ;

. a’ ta3 ta? ' 3 .

_% . 8@%25"@) L a2 - a12>a—ta] P [_16(ut—a21>a2¢ .\ szzezs . 16§f¢
6) 8(p — 2;(;; - Da® 16(,2;21)@@} (- 222@ -1, V(o) - %& _o
39 A& Doy s ()

a a’d t



Substituting H = a/a (with N = 1) in (8)-(10), we have

24(1 = DH/(6) | 3= DH

1.
p . —3H*+V(¢) + §¢2 =0, (11)

241G f'(¢) —

SH221"(6) + 1'(0) [16HH<b e (sé - w) L 16H%

&) [_ 16(4 —tl)HH N 8(p — 2)7(55 - H?  16(u —t 1)H?]
—20 + A= DH gy (1= 21);;0 =b) +V(g) - %& =0, (12)

—3tH +pu—1)¢

—24H?H f'(¢) — 24H*f'(¢) + ( -

—~V'(¢)—d=0. (13)

By solving the system , , for V (o), é and H, we obtain the following equations:

24(—1+ p) f(9)H®
t

+3H? + — 2UH3f'($) ¢ — %ng, (14)
b =
{1261+ WE /() + ¢ [-tV/(0) + (=1 + )| +288¢H° F/(9) [(1 = i) F (@) 4t (6)9)]
F12H2 [=20(=1+ W) [(6)6 + /(0) (2= B+ 1+ 3%67) | +
H [=8(=1+ u)£(9) (V'(8) — (=1 +m)) + 16 (=3t +81(6) (1V'(9) — (-1 + 1)9) )]
—24H' f(6) [4(=2 4+ i) (=1 + ) f(8) + £ (¢ + 46 (—2(=1+ )1 (6) + t1"(9)) )| } /
{t[t+80 (=14 ws0) +1r0) (128°r(0) - ) )] } (15)
H =
_ { [2 C3p g (=1 4+ ) H + 1922 HO F(6)? + 12¢% + SLH® ((1 — ,u)f(¢)+4tf’(¢)gb)
—SH? (=24 ) (—=1+ w)f(9) + ¢ (@) (=tV'(0) = (-1 + wd) +1621"(6)) )| /
20 (¢4 8H (=14 ) f(0) +1/'(0) (1207 (6) - 6) ) )| } (16)
We now impose that the time derivative of Friedmann equation is zero under the

hypothesis that p # 1 (for p = 1 is trivial), that is,

24(n — 1) H*f(9) L
t t

d .
T {24H3¢f (¢) —

—3H* + V() + %&] =0. (17)
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Computing the time derivative and replacing V' (¢), ¢ and H given by , and
into (17)), we obtain

0= {3<—2 (=1 1) + 26 — 4608LHT () | ~((=3 + ) f(6)) + 1/ (8))

+ASLH [ =((1+ @) f(9)) + 261 ()| + LH [15 = 3 = 16(—1 + 1) f(9)* + 16t'(9)67 |
= 5T6LH® |~ (=1 + 1) f(9)%) + (=3 + 1) (6) + 2 (6) [ (6)d)
— ASH* |~ A(= 1+ p)(=8 + 30) f(0)? — 412" (6)6

+1£(0) (—t+47(9) (1V'(6) + (=9 +5u)6) — 4t f"(9)) |

— 612 (47(9) (10-14p+ 422 + 262 )+ £ (1=41(0) (£V'(6) + (=7 + 30)8) +4°1"(6) ) ) } /

{%2 (t+8H ((-1+w)f(0) +1r(0) (12827 (6) - §) )) } (18)
We introduce the auxiliary field
Y= f(¢)7 (19)
and we calculate the successive derivatives using the chain rule:
6= G0 = 0060 = 105 + 100 = 1005 + 56 (20)

In this way, we obtain

N
ro 45 4) o
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Replacing the expression into , , , and , and solving the resulting system
for, ¢, ¥, H and V(¢), it turns out

WE-DHN (1) - -
S (1) 192152 é( 8H)

°= t i osmeys O\ T s 3H> “ven e
(1= 1) [ +8(8 = 3¢

v= 8t2
. B C1)é? _
29 (8H21/J1—1 + 3p — 5) —3(p—1)Hy + 3125%81;2)%1) - 8H5
_l’_
t

16 H)? L 2¢) s T3 1
— 4+ H| ———+3 2 ——, (23
+1—8H2w+ (8H21/1—1+ )¢+¢ 3H—24H3w+ 24H? 4’( )
: (n—3)H 8H® ) ¢* 2
H=-— - H 24
t +8H2w—1+24H2¢—3 ’ (24)
3(p—1)H (8H?*y — 1 . 1.
Vig) = 2=l i Y= oumtg 4ame - 5 (25)
From equation (25)), we define the effective energy densities

1. 3(p—1 . 24(p — 1

Pgb - §¢2 + V(¢), Pfracc = %}L PGB = 24H3¢7 PGB, fracc = _%H&(ﬁa (26>
such that is reduced to
3H2 = Py + Ptracc + PGB + PGB, fracc- (27>
3. EXACT SCALING SOLUTIONS
We can find an analytical solution to the system by considering
2
H =147 28
e, (28)
w = Fotqa (29)
2In(t

o=220 3 x0 (30)

where m, Fy, p, ¢ and \ are constants.
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Then, the equations , , and are written
64Fy(q — p)t? + 2um?t?** 96 FyAq(—p + q + 3)te 31 N 3Amg*tP—!
At? (m?2t?r — 32Fyt9) m3 m2t2r — 32F,td
3P (N%g% + 4)

— V' (In (** 31
gy (In (#7)) (31)
m* BN (= 2)(p — 1) + 4]t 1
962 (m2t2 — 32Fyt4) 4
L B2ER [+ 3 (i — 29 + q(g +3)) + 8117
m2t21’ — 32F0tq
Rt N (=2 + g+ 2)(=2u + g+ 5) + 4] | AFymP(—p 4 g+ D)t
A2 (m2t2r — 32Ft9) 3M2 (m21% — 32Fyt4)
o 64 Foqt? 6Lo(—p+ g+ 1)tart
—mt’ | — —p+5 =0 32
T ( w2t — 3ok M ) * m ’ (82)
4 2t—]0—1 — 3 2 tp—l 4t—2p
_ n (—htp+a+3)  2mg B —0. 3
32 (BRE =2 1) m m2t® — 32Fytt  m?
6t 3P [32F (1 — ¢ — 1)t9 — (u — 1)m?2t??]  12t~% o/ 2
m? e = V(I () - 55 =0 (39

Comparing the coefficients of ¢ in the last equation, we have, by dimensional analysis, that
q=2p,—-2p=-2 = p=1,q=2. (35)
For p =1 and ¢ = 2 and assuming m? — 32F, # 0,m # 0 and X # 0 we have

6144F5 N (1 — 5) + 64Fym® [—3X* (1w — 3) + (1 — 2)m — 6]
AP (m? — 32F) V7 (In (#*%)) — 2m*(um — 6) =0,  (36)

3072F5 N [6(1 — 3) + (u(3u — 23) + 38)m)]

—64Fym [—12X% + 2(pu — 3)ym® +m? (3N*(n — 2)(2p — 7) + 6) + 6A*um]
+m® [=24N +m® (BN (p —2)(p — 1) +4) — 6X*(n — 5)m| = (37)

2

192Fp A2 + 96 Fo\* (1 — 6)m — 2m* — 3M* (u — 4)m® — 6X*m* =0,  (38)
2

2[=96Fo\* (1 — 3) + m? + 3N} (1 — 1)m? — 6A*m)]
B AZm3t?

—V (n () =0. (39

The last equation allows us to reconstruct the Gauss-Bonnet coupling and scalar field
potentials, which replicate scaling behaviors.

In our scenario, say, we acquire the exponential potential

¢ DA (1 — m3 — 32 m2 2
V(o) = 2R e = 3) - BX2 (= 1)m? 4 6\%m] (40)

A2m3
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Replacing the derivative of potential in equation ([36)), and assuming (1 — 6)m +2 # 0

and m # 0, results two independent equations:

1 L[ 2m(3)\*+m)
—m
96" | (= 6)m + 2)

0= (3N +m) [m(BN(n+2) —4p+ ((p—5)p+2)m+30) —6(3X*+2)] . (42)

Fy =

+ 3], (41)

The first condition is the definition of F,. Hence, we have the two-parametric family of

solutions (recall A = A\(m, u)),

m — m — 4)e”
R(t) = _% = k@) - -2 mj) | (43)
Using
gt = 222, gy 1Rm 2T (44)
H(t) = = = H()=2e ¥, (45)
1 L, 2m (3N +m)
o0 = gt [ e
1, 2m (3\* +m)
= 0= g | D+ o
2[1220% + pm?® + 2 (922 — 1) m? 4+ 6\ (u — 8)m]
vie) = APm2t? [(p — 6)m + 2] 47
— V(6 = 27 (1202 + um3 4+ 2 (922 — 1) m? + 672 (p — 8)m]' (18)

Am? (= 6)m + 2]

Replacing the derivative of potential in equation , we obtain the conditions on the

parameters

6144F5 N (1w — 4) + 32Fym [6A° +m (3X* (7 — 3p) + (1 — 3)m — 6) ]

+m® [m (3X*( — 1) — pm +m + 6) — 6A*] =0, (49)

together with and . Reducing the conditions and assuming (u — 6)m + 2 # 0 and

m # 0, we obtain the cases:

1. For 0 < pu <1 (5—17) and 2200 | J1OPZ12000009 6

2 opt2 (2 —5u+2)° 2
_ 1 [t (G 230 w2 (m(— At (p2) (- Dm+18)-12) _
r =14y G 2ym—6 and Fo = g (eswroms0)-12) - FOr H =

L (5 VT7) and L (60 — 6vT7) < m < & (27 +3VT7), A = 2, /20yIDmte g

(\/ﬁ—g)m+12
mQ((\/ﬁ—5)m2—2(4+\/ﬁ)m+12) '

Fo =~ 64((10+v17)m—6)
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1 2u—15 1642 —1204+249
2. For 3 (5 — \/17) <pu<4and m > u2ﬁ5u+2 — &2—5ui2)2 we have

N\ = /36—3m[—4p+((u—5)p+2)m+30] and Fy = m?(m(—4p+(u—2)(u—1)m+18)—12)

3y/(u+2)m—6 32(m(—4p+((p—5)p+2)m+30)—12) *
1 6 2u—15 1642 — 120114249
3. For 4 < p < 5(5—1—\/17) and Tz < m < #2f5#+2 + (l:ﬂ—fwi?)Q we have
_ \/36-3m[— 4yt ((u—5)ut2)m-+30] _ m2(m(— At (p=2) (= Dm+18)~12) _
A = and Fy = 32(m(_4ﬁ+(&_5)5+2)m+30)_12). For p =

3y/(u+2)m—6
%(5+\/ﬁ) and 1—16 (27—3\/ﬁ) <m< % (60+6\/1_7) we have
(VI7-10)m+6 m?(12-m((54+v17)m—2v17+8))

A=2 3(9+m)m—36 and Fo = 64((\/ﬁ—10)m+6)
4. For4 < pu< % (5 + \/17) and m > Mfﬁgfﬂ — 16(":2__152£J’:52249 we have

_\/36—3m[—4p+((u—5)p+2)m—+30]  m2(m(—Apt-(u—2) (u—1)m+18)—12)
A= 3¢/ (u+2)m—6 and Fo = 32(m(—4p+((p—5)p+2)m~+30)—12) *

1 6 2u—15 1602 —1204+249 i
5. For p > 3 (5—1—\/17) and s < m < _N—uz—5u+2 + _LL(MQ—MHF we have A =

1 /36=3m[—4p+((p—5)u+2)m+30] _ m2(m(—4p+(p—2)(u—1)m+18)—12)
\/ (u+2)ym—6 and Fo = o000 (e myur2im+30)19) -

3

The allowed regions for the parameters p and m are shown in Figure

15! |
| [ Region 1
10_— 1 m Region 2

m _ 1 [ Region

: | [ Region 3

5 L _
I Region 4
oL * . 1 [JRegion 5

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

FIG. 1: Allowed regions for the parameters ;1 and m. The red star represents the point in

the parameter space with the best-fit values of 1 and m according to the analysis in

Replacing the ansatz
6
H=— m#— (50)
1
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in the equations , , and , we obtain

5 _Bm =2 477)12%2] (m?t* —32¢)  [(n~ 22:; —49 _yiewy, 1)
g = [l = 7)7?7;;;4) —6) +4]y
b [P = ) 4 B4+ 2= (u = 5)ym +2) 12] (52
o L= 42:; +2]Y émt (223 + 6(u — ym + 12| (53)
V(o) 6(4 — 3m)m2t;;:4192(3m — 2 % 7 (54)

To investigate the stability of the solution , , and , we specify the potential
(48)), obtaining the equations

¢ mith m2t2 - ¢ -
(p—2)m—4¢ 1 .
+ mit + §>\¢27 (55>
b= [m(p((p = T)m +4) — 6) +4] ¢
o m2t?
b [P = ) 4 Bm(—agi 4 @~ (u = 5)ym +2) 1], (56)
¢ _ (1 — 42:; +2y — 1;2mt m2t2gﬁ2 +6(pn—4)m+ 12} : (57)

After reducing the quadratic term ¢? /2 using the last equation, we obtain

L 96M 6(m—2)[(n—4m+2]  3A[(n+2)m — 6]

¢= m3E3 m3t3 m2?
192(m —2) [(n—4)m +2] 96X [(u+2)m —2]]  [(u—2)m —4] ¢

+ e + i } + ~ . (58)

§ = o5 I~ + (p = D) = D+ 18) 12
m(p(—pm +m +4) —22) +12]¢ 2 (u— 2)¢

+ o ' + o (59)
L 192[(u—m+2Y 1920 6[(n— 4)m +2
¢ = = m4Zn L mis = m2)tgn | (60)

Equation defines ¢, and we analyze (59), our equation of interest. The general solution

of is
m?t? [m(—4p + (n—2)(p — 1)m + 18) — 12]

t) =
vit) 32 [m(—4p + (= 5)p + 2)m + 30) — 12
2um+m—4—y/m(8um+m—96)+64 2um+m—44+/m(8um—+m—96)+64
+ cqt 2m + cot 2m . (61)



15

Taking () from , calculating its time derivative, &(t), and substituting in , o(t) is
given through the quadrature

o(t) = + /1 * /=6 [m(u — 4) + 2] [mn? — 32¢:(n)] — 192mny’(n)

m2772

dn + cs. (62)

4. STABILITY ANALYSIS OF THE EXACT SOLUTION

Denoting
1 2m (3\% +m)
(1) = —m?*t? 3), 63
)= g5 (S g ) o
21In(t
ooty = 220, (64)
In this case, the evolution equation for v is decoupled.
Specializing the procedure in appendix [B| to the system —, we define
¥()
e(r) = — 1. 65
=) )

Hence,

w0 mPeT [6A2 +2m? 4 3N (u — 4)m] [€" (1) + 3¢/ (1) + 2e(7) + 2]
() = 96A2t2 [(pu — 6)m + 2] ’ (66)
Lo mPeT [6A% 4 2m? 4 3N (u — 4)m] [€'(T) + 2¢(T) + 2]

vit) = 962t [(pn — 6)m + 2] ’ (67)
m2e®™ [e(T) + 1] [6A% 4+ 2m? + 3\?(u — 4)m]‘

9672 [(1t — 6)m + 2]

P(t) =

Combining with equation (59)) we obtain

36M2 — 2m [3N2(p1 + 2) — 4+ (31— 5+ 2)m + 30] + 24
B 6A2 +2m?2 + 32 (pu — 4)m

(. /

g"(7)

=0 b},
N T R N

where using the relation (42)), the first term is zero. Defining v(7) = ¢/(), we obtain the

linear dynamical system

g =w, (70)

p_ 2= m=Ap+ (p = 5)p+2)m +30)]_ (gM 1 3) v. (71)

v
m2
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4.1. Stability of the scaling solution

The scaling solution corresponds to the fixed point (g,v) = (0,0). The matrix of the linear

system is defined by

0 1
J(e,v) = (72)
12—m[—4u+((:;5)ﬂ+2)m+30} 2” _ % -3

Evaluating the linear matrix around the fixed point, ¢ = 0,v = 0, we obtain the eigenvalues

(73)

1 4 8 —96) + 64
Am:_(QM———?)i m(“m+m2 )+ )
2 m m

The origin is a sink for

1 . 2u—15 1612 —12014249 48 _ 8u—35
LOo<p<3(5-VI7), 25+ e <M S g \ " ey OF

2.0<pu<3(5-V17),m>38 —éﬁﬁ'?ﬁ%;or

3 =1 (5-VTT),——b— <m< — a5 _ SFAGEVI)

—10—V17 = 1+4(5-v17) 14+4(5—V17)

4 p=1(6-VI7),m> 8/35-4(5—17)

48 +

= 1+4(5—\/17) 1+4(5—\/17) ’
1 (= 287+146v3  2u—15  [16p2—120u+249 < 48 ~ 8u—35

5.5 (56— VIT) <n < FE50%H w5 s’ S g @urn2 Of
1(x __ /77 287+146v/3 _ 8u—35 48 2u—15 1602 —120u+249

6. 2 (5 17) < p < 148+80+/3 ’8 (8u+1)2 + 8u+1 — m< p2=5p+2 + (12—5p+2)° or
28741463 < 1464/3—287 2u—15 1612 —12014-249

< _ < 48 _ _ 8/1‘*35 .
1s+s0v3 — M 80v/3—148  pu?—5u+2 (u2—5p+2)* <m= 8u+1 (8u+1)2

The origin is a source for

or

or

28741463 < 1461/3—287 _ 8u—35 48 < 2u—15 1602 —12004-249
L sz <H S Soviciss 3\ " Eme? T et SM< @z TV (asre? 0 OF

146+/3—287 35 2u—15  [16p2—120u+249 < 48 _ 8u—35
2. 80v/3—148 SH <R s (P52 <MS g3 Gurnz> O
146+/3—287 35 _ 8u-35 48 2u—15 16u2—120p-+249
3. 80v/3—148 <p<iy,8 (8u+1)2 + Sutl ="M < 2g + (u2—5p+2)2 7 or
35 « 1 Ve 2u—15  [16p2—120u+249 2u—15 1642 —120p+249
4. g =S M < 2 (5 + 17) ? p?—5u+2 (u2—5p+2)2 <m< 12 —5p+2 (u2—5p+2)2

5. p=35(+VIT),m> - or
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1 /1~ 2u—15 1612 —120u+-249
6. n > 3 (5 + ]-7) ,m > H265N+2 + 512—5}112)2 :

The origin is a saddle for

1 (s 2u—15 162 — 1204249
L0<p<g(5=VI7),0<m< el 4 [SE2Hs, or

2. p=3(-V17),0 <m < ——%, or
1 1 2u—15 1642 —120p+-249
3iﬁ—wﬁ)<u<§@+MN%0<m<Pﬁm§—Mj%Eﬁyﬂm

1 1 2u—15 162 —120+249
45 (6-VIT) <p <z (b+VIT),m> ey + | [H2ues

5. =3 (B+V17),0<m <~ or

_ 2_
6. p>1(+V17),0<m <:M§ﬁ5ji2-+-,/1ﬂ12;§fﬁ;§49.

Figure [2] shows the allowed regions by the parameters g and m for the sink, source, and

saddle cases. The red star represents the point in the parameter space with the best-fit

values of p and m according to the analysis in

127
11
10
9,
8_

" ;j 1 Sink
i Source
i saddle
Al *
0-| [ 1 PR — I 1

0 1 2 3 4 5

u

FIG. 2: Allowed regions by the parameters i and m, for the sink, source, and saddle cases.
The red star represents the point in the parameter space with the best-fit values of © and m

according to the analysis in .

Now we will show the flow of system —. In Figure (3], we show some phase space

diagrams for sink cases, in Figure [4] the source cases, and in Figure [5| the saddle cases.
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Case 3: y=0.438447, m = 0.688954

1.0

0.2, m = 36.2439
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0.2, m =0.679159
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FIG. 3: Flow of system ([70))-(71)) for the sink cases.
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Case 3: y=4.22206, m
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FIG. 4: Flow of system 1D for the source cases.
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4.2. Dynamics at infinity

To investigate the late-time dynamics of system — at infinity we define the following

variables:

X = c Y = v (74)
V1t+e2 402 V1Fe2+o?

Hence, we get the system

% = % [m (mX((p—=5)pX + X +B=2n)Y)+m+2X((15 —2u) X +2Y)) — 12X2} :
(75)

C% - —% [X (m* (0= 5)p — (((x = 5)p+1)Y?) +2)
+2(2u—15)m (Y?=1) +12(Y? = 1))+ mY (Y> = 1) ((2u — 3)m — 4)} : (76)

defined in the compact set {(X,Y) € R? : X2 +Y? < 1}.
There are five total equilibrium points for system —. However, the existence
conditions for each point and their respective eigenvalues depend on both y and m, therefore

the analysis is not trivial. The equilibrium points in the coordinates (X,Y") are

1. A= (0,0), with eigenvalues . The stability analysis is the same as in the finite

regime previously performed.

_ kom (k14 (2pu—3)m—4) ko . .
2. B,C = <j:\/E[Qm(j4u+(1(u—5)u+2)m+30)—24]’i\/E) are antipodal points, where
k=2 (p* —10p° + 31p° — 224 4 10) m* (77)

—8(2u — 25p% 4+ 81y — 21) m® — 8 (2p* + 30p — 223) m® + 96(2p — 15)m + 288,

ki = /m(8um +m — 96) + 64, (78)

m3(3(ky + 68) — 2u(ky + 4u(2p — 25) + 320))
ko= | +4m?(ky — 4p(p +15) +436) + (2(p — Dp((p — Np +21) + 13)m* . (79)
+96(2u — 15)m + 288

These points exist for the following intervals

1) p=12%(5-V17),0<m < & (60 — 6v/17), or
2) =13 (5-VIT), & (60— 6VIT) < m < SVIEIT

7 83 4v17-21
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3) p=1(5— VI7),m > —SSVIHIT

44/17-21
4) B<p<i(G+VIT),m> F00 + ﬁmﬁ Uit or
5) 1 (11-2V8) < p< i (11+2v3) ,m > =20+ 16{:;_15251;%49, or
) 35— VIT) << 3 (11— 2yB) m > 2ecte [T
) > (54 VIT) m > it g O
8) § (11+2V8) <pu < fom > 25l + | JH20SE, or

8 134+4/3-6
9) WZ%#F%H—Q\@),OT

152+16\/§—32 13443

= (11 -2v3),0 55143 » OF
) n=4(11-2v8). WF < SV
u:}l(ll—Q\/g), 484%[—1;’3%\6,@
S(e)wr#,u =1(11+2v3), or
14) p=1(11+2v3), O§m<%,or
15) p=1(11+2V3), 48+§3+i?:;§4\/§ cm < 715%16\4/\5/%325@7 or
16) 1= i (11 +2\/§) m > _152+16Z\§/§i5 13—4\/§7 or
17) u:%(5+\/1_7),0§m<—ﬁ, or
18) u:%(5+\/1_7),m>—ﬁ,or
19) uz%,m—%, or
) u

> % (5 4 /17) ’0 <m< 2u—15 + 16p2—120u+249, or

P2 =5pt2 (n?—5u+2)

2M) 0< <} (5= VIT),0 < m< Btt, 4 BT o

u2—bu+2 (p2—5u+2)2
22) 1(11+2vB) < p< B 0<m < 200, - —16(:;_15253%49, or
23) B <p<i(54+VIT),0<m< 400 — 165;?3%“, or
24) 5 (5 VIT) <p< (11 -2v3),0<m < 750 — | [F20EE o
25) 1 (11-2v3) <p < {(11+2v3),0<m < F=0, — 165;_1525152249, or

—64, /-35=8u 35—8u
26) 0<p< le (11 - 2\/5) ,m = \/(8#“)2“ \/<8 T2 T8 or

8pu+1



23

35— 8”2# \/ 35— 8u2
27) 0< pu<i(11-2v3),m <8“+1)78# V i)

1 . 2u—15 16p2—120u+249 . 8u—35
28) 0< <3 (5-V17), s + e <M< 51 — 8/~ g OF

29) O§“<%(5_\/ﬁ) m>8\/ §Z+i’)52+8u+1’ oF

,or

_64. [ 35=8u_,, 35—8u +48
30) L(11+2v3) <p< 2 m \/(8”“)28};1\/(8““)2 , or
—64 35—8u u—8 35—8u 48
31) le (11 + 2\/3) <p< 8’ \/(8 +1) 2—8u ! (8u+1)2 o
1 35 2pu—15 1602 —120u+249 48 8u—35
32) 1 (11+2v3) <p< P, utos — /1 e <M< ghy 8y~ o
1 8u—35 2p—15 1612 —120u+249
33) (11 +2V3) <pu<P.8\/—@ip + 5o <M < @isis + e Or
_g4. /35=3k “ 3581 4 49
4) 1(11-2v3) <p<i(11+42V3),m= V@HWSMHWS w2 or
_64 35—8u 35—8u
i (11-2V3) <p<i(11+2V3),m= WS#HPZM 1%8%1)2 , or
1 2p—15 16p2—120p+249 48
(11—2[) <p < 3(11+2v3), s - s <m < gy -

8 35 21—15
37) 1 (11-2v3) < p < 1(11+2V3),8,/— g T 8M+1 < m < GRS

1642 —1204+249

w—sur2?
1 1 . 2u—15  [16p2— 120,249 48
38) 3 (5—VI7) < p < (11 -2V3), 2505 — 4/ eyt <M < gy
8u—35
8 T (8u+1) 2’ or
1 1 _ _ 8u—35 48 2p—15
39) L (5-V17) < pu < 1(11-2v3),8 S e <M < s
16u2—120u-+249
(2—spr2)? 0 F
40) B <p<i(5+V17),
2u—15 1612 —120+249 < m < 28=15 16u2—120p+249
72 But2 (12—Bp12)? p2—5p+2 (n?—5p+2)°

Recall that the flow in a neighbourhood of antipodal points is topologically equivalent,
and it may be reversed [163], but in this case, both points share the same eigenvalues.
Therefore, the stability is the same for both B and C. We will write Ay (B, C) = fi(u, m)
and \o(B,C) = fa(p,m), to represent their eigenvalues. Given that many existence
conditions and the eigenvalues depend on both free parameters, we will only consider
some cases to analyze the stability of B and C. In particular, if we only consider the

existence conditions for which the points are hyperbolic (most), we verify by numerical
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inspection that the points can never be attractors. However, they can be sources or
saddles. When one parameter is fixed and the other free, the behavior is depicted in

figure [ On the other hand, when both parameters are free, the behaviour is shown in

figure [7]

T
300

Case1) | ' ___Case?2)

250

200

150

100

50+

L
0.0

FIG. 6: Real part of the eigenvalues for A and B for a fixed value of one of the parameters
according to the respective case. In cases 1) and 2) p is fixed as p = % (5 — \/17) while m

moves in two different intervals. In case 34) u = % and % < m < 16. Both points behave as

sources or saddles whenever they exist and are hyperbolic.
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Case 5) Case 38)

L Re(A) “ Ll Re(A)
L Re(Ay) | S Kl Re(A)
mo \ J‘ 1 Wo
Wt
LRI
=z bl'.'" " ""
Case 37)

Kl Re(A)
Kl Re(A)
Eo

FIG. 7: Real part of the eigenvalues for A and B where both of the parameters p, m remain
free in some intervals. The cases depicted are cases 5), 37) and 38). Once again, as in the
figure [6] both points behave either as sources or saddles for every existence condition in

which they are hyperbolic.

. kam[—k1+(2p—3)m—4]
3. DB = (j:\/E[Qm(—4u+((u—5)u+2)m+30

in — but

Y \k/—%) , where k and ki are defined the same as

m® [k (241 — 3) — Su(p(2p — 25) + 80) + 204]
ky = | —4m? [ky + 4p(p + 15) — 436] + [2(n — Dp((p — 9+ 21) + 13]m* . (80)
F96(24 — 15)m + 288

As before, D and E are antipodal points, and once again, they share the same eigenvalues.

We will write them as v = g1(, m) and o = go(i, m). The conditions for D and E are the
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same as the forty cases. However, D and E can be attractors or saddles in those intervals.

Additionally, numerical inspection in every interval shows that the points cannot be sources.

See figures [0] and

[ QN QY
O=_2MNOLP,OIONOVOWO 2N
T

FIG. 8: Existence region for points B, C', D and E. The red star represents the point in the
parameter space with the best-fit values of  and m according to the analysis in

From figure [8| we have that B, C, D, and E do not exist for the best-fit values of y and
m according to the analysis in §5]
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Case 2)
of
B N SPPEE L
Re(y1)
0 /] Rely 7 4 Re(y2)
150}
00 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65
2t
a4l
Re(y1)
6l ] Re(y2)

FIG. 9: Real part of the eigenvalues for A and B for a fixed value of one of the parameters
according to the respective case. In cases 1) and 2) p is fixed as p = % (5 — \/17) while m

moves in two different intervals. In case 34) p = % and % < m < 16. Both points behave as

sinks or saddles whenever they exist and are hyperbolic.
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Case 5)
Case 38)

K Re(y1)
L Re(y,) Ll Re(Aq)
mo LI Re(A)
mo
Case 37)

EIRe(A)
EIRe(X)
Eo

FIG. 10: Real part of the eigenvalues for A and B where both of the parameters p, m remain
free in some intervals. The cases depicted are cases 5), 37) and 38). Once again, as in the

figure, |§|, both points behave as sinks or saddles whenever they exist and are hyperbolic.

Finally, we get the dynamics shown in figure[I1] Here, we observe that the for y = 1,m =3

or y=1,m=4or p=2,m=3point A is an attractor. However, for u = 2, m = 4, there

/3

5 } which means A is a

are two complex eigenvalues with zero real parts, namely {—%,

center.
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FIG. 11: Dynamics of system — in the compactified region X2 + Y? < 1 for different
values of the parameters 1 and m. Some physical values of m were considered, m = 3 (dust)
m = 4 (radiation). We observe that the for y=1,m=3oru=1,m=4orpu=2,m=3

point A is an attractor. However, for y = 2, m = 4, there are two complex eigenvalues with

AVE R VE]

R } which means A is a center.

zero real parts, namely {
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5. OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS

In this section, we shall constrain the free parameters of the exact scaling solution
obtained for the exponential potential (see §3). For that end, we compute the best-fit
parameters at 1o (68.3%) of confidence level (CL) with the affine-invariant Markov chain
Monte Carlo (MCMC) method [164], implemented in the pure-Python code emcee [165], for
the supernovae Ia (SNe Ia), cosmic chronometers (CC), gravitational lensing (GL), and black
hole shadows (BHS) data. In this procedure, we have considered 100 chains or “walkers”
and the autocorrelation time 7., provided by the emcee module, as a convergence test.
Following this line, we compute at every 50 step the value of 7.y, of each free parameter. If
the current step is larger than 507, and the value of 7., changed by less than 1%, then
we will consider that the chains have converged and the constraint is stopped. We discard
the first 57o steps as “burn-in” steps, thin by 7..r/2, and we flatten the chains. For this
MCMC analysis, we consider the following Gaussian likelihood:

2
L x exp (—é), (81)
where x? is the merit function. In particular, we consider the combinations of data sets xZy.,
X8Nercc = X&ne T Xeor and X = Xéne + Xoc + Xér + Xbug- As initialization points, we
consider a small vicinity around the values that maximized the likelihood.
We first construct the Hubble parameters describing the exact scaling solution in the
following subsections. Second, we briefly describe the construction of the merit function of
each data set considered in the cosmological constraint. Finally, we present the results and

some discussions.

5.1. Hubble parameter for the exponential potential

To obtain the theoretical Hubble parameter for the scaling solution for the exponential

potential, we substitute equations , , and in , to obtain
4(12e,PH? +1)  (p—3)H

H= — — H? 2
322 (Scat2H? — 1) ¢ ’ (82)
where,
1 /36 —3m[—4p+ (1t —5)p + 2)m + 30] 1 o[ 2m 3\ +m)
A = — y C4 = —MmM —I'_ 3 .
3 (L+2)m—6 96 A2 [(p—6)m + 2]
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Hence, by introducing the logarithmic independent variable s = —In(1 + z), for which
s—>—ococasz—>00,8 —>0asz—0,s— ocoas z— —1, and defining the age parameter as

o = tH, we obtain the initial value problem

oo 2[16csa(s) + 3N 4
) = N Baals =1 " 3xap) 6 (83)
t'(s) = t(s)/a(s), (84)
a(0) : = ag = toHo, t(0) = to. (85)

The above system has the exact solution

2 6
Oé(S) - ; M 7& ﬁ? (86>

m

where «(0) := ag = = = tgH, implies m = 2/(ap). So, integrating under the initial condition

2
t(0) = ty, we obtain t(s) = toes, and, therefore
H(s) = a(s)t(s)™! = Hye % = H(z) = Hy(1+ 2)%. (87)

Finally, from equation (25)), we have the effective matter sources:

30°+V(9) 200(3ap — pp — 6) +4(n — 1)
Q=20 VO : , (89)
3H ap [2app + 3ag(ag — 5) — p? + b — 2]
and
Qx = Dprace + Qap + O | et s
X - — 9é&fracc GB GB, fracc — 3H2
o [2uan + 3ag(ag — 5) — p? + 5p — 2]
with
Qy +Qx =1, (90)
where, for this scaling solution, the scalar field behaves as dark matter, say

and the extra terms Qgace + Qg + 0GB, frace Mimics dark energy (2.
To compare with the fractional cosmological model, we also constraint the ACDM model

whose respective theoretical Hubble parameter is given by

H = Hy\[ Qo1+ 22 + 1~ Q. (92)
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whose respective parameter space is @ = (Hy, Q0)-
For this scaling solution , we have that 4 and {2x are constants. Therefore,

200(3ap — pp —6) +4(p — 1)

1—
ap [2aop + 3ag(ag — 5) — p? + 5 — 2]

— meo. (93)

Hence, we have two solutions

1

fe = 2060(Qm70 — ].)

{ao(an(Qm@ - ].) + E)Qm’o - 7) +4

000 (1605620 = 1? = 800(5000 = 7)(Sna = } (94)

2 0(170n0 — 86) + T3) + 8(36%n0 — 5)] + 16

Therefore, we use a Bayesian analysis to obtain the best-fit values of €2, and oy, and

substitute in the previous expressions to obtain the physical values of .

5.2. Cosmic Chronometers

To constrain the model with CC, we consider the data set of Ref. [166], which consists
of 31 data points in the redshift range 0.0708 < z < 1.965. These Hubble data points are
obtained by the differential age method, which is a model-independent method [167]. Hence,
the merit function for the CC data is constructed as

Vi =3 [t 0] (9)

O' .
i—1 H;i

where H; is the observational Hubble parameter at redshift z; with an associated error o ;,
all of them provided by the CC sample, Hy;, is the theoretical Hubble parameter at the same
redshift, and @ encompasses the free parameters of the model.

Note that the same theoretical Hubble parameter gives both analytical solutions of
interest for the cosmological constraint, according to the Eq. whose parameter space is
0 = (Hy, o). Therefore, we consider for our MCMC analysis the flat priors 0.55 < h < 0.85

and 0.5 < ap < 2.5, where h is the reduced Hubble constant according to the expression

Hy, = 100]§\anjh. We also constraint the ACDM model as a further comparison, whose
respective theoretical Hubble parameter is given by , whose respective parameter space
is @ = (Ho, ), for which we consider the same prior on A as in the fractional cosmology,

plus the flat prior 0 < 2,0 < 1.
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5.3. Type la supernovae

For the SNe Ia data, we consider the Pantheon+ sample [168], which consists of 1701
data points in the redshift range 0.001 < z < 2.26, whose respective merit function can be

conveniently constructed in matrix notation (denoted by bold symbols) as
Xéne = AD(z,60, M)'C'AD(z, 60, M), (96)

where [AD(z,0,M)|, = mp; — M — ju(2;,0) and C = Cg,y + Cyys, with C the total
uncertainty covariance matrix. The matrices Cgoy and Cgys account for the statistical and
systematic uncertainties, respectively. The quantity pu;, = mp,; — M corresponds to the
observational distance modulus of the Pantheon+ sample, which is obtained by a modified
version of Trip’s formula [169] and the BBC (BEAMS with Bias Corrections) approach [170].
In contrast, mp; is the corrected apparent B-band magnitude of a fiducial SNe Ia at redshift
z;, and M is the fiducial magnitude of an SNe Ia, which must be jointly estimated with the
free parameters of the model under study.

The theoretical distance modulus for a spatially flat FLRW spacetime is given by
dL(Zia 0)
5, 0) =51 ———= | + 25, 97
fin(zi, 0) 0810 [ Mpc + (97)
with dp(z;,0) the luminosity distance given by

Zq dZ/
dp(z,0) =c 1—|—zi/ _, 98
a8 =elt2) [ (98)

where c is the speed of light given in units of km/s.

In principle, there is a degeneration between M and H,. Hence, to constraint H, using
SNe Ia data alone, it is necessary to include the SHOES (Supernovae and H, for the Equation
of State of the dark energy program) Cepheid host distance anchors, with a merit function
of the form

Xeepheid = ADcepheid (M)' C ™ ADceppeia (M) (99)

where [ADcepheid (M)]; = pi (M) — £8P with PP the Cepheid calibrated host-galaxy

]

distance obtained by SHOES [I7I]. So, we use the Cepheid distances as the “theory model”

Cepheid
7

to calibrate M, considering that the difference p; (M) — p is sensitive to M and largely

insensitive to other parameters of the cosmological model. Considering the total uncertainty
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covariance matrix for Cepheid is contained in the total uncertainty covariance matrix C, we

can define the merit function for the SNe la data as
Xene = AD'(2,0, M)IC'AD' (2,0, M), (100)

where

Cepheid
mp; — M — p;

; i € Cepheid host
AD’; = . (101)
mp; — M — pun(2;,0) otherwise
For the nuisance parameter M, we consider the flat prior —20 < M < —18 in our MCMC

analysis.

5.4. Gravitational lensing

When a background object (the source) is lensed due to the gravitational force of an
intervening massive body (the lens), it is obtained the generation of multiple images. There-
fore, the light rays emitted from the source will take different paths through space-time at
different image positions and arrive at the observer at different times. In this sense, the time
delay of two different images k£ and | depends on the mass distribution along the line of sight
of the lensing object and can be calculated as

D¢ | (6% — B)?
c 2

o~ B ] (102

where ¢, and ¢; are the angular position of the images, 3 is the angular position of the source,
¥(¢r) and ¥ (¢;) are the lens potential at the image positions, and D, is the “time-delay

distance”, which is theoretically given by the expression [172]

dA,l (Z[, O)dA,s(Zsu 0)
das(zis, 0) 7

where the subscripts [, s, and [s stand for the lens, the source, and between the lens and the

D%(z,0) = (1+ z) (103)

source, respectively, z = (2, 2,5, 215), and d 4 ; is the angular diameter distance, which can be

written in terms of the luminosity distance as dp(z;,0) = da;(1+z)* or

da;(z,0) (104)

c = d
T (1t / Hy(.60)
In this paper, we consider the gravitational lensing compilation provided by the HOLICOW
collaboration [I73], which consists of six lensed quasars: B1608+656 [174], SDSS 1206+4332
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[175], WFI12033-4723 [176], RXJ1131-1231, HE 0435-1223, and PG 1115-080 [I77]; whose
respective merit function can be constructed as

6 2
D i Dth Z;, (7]
XL = [ aui— Dyilz,8) 7 (105)

i=1 UDAt 7i

where Da;; is the observational time-delay distance of the lensed quasar at redshift z; =
(2143 2543 215,1) With an associated error op,,; (for more details see Ref. [I73]). It is important
to note that, for z — 0, the angular diameter distance tends to dqa — cz/Hy and,
therefore, the gravitational lensing data of the HOLICOW collaboration is sensitive to Hy,

with a weak dependency on other cosmological parameters.

5.5. Black hole shadows

The BHS data is of interest to study our local universe since their dynamic is quite simple
and can be seen as standard rulers if the angular size redshift «, the relation between the size
of the shadow and the mass of the supermassive black hole that produces it, is established
[178]. In this paper, we are interested in two measures: the first one was made on the
M87* supermassive black hole by The Event Horizon Telescope Collaboration [I79)] (the first
detection of a BHS) and the second one correspond to the detection of Sagittarius A* (Sgr
A*) [180].

Light rays curve around its event horizon in a black hole (BH), creating a ring with a
black spot center, the so-called shadow of the BH. The angular radius of the BHS for a
Schwarzschild (SH) BH at redshift z; is given by
B 3\/§m

da(z;,0)
where d4(z;, 0) is given by Eq. (note that the sub-index j is not necessary in this case)

asw (2i,0) (106)

and m = GMpg/c? is the mass parameter of the BH, with Mpg the mass of the BH in solar
masses units and G the gravitational constant.

It is common to write Eq. in terms of the shadow radius agp(z;, 0) = Rsp/da(z:,0),
where Rgy = 3v/3G Mgy /c? (the speed of light is given in units of m/s in this case). Therefore,
the merit function for the BHS data can be constructed as

Voms = 3o |20 (107)

O’ .
i=1 o
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where «; is the observational angular radius of the BHS at redshift z; with an associated
erTor o,;. It is important to note that for z — 0 the angular radius tends to
asy — RsyHy/cz and, therefore, as well as in the gravitational lensing data, the BHS data
is sensitive to Hy, with a weak dependency on other cosmological parameters. On the other

hand, we divide Eq. (106]) by a factor of 1.496 x 10! to obtain agy in units of uas.

5.6. Results and discussion

In Table [, we present the total number of steps and the correlation time for the free
parameters space of the ACDM and the fractional cosmology. In Table [T we present their
respective best-fit values at 1o CL and x?2,, criteria. In Figs. and [13] we depict the
posterior 1D distribution and joint marginalized regions of the free parameters space of the
ACDM and fractional cosmologies at 1o, 20 (95.5%), and 30 (99.7%) CL, respectively. These
results were obtained by the MCMC analysis described in §5| for the SNe Ia, SNe Ia+CC,
and SNe Ia4+CC+GL+BHS (joint) data.

Data Total steps Teom

h Qmo ag M
ACDM cosmology
SNe Ia 1250 24.3 22.7 e 24.3
SNe [a+CC 1300 25.2 24.3 e 25.0
joint 1350 23.4 24.6 e 23.6
Fractional cosmology

SNe Ia 1300 24.5 e 25.0 24.6
SNe [a+CC 1600 25.0 e 26.3 25.5
joint 1350 24.8 e 23.0 24.3

TABLE I: Total number of steps and autocorrelation time 7., for the free parameters space
of the ACDM and the fractional cosmology, respectively. These values were obtained when
the convergence test described in §5|is fulfilled for an MCMC analysis with 100 chains and
the flat priors 0.55 < h < 0.85, 0 < €2,,0 < 1, 0.5 < g < 2.5, and —20 < M < —18. This

information is provided so that our results are replicable.
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Best-fit values

Data
h Qm’o (674}

2
Xmin

ACDM cosmology
SNe Ia  0.734 £0.010 0.333 £ 0.018
SNe Ia+CC 0.719 £ 0.009 0.314 £+ 0.016
Joint  0.724 £ 0.008 0.311 £+ 0.016

—19.25 £ 0.03 1523
—19.30 £ 0.03 1547
—19.28 £+ 0.02 1681

Fractional cosmology

SNe Ia  0.729 £ 0.010 e 1.41 +0.06 —19.25 + 0.03 1532

SNe Ia+CC 0.717 £ 0.009

1.39£0.05 —19.28 + 0.02 1564

Joint 0.712 £ 0.007 e 1.38 £0.05 —19.29 £ 0.02 1706

TABLE II: Best-fit values and 2, criteria of the ACDM and the fractional cosmology
respectively, for the SNe Ia, SNe Ia+CC, and SNe la+CC+GL+BHS (joint) data. The

uncertainties presented correspond to 1o CL.
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FIG. 12: Posterior 1D distribution and joint marginalized regions of the free parameters
space of the ACDM cosmology for the SNe Ia, SNe Ia+CC, and SNe Ia+CC-+GL+BHS
(joint) data. The admissible joint regions correspond to 1o, 20, and 30 CL, respectively. The

best-fit values for each model free parameter are shown in Table |E|
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FIG. 13: Posterior 1D distribution and joint marginalized regions of the free parameters
space of the fractional cosmology for the SNe Ia, SNe Ia+CC, and SNe Ia+CC+GL+BHS
(joint) data. The admissible joint regions correspond to 1o, 20, and 30 CL, respectively. The

best-fit values for each model free parameter are shown in Table H

In Table[[T, we can see that the ACDM model exhibits lower values of the X2, criteria
compared to the scaling solution explored in this paper. However, it is essential to note that
this solution does not fully represent the behavior of the fractional cosmology studied in this
paper. It only provides an approximate solution to the complete picture. Therefore, the
constraint presented in the table offers insights into the ability of this fractional cosmology
to describe the observed Universe. An explanation of this behavior can be seen in Figure
[14], where we depict the Hubble parameter for the ACDM cosmology and the fractional
cosmology for the exponential potential as a function of the redshift z. The figure shows
that the solution can only mimic the ACDM model at a redshift z < 0.5. From this point,

the solutions are moving away, with the differences being greater when the redshift increases.
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FIG. 14: Theoretical Hubble parameter for the ACDM cosmology (red dashed line) and
the fractional cosmology for the exponential potential (solid blue line) as a function of the
redshift z, contrasted with the CC sample. The shaded curve represents the confidence
regions of the Hubble parameter at a 10 CL. The figure was obtained using the chains of the
MCMC procedure described in §5| for the joint analysis.

To reconstruct the other parameters that characterized the solution, we use the chains
obtained in our MCMC analysis described in §5| for the fractional cosmology in the case of
the joint analysis. Following this line, considering that a = 2/m, we obtain at 1o CL the
value m = 1.44 £+ 0.05. Also, considering that ay = tgHy, we obtain at 1o CL the value
to = 19.0 £ 0.7 [Gyr|]. On the other hand, to infer the value of u for the scaling solution
obtained for the exponential potential, we also consider the chains obtained in our MCMC
analysis described in §5| for the ACDM model in the case of the joint analyzing. Therefore,
from Eq. , we obtain the approximated values p = 1.491 and p = 4.974.

Focusing on the observational suitable solution for the joint analysis, in Figure [15] we
depict the deceleration parameter for the fractional cosmology obtained for the exponential
potential as a function of the redshift z, with an error band at 10 CL. We also depict the
deceleration parameter for the ACDM cosmology as a reference model. From this figure, we
can conclude that this solution only represents an always expanding solution and does not
exhibit a transition between a decelerated solution and an accelerated one as the ACDM
model. The deceleration parameter for this fractional solution is constant and given by

q=—1+ay', with a value at 10 CL of ¢y = —0.28 & 0.03 at the current time, i.e., this
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solution also represents a less accelerated solution than the ACDM cosmology at the current
time. Nevertheless, we must again emphasize that this solution is only a particular solution
and does not represent the complete picture of fractional cosmology. This solution sheds some
light on the capability of fractional cosmology in describing the cosmological background
where, as we can see, we can obtain an accelerated solution at the current time without

invoking some dark energy.

0.49= === __ -=- ACDM
It S +lo
J SS —— Model
0.2 \\\ 1o
X +
~
\\
0.0 1 N
N NN
[S3 \\\
—0.2 1 A3
\
\\\
—-0.4 N
\
\
\
-0.6

2.0 15 1.0 0.5

FIG. 15: Deceleration parameters for the ACDM cosmology (red dashed line) and the
fractional cosmology for the exponential potential (solid blue line) as a function of the
redshift z. The shaded curves represent the confidence region of the deceleration parameter
at a 1o CL. The figure was obtained using the chains of the MCMC procedure described in
ﬁ for the joint analysis.

Finally, we construct the HO(z) diagnostic [I8T] for the observational suitable fractional
solution, which can give us insights about the possibility of alleviating the H, tension.

Following this line, the HO(z) diagnostic is defined by

HO(2) = H(2)/y/ Qo1+ 2)* +1 = Q. (108)

where the Hubble parameter is obtained numerically by H(z) = Hy,(2) as we explained before.
So, in Figure we depict the HO diagnostic for the ACDM cosmology and the fractional
solution as a function of the redshift z, with an error band at 10 CL. This figure shows that
at redshift z > 0.5 (the same redshift where both models are moving away according to

Figure , the value of HO for the fractional cosmology presents a running to values lower
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than Hy = 74.03 + 1.42 ’?\%687 obtained by model-independent measurements of cepheid [I82].

Therefore, fractional cosmology can be a suitable framework to alleviate the H, tension.

75 A

/ —-—- ACDM

55 1
/ +lo
50 - / —— Model

*lo

2.0 15 1.0 0.5

FIG. 16: HO diagnostics for the ACDM cosmology (red dashed line) and the fractional
cosmology for the exponential potential (solid blue line) as a function of the redshift z. The
shaded curve represents the confidence regions of the HO diagnostic at a 1o CL. The figure

was obtained using the chains of the MCMC procedure described in §5| for the joint analysis.

6. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we introduced a new theory called fractional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet scalar
field gravity, which has significant implications for cosmology. We derived a modified
Friedmann and Klein-Gordon equations using fractional calculus to change the gravitational
action integral in §2 Our research reveals non-trivial solutions associated with exponential
potential, exponential couplings to the Gauss-Bonnet term, and logarithmic scalar field.
Ultimately, we obtained late-time accelerating power-law solutions for the scale factor and
Hubble parameter with inverse time power-law expansion in We reveal the structure of
the phase space by employing linear stability theory and analyze the dynamical effects of
the Gauss-Bonnet couplings. The stability analysis of the solutions is a crucial aspect of our
research, which was performed in §4] where we presented a reconstruction procedure for the
potential and the coupling functions. To reconstruct the other parameters that characterized
the solution, we used the chains obtained in our MCMC analysis described in §5| for the

fractional cosmology in the case of the joint analysis. Following this line, considering that
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a = 2/m, we obtained at 1o CL the value m = 1.44 £+ 0.05. Also, considering that ag = toHy
in both solutions, we obtained at 1o CL the value ¢ty = 19.0 & 0.7 [Gyr|. On the other hand,
to infer the value of p for the scaling solution obtained for the exponential potential, we also
considered the chains obtained in our MCMC analysis described in §5| for the ACDM model
in the case of the joint analyzing. Therefore, from Eq. , we obtained the approximated
values = 1.491 and p = 4.974.

Focusing on the observational suitable solution for the joint analysis, we depicted the
deceleration parameter for the fractional cosmology obtained for the exponential potential as
a function of the redshift z, with an error band at 1o CL. We used the ACDM cosmology
as a reference model. We concluded that this solution represents a constantly expanding
solution and does not exhibit a transition from a decelerated solution to an accelerated one
as the ACDM model. The deceleration parameter for this fractional solution is constant and
given by ¢ = —1+ oy, with a value at 1o CL of gy = —0.28 & 0.03 at the current time, i.e.,
this solution also represents a less accelerated solution than the ACDM cosmology at the
current time. Nevertheless, we must again emphasize that this solution is only a particular
solution and does not represent the complete picture of fractional cosmology. This solution
sheds some light on the capability of fractional cosmology in describing the cosmological
background where, as we can see, we can obtain an accelerated solution at the current time
without invoking some dark energy.

Finally, we construct the HO(z) diagnostic [I81] for the observational suitable fractional
solution, which gave us insights about the possibility of alleviating the Hj tension. Following
this line, the HO(z) diagnostic (108)), where the Hubble parameter is obtained numerically by
H(z) = H(z). We depicted the HO diagnostic for the ACDM cosmology and the fractional
solution as a function of the redshift z, with an error band at 10 CL. We have shown that

at redshift z > 0.5, the value of HO for the fractional cosmology presents a running to

values lower than Hy = 74.03 &+ 1.42 17;1{657 obtained by model-independent measurements of
cepheid [182]. Therefore, fractional cosmology can be a suitable framework to alleviate the
Hj tension.

Summarizing, our model presents several classes of equilibrium points corresponding
to different cosmological scenarios, such as accelerated and scaling solutions. The scaling

behavior at some equilibrium points revealed that the geometric corrections in the coupling

to the Gauss-Bonnet scalar can mimic the behavior of the dark sector in modified gravity.
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Our results generalize and significantly improve previous achievements in the literature,
highlighting the practical implications of fractional calculus in Cosmology and the potential
of our theory to alleviate the constant tension of the Hubble, offering hope for future research

in this area.
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Appendix A: Variational equations

We start with an action defined as [162]

1 o -
S = 7 / £.(0,4:(60), 4s(6), 3(6)) (7 — 6)~" b, (A1)

where ¢;(0), ¢;(6) means integer order derivatives with respect to the argument 6.
To obtain the equations of motion of the fields, we do the infinitesimal transformation of
the fields
¢ — G +0q;, 0L = L(q; + 0q;) — L(q;). (A2)

Then, we write the variation of the action:

1 ! pu—1 pu—1
F—M)/o [(6L) (T — )"~ + L5((r — ) )] db

68 = (
1 T oL oL oL
= — —(514——(514‘—51 T—@‘ul:| d@
F(u)/o Kﬁqi BT 06T a4, q>< )

(A3)
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We can integrate by parts:

ToL oL

d
— ) 15¢; dh = —0)* 15 / — — )| 5¢; db A4
("2 oy o = S - i [ —or] awan an
ToL oL d
— (1 — 0)"16G; db = — / do { —0 “1] d¢; do
o O (r =6y 4 94 (= do | 9g; ) K
d [0L oL 4
= -0 0)F18¢; A
de[a< - } -l )
d*> oL
— | = (gL )
+/O TE [361; (1 —0) } dq; db.
Therefore, the variation of the action can be written as
1 (oL d [0L d*> [OL
- _pw1_ _ g1 - —_ )1 ,
’ F(M)/o {3% (r=9) db [aCJi (r=9) } - do? {85]% (r=9) }}5% w
T T (A6)
oL d [oL oL
/Y o SO oy /Y ) — 154
+ {aq'i (1t —0) 7 {&'j (t—0) } }5(]1 0 + a3, (1 —0)" ¢ 0

Then, assuming that dg; is zero at the lower end, d¢;(0) = 0, we have the equations of motion:

oL d 0L d> oL
_pwt _ Pl - —_ O\ =
90 (1—0) [aq_i (1 —0) ] + e [8@- (1 —0) ] 0. (AT)

de
For the more general case where the Lagrangian depends on derivatives of up to order

n of the generalized coordinates, the same procedure can be used to show that, through
successive integration by parts, alternating signs emerge and the derivatives of order k£ are as

follows:

7

%(-N% 881—(%)(7—9)“—1 0. (AS)

In our particular case, n = 2 for the generalized coordinate ;.

Appendix B: Stability analysis of power-law solutions

In general, when we have an ordinary differential equation

F(t,zﬁ(t),@&(t),zl}(t),...) —0, (B1)

where ¢ is the independent variable and 1) (¢) is the dependent variable; we can provide the
analysis of the stability of the solution ¥,(t) in the interval 0 < ¢ < oo using similar methods

as in [159, [160] and [161]. Defining the new time variable

t=ce€",—00 < T < 00, (B2)
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such that ¢t — 0 as 7 — —oco and ¢t — co as 7 — 00, as well as the ratio
o)

Ys(T)’
where (1) = ¢ (e7) and (7)) = 1s(e7) given. Notice that evaluated at ¢s(7) we have u = 1,
therefore, defining ¢ = L) _ 1 the solution is shifted to e = 0. Let

u(r) (B3)

¥s(T)
dvp
=27 B4
w=2 (B1)
then,
i dr / A =27 (1! /
b= S = e = e (- ). (85)
Therefore, the equation becomes
G(ryu(r),u (r),d" (1),...) =0. (B6)
According to (59)), v(t) satisfies
@5201+02ﬁ+c3%, (B7)

2 t
where c¢q, ¢y, and c3 are the constants. Additionally, given the solution found for the

exponential potential, , the critical solution (63) can be expressed as:

Ve(t) = cut?, (B8)

where ¢4 is also a constant.

Thus, replacing v, ¥, and ¢, (B7) becomes

e T [W'(1) = (7)) = 1 + coe () + cze Y (1), (B9)
That is,
V(1) = c1e® + catp(r) + (e3 + 1) Y (7). (B10)
Using the definition of €, we see that
(1) = (e(r) + Dtbe(7),
(1) = (T)e(r) + (e(7) + Dtbe(7), (B11)
(1) = e"(T)e(T) + 26" () (7) + (e(7) + D (7).
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Therefore,
e+ 28" A (e + DY = 1€’ +eale + Db + (e + 1) [Ehe + (e + 1)) . (B12)
Equation can be written as

"o+ 260y + ey + [V — c1e” — exthe — (e5 + 1)U ] = costbe + (c5 + 1) (€' + )

. /

~
=0, 1. (7) satisfies (B10J.

(B13)

Due to ¥.(7) being a non-trivial particular solution of equation (B10|), the term inside squared
brackets on the left-hand side of (B13|) is zero. After simplification, we acquire

!/ " /
e’ + 25’% + e% = coe + (3 + 1) (5’ - 5%) : (B14)
Note that
Ve(T) = 4, YL(T) = 2¢4€®™ (1) = dcge®. (B15)
Therefore,
w/ ¢//
e =2 e =4, B16
U U (B16)
Hence, by reducing terms, we have
€' =¢'(c5 — 3) + e(ea + 2¢5 — 2). (B17)
Defining v = &', we have the linear system
e'=v, v =¢e(ca+2c3—2)+v(cs—3), (B18)

that was investigated using dynamical systems tools in §4] for the choice of the constants:

m [pu(—pm +m+4) — 22] + 12
2 Y

Cl:%[m(—4u+(u—2)(u—1)m+18)—12],c2: -

5 2 1 o[ 2m(3X\*+m) 43
c3 = —— |,ca=—=m :
3 o) 706" \ N [(n—6)m + 2]
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