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We experience some challenges in general gravitational theory owing to Einstein to explain late
time acceleration of universe. To address this issue, geometric components of gravity have been
modified in quite a few occasions to have a more general structure with some freedom. One such
approach is to change the geometric components of gravity where gravitational interaction is denoted
by Q, Q being the non metricity. In our work, we have considered symmetric teleparallel gravity
i.e, modified the geometry with the help of non-metricity Q or f(Q) gravity. We have considered
a specific form f(Q) which is nothing but the linear combination of Q and αQn, n ̸= 1, where Q
is coupled with Lagrangian matter. Forming the autonomous system from governing equations and
then solving it, we have tried to analyze the nature of universe using dynamical system analysis.
We have studied the behavior of the universe under several circumstances. Then, We have studied
the stability around critical points and considering the recent observational data available for some
cosmological parameters, feasible solutions are noted which depicts late time acceleration. We can
see that f(Q) gravity model can be considered as alternative model to ΛCDM model.

I. INTRODUCTION:

Recent observational findings [1, 2] on late time
acceleration of current universe[3] have posed some
theoretical challenges to gravitational theories. Al-
though the general theory of relativity is the most
successful theory of last century for the description of
gravitational interaction, it has been also struggling with
several limitations like flatness, initial singularity etc.
A satisfactory answer requires more generalized theory
of gravity involving more general geometric structures.
Thus, extended theories of gravity [4, 5] have been
developed.

Extended theories of gravitation [6] have been made
through several modifications in Einstein’s theory[7, 8]
and in general these modified theories will have Gen-
eral Relativity as a particular case. These theories are
developed by modifying Einstein Hilbert action which
yields Einstein filed equations and these modifications
created interest amongst scientific community as scien-
tists thought that it would be useful at scales close to
Plank scale which is at very early universe near black
hole singularity. But eventually, it provided a significant
breakthrough in studying universe at low energies i.e,
at large scale in late universe. Alternative gravitational
theories are nothing but the attempts in introducing semi
classical schemes in which most of the useful features of
General Relativity can be identified.

Recent observational data depicts that approximate
proportion of ordinary baryonic matter, dark matter
and dark energy is respectively 4 %, 20% and 76%
[9–11]. Dark matter has the clustering property like
ordinary matter but dark energy is not describable in
that way. Both of them can be distinguished through
energy conditions[12].

In between two accelerated epoch there are deceler-
ated expansion, radiation and matter dominated eras.
Proportion of matter and energy in universe which
are supported by observational data is astonishing.
Cosmological observations suggests that ΛCDM model
is the best fitted model till date with some anomalies.
To alleviate those anomalies in ΛCDM model, other
different cosmological models like Quintessence, K-
essence, Coupled dark energy, Unified dark energy, f(R),
f(R,T) etc models have been studied extensively i.e, to
resolve these issues, models have been developed in two
approaches. In Einstein field equations, we are aware
that there are two parts, one is matter part and another
is gravity part. Some of the scientists have focused
in modifying the matter part [13–18] and others were
involved in modifying the gravity part [19–22]. Thus
modifications in gravity[23–25] is a different approach
and interesting way to explain universe’s late time
accelerated expansion whose limiting conditions can be
obtained as General Relativity(GR).

We know that gravitational phenomena is represented
by curved spacetime. Along with curvature, torsion and
non metricity are associated with the connections of a
metric space. In standard General Relativity which is
due to Einstein, both non metricity and torsion vanish
and in this framework, Ricci curvature R is the basic
block of spacetime. Another approach is that where
gravity is described by torsion T only. A third alter-
native representation is developed on a flat spacetime
without curvature and torsion, where non metricity Q
represents the gravitational interaction, known as the
symmetric teleparallel gravity. It is to be remembered
that non metricity is the property of connection, not
of the manifold. Jimenez et al.[26] have developed the
symmetric teleparallel gravity into f(Q) gravity.
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We have considered here cosmological model where
gravitational interactions are represented by non-
metricity Q which has been taken into account for
gravitational modifications. So, we are considering
newly proposed symmetric teleparallel f(Q) gravity[27–
42] where Q is non-metricity [43–45].

One key problem in the theory of gravity remains in
finding the analytical or numerical solutions as there are
lot of non linear terms in the field equations. That’s
why it is very difficult to find the analytical solutions of
the field equations obtained from different cosmological
models. Dynamical system analysis[46] is such a tool
[47, 48] which we can use to understand the qualitative
nature of the physical system which is governed by
the field equations which obtained from a specific
cosmological model.
In Dynamical system analysis[49], the field equations are
transformed into first order autonomous system of ordi-
nary differential equations. The stability conditions are
analysed around the critical points which are obtained
from the system of aforesaid differential equations and
then by finding linearized jacobian matrix around those
points and studying the respective eigen values.

Our motivation for this work is to incorporate late
time cosmic acceleration for some functional forms of
f(Q) which we have considered as a combination of f1(Q)
and f2(Q), and analysing stability of the model. We all
are aware that the equation of state parameter plays an
important role in predicting different fluid description of
universe. Similarly some other cosmological parameters
play major roles in describing the evolution of universe.
So here we shall be considering current observational
data [50–56] of different cosmological parameters for
analysing the model.

In this paper, we have discussed basic tools of f(Q)
gravity in Section-II, implementations of f(Q) gravity in
FRW spacetime in Section-III, formation of autonomous
system and analysis of critical points in Section-IV,
conclusion in Section-V.

II. BASIC TOOLS OF f(Q) GRAVITY:

General theory of gravity is based on metric theory
and in this case connection is symmetric and metric
dependent. However, different approaches can be con-
sidered to characterize the space-time. One of such
type of approaches is to consider symmetric teleparallel
(
∫
d4x

√
−gQ)action instead of normal Einstein-Hilbert

action. Here the modified gravity theory is dependent on
nonlinear extension of non-metric scalar Q and the corre-
sponding gravity theory is noted as f(Q) gravity theory.
In this work, we consider the action for matter
coupling[57] in f(Q) gravity with the help of two func-

tions which is defined by [58]

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g[

1

2
f1(Q) + f2(Q)LM ] (1)

where g is the determinant of the metric, f1(Q) and f2(Q)
are two arbitrary functions of the non metricity Q, LM

is the Lagrangian function for the matter field.
Here the non-metricity tensor and the traces are

Qαβγ = ∇αgβγ (2)

Qα = Qβ
α β , Q̃α = Qα

αβ (3)

Superpotential can be introduced as a function of non
metric tensor with the following equation

4Pα
βγ = −Qα

βγ +2Q(βαγ) −Qαgβγ − Q̃αgβγ − δα
(βQγ ) (4)

where the trace of the nonmetricity tensor takes the form

Q = −QαβγP
αβγ (5)

For simplicity, let us consider the following equations

f = f1(Q) + 2f2(Q)LM (6)

F = f
′

1(Q) + 2f
′

2(Q)LM (7)

where (′) signifies the derivatives of the functions f1(Q)
and f2(Q) with respect to Q.
To identify the fluid description of the space-time,
energy-momentum tensor can be introduced as

Tβγ = − 2√
−g

δ(
√
−gLM )

δgβγ
(8)

By varying the action, considered in equation (1) with
respect to the metric tensor, following gravitational field
equation can be obtained

2√
−g

∇α(
√
−gFPα

βγ) +
1

2
gβγf1

+F (PβµνQ
µν

γ − 2QµνβP
µν
γ ) = −f2Tβγ

(9)

Now, equation (9) can be used for different cosmological
applications in f(Q) modified gravity.

III. IMPLEMENTATION OF f(Q) GRAVITY IN
FRW SPACE-TIME:

For exploring several cosmological implementation,we
consider the isotropic, homogeneous, spatially flat line
element as

ds2 = −N2(t)dt2 + a2(t)δijdx
idxj (10)

Here N(t) denotes the lapse function and in the present
case due to usual time reparametrization freedom, we
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may impose N = 1 in any time. δij denotes Kronecker
delta and i, j run over the spatial components.
Now, it is customary to define expansion and dilation
parameters as

H =
ȧ

a
and T =

Ṅ

N
(11)

In this current line element, the non-metricity Q is ob-
tained as

Q = 6H2 (12)

Here, we shall be considering standard perfect fluid mat-
ter whose energy-momentum tensor, given by (8) is diag-
onal. So, the gravitational field equation (9) will imply
here two generalized Friedman equations obtained as

f2ρ =
f1
2

− 6F
H2

N2
(13)

−f2p =
f1
2

− 2

N2
[(Ḟ − FT )H + F (Ḣ + 3H2)] (14)

Here ρ is the energy density and p is the pressure of the
fluid content in the space-time. It is very trivial to verify
that by putting f1 = −Q and f2 = 1 = −F , the aforesaid
Friedman equations (13) and (14) reduce to the standard
Friedman equations.
The continuity equation for motion for matter field can
be derived from (13) and (14) as

ρ̇+ 3H(ρ+ p) = −6f
′

2H

f2N2
(Ḣ −HT )(LM + ρ) (15)

From (15), the standard continuity equation can be de-
rived by substituting LM = −ρ as

ρ̇+ 3H(ρ+ p) = 0 (16)

This is now compatible in accordance with the homoge-
neous and isotropic nature of the universe.
Here, we shall be proceeding with N = 1. As, we
are working in the framework of standard Friedman-
Robertson-walker (FRW) geometry, dilation parameter
T and the non-metricity Q are transformed to

T = 0 and Q = 6H2 (17)

respectively. Hence the equations (13) and (14) can be
reframed as

3H2 =
f2
2F

(−ρ+
f1
2f2

) (18)

Ḣ + 3H2 +
Ḟ

F
H =

f2
2F

(p+
f1
2f2

) (19)

IV. FORMATION OF AUTONOMOUS SYSTEM
AND STABILITY ANALYSIS BY DYNAMICAL

SYSTEM APPROACH:

In this section, we confine ourselves to the dynamical
system approach to analyse the stability of the system
using linearized Jacobian matrix owing to Jacobi. We
consider two arbitrary functions of the non metricity Q
as

f1(Q) = αQn, n ̸= 1 and f2(Q) = Q (20)

Here α and n are arbitrary constants.

Let us introduce following dimensionless variables

x = −−ρf2
QF

and y =
f1

2QF
(21)

A. Autonomous system with equation of state
parameter

Let us also consider the equation of state parameter
p = ρ ω where ρ is the energy density and p is the pres-
sure of fluid content in the space-time. Using equations
(21) and (17), in the gravitational field equations (18)
and (19) and continuity equation (16), we can formulate
following system of autonomous equations

x
′
= −11

3
ϵx− 3xω − 3xy + 3ωx2 (22)

y
′
= −yϵ(2n− 1)− 3y2 + 3xyω + 3y (23)

Here(′) denotes the derivative with respect to η = ln a
and

ϵ = − Ḣ

H2
= q + 1 (24)

where q is the deceleration parameter.
At the very beginning, by introducing dimensionless vari-
ables, introduced in equation (21), we have obtained au-
tonomous system of equations in (22) and (23). From
the aforesaid system we have obtained three set of criti-
cal points(in Table-I) through solutions of

x
′
= 0, y

′
= 0 (25)

Apart from the first point (0, 0), other two points are
denoted by deceleration parameter, q(in equation (24),
n and equation of state parameter, ω. By varying the
values of these parameters, we have considered different
cases for the aforesaid critical points and analyzed the
stability of the universe in the current late time acceler-
ation epoch. We have formed the linearized matrix and
obtained the corresponding eigen values with respect to
the critical points. Then considering different values of
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the parameters supported by current observational data,
we have done the stability analysis with respect to the
critical points locally.
Solving the above autonomous problem by framing a lin-
earized Jacobian matrix

J =

(−11
3 ϵ− 3ω − 3y + 6ωx −3x

3yω −ϵ(2n− 1)− 6y + 3xω + 3

)
for three hyperbolic critical points, eigen values cor-

responding to those critical points are found which are
represented in table-I.

Critical points(x, y) Eigen values
(0, 0) 3− ϵ(2n− 1),− 11

3
ϵ− 3ω

( 1.22ϵ+ω
ω

, 0) 11
3
ϵ+ 3ω, 11

3
ϵ+ 3ω − ϵ(2n− 1) + 3

(0, 0.33ϵ− 0.67ϵn+ 1) 2.01ϵn− 3ω − 4.66ϵ− 3, 4ϵn− 2ϵ− ϵ(2n− 1)− 3

TABLE I. Set of critical points and corresponding eigen val-
ues.

Here critical points and the corresponding eigen values
depend on the predefined parameters ϵ = q+1, ω and n.
Now, we shall be doing explicit stability analysis around
those critical points. Critical points will vary with the
value of above parameters. We have taken q in the range
of −0.48 to −0.55 as prescribed in [33, 52, 59]. For vary-
ing n, we can find a form of f(Q) for stable universe.
Critical point (0, 0) and the eigen values corresponding
to q and n are given in table-II.

No q ϵ n point Eigen Value
P1 -0.53 0.47 2 (0,0) 1.59 ,-1.72-3ω
P2 -0.53 0.47 3 (0,0) 0.65 ,-1.72-3ω
P3 -0.53 0.47 4 (0,0) -0.29 ,-1.72-3ω
P4 -0.53 0.47 5 (0,0) -1.23 ,-1.72-3ω
P5 -0.53 0.47 6 (0,0) -2.17 ,-1.72-3ω
P6 -0.48 0.52 2 (0,0) 1.44,-1.90-3ω
P7 -0.48 0.52 3 (0,0) 0.4,-1.90-3ω
P8 -0.48 0.52 4 (0,0) -0.64,-1.90-3ω
P9 -0.48 0.52 5 (0,0) -1.68,-1.90-3ω
P10 -0.48 0.52 6 (0,0) -2.72,-1.90-3ω

TABLE II. For q = −0.53, q = −0.48 and for n=2, 3, 4, 5, 6,
this table shows eigen values corresponding to the stationary
point (0, 0). Here the eigen values depend on the value of
equation of state ω.

According to Table-II, we can clearly observe that
For q = −0.53:

I. For n = 2 and 3(P1, P2 from Table-II), the point
(0, 0) is saddle when ω > −0.57 and unstable when-
ever ω < −0.57.

II. For n ≥ 4(P3, P4, P5 from Table-II), (0, 0) will be
stable node when ω > −0.57 and saddle node when
ω < −0.57.

Similarly, for q = −0.48:

FIG. 1. Phase plot corresponding to the point (0, 0) for q =
−0.53, n = 20, ω = −0.4 which shows that for the choices of
aforesaid values of q, ω and n, (0, 0) is locally stable node

I. For n = 2 and 3(P6, P7 from Table-II), the point
(0, 0) is saddle when ω > −0.63 and unstable when-
ever ω < −0.63.

II. For n ≥ 4(P8, P9, P10from Table-II), (0, 0) will be
stable node when ω > −0.63 and saddle node when
ω < −0.63.

FIG. 2. Phase plot corresponding to the point (0, 0) for q =
−0.48, n = 3, ω = −0.87 (P6 in Table-II) which shows that for
the choices of aforesaid values of q, ω and n, (0, 0) is locally
unstable node.

Critical point ( 1.22ϵ+ω
ω , 0) and the eigen values corre-

sponding to q and n are given in table-III.
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No q ϵ n point Eigen Value
P11 -0.53 0.47 2 ( 0.9044+ω

ω
,0) 1.72+3ω,3.3133+3ω

P12 -0.53 0.47 3 ( 0.9044+ω
ω

,0) 1.72+3ω,2.3733+3ω
P13 -0.53 0.47 4 ( 0.9044+ω

ω
,0) 1.72+3ω,1.4333+3ω

P14 -0.53 0.47 5 ( 0.9044+ω
ω

,0) 1.72+3ω,0.4933+3ω
P15 -0.53 0.47 6 ( 0.9044+ω

ω
,0) 1.72+3ω,-0.4467+3ω

P16 -0.48 0.52 2 ( 0.6355+ω
ω

,0) 1.91+3ω,3.3467+3ω
P17 -0.48 0.52 3 ( 0.6355+ω

ω
,0) 1.91+3ω,2.3067+3ω

P18 -0.48 0.52 4 ( 0.6355+ω
ω

,0) 1.91+3ω,1.2667+3ω
P19 -0.48 0.52 5 ( 0.6355+ω

ω
,0) 1.91+3ω,0.2267+3ω

P20 -0.48 0.52 6 ( 0.6355+ω
ω

,0) 1.91+3ω,-0.8133+3ω

TABLE III. For q = −0.53 , q = −0.48 and for n=2, 3, 4, 5, 6,
this table shows eigen values corresponding to the stationary
point ( 1.22ϵ+ω

ω
, 0). Here the eigen values depend on the value

of equation of state parameter ω.

According to Table-III,we can clearly observe that
For q = −0.53:

I. For n = 2 (P11 Table-III), the point ( 1.22ϵ+ω
ω , 0) is

stable when ω < −1.10,saddle node when −1.10 <
ω < −0.57 and unstable when ω > −0.57.

II. For n = 3(P12 in Table-III), the point ( 1.22ϵ+ω
ω , 0)

becomes stable when ω < −0.79,saddle node when
−0.79 < ω < −0.57 and unstable when ω > −0.57.

III. For n ≥ 4(P13, P14, P15 in Table-III), ( 1.22ϵ+ω
ω , 0)

will be a stable node when ω < −0.57.

IV. For n = 4(P13 in Table-III), ( 1.22ϵ+ω
ω , 0) becomes

an unstable node when ω > −0.48 and saddle node
when −0.57 < ω < −0.48.

V. For n = 5 (P14 in Table-III), ( 1.22ϵ+ω
ω , 0) will be

an unstable node when ω > −0.16 and saddle node
when −0.57 < ω < −0.16.

VI. For n = 6(P15 in Table-III), ( 1.22ϵ+ω
ω , 0) turns to be

an unstable node when ω > 0.14 and saddle node
when −0.57 < ω < 0.14

Similarly, q = −0.48:

I. For n = 2 (P16 Table-III), the point ( 1.22ϵ+ω
ω , 0) is

stable when ω < −1.11,saddle node when −1.11 <
ω < −0.64 and unstable when ω > −0.64.

II. For n = 3(P17 in Table-III), the point ( 1.22ϵ+ω
ω , 0)

becomes stable when ω < −0.77,saddle node when
−0.77 < ω < −0.64 and unstable when ω > −0.64.

III. For n ≥ 4(P18, P19, P20 in Table-III),( 1.22ϵ+ω
ω , 0) will

be a stable node when ω < −0.63.

IV. For n = 4(P18 in Table-III), ( 1.22ϵ+ω
ω , 0) becomes

an unstable node when ω > −0.42 and saddle node
when −0.63 < ω < −0.42.

V. For n = 5 (P19 in Table-III), ( 1.22ϵ+ω
ω , 0) will be

an unstable node when ω > −0.07 and saddle node
when −0.63 < ω < −0.07.

FIG. 3. Phase plot corresponding to the point
(−0.1305, 0)(P11 in Table-II)for q = −0.53, n = 2, ω =
−0.8 which shows that for the choices of aforesaid values of
q, ω and n, (−0.1305, 0) is a saddle node.

VI. For n = 6(P20 in Table-III), ( 1.22ϵ+ω
ω , 0) turns into

an unstable node when ω > 0.27 and saddle node
when −0.63 < ω < 0.27.

FIG. 4. Phase plot corresponding to the point (0.2695, 0)
for q = −0.48, n = 10, ω = −0.87 which shows that for the
choices of aforesaid values of q, ω and n, (0.2056, 0) is locally
stable node.

Critical point (0, 0.33ϵ − 0.67ϵn + 1) and the eigen
values corresponding to q and n are given in table-IV.
According to Table-IV, we can clearly observe that for
q = −0.53:

I. For n = 2(P21 in Table-IV), the point (0, 0.33ϵ −
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No q ϵ n point Eigen Value
P21 -0.53 0.47 2 (0,0.5253) -3.3008-3ω,-1.59
P22 -0.53 0.47 3 (0,0.2104) -2.3561-3ω,-0.65
P23 -0.53 0.47 4 (0,-0.1045) -1.4114-3ω,0.29
P24 -0.53 0.47 5 (0,-0.4194) -0.4667-3ω,1.23
P25 -0.48 0.52 2 (0,0.4748) -3.3328-3ω,-1.44
P26 -0.48 0.52 3 (0,0.1264) -2.2876-3ω,-0.4
P27 -0.48 0.52 4 (0,-0.2220) -1.2424-3ω,0.64
P28 -0.48 0.52 5 (0,-0.5704) -0.1972-3ω,1.68

TABLE IV. For q = −0.53 , q = −0.48 and for
n=2, 3, 4, 5, 6,this table shows eigen values corresponding to
the stationary point (0, 0.33ϵ − 0.67ϵn + 1). Here the eigen
values depend on the value of equation of state ω.

0.67ϵn + 1) is stable when ω > −1.1 and saddle
node when ω < −1.1.

II. For n = 3(P22 in Table-IV), the point (0, 0.33ϵ −
0.67ϵn+1) will be stable when ω > −0.78 and saddle
node when ω < −0.78.

III. For n = 4(P23 in Table-IV),(0, 0.33ϵ−0.67ϵn+1) be-
comes a saddle node for ω > −0.47 and an unstable
node when ω < −0.47.

IV. For n = 5(P24 in Table-IV),(0, 0.33ϵ−0.67ϵn+1) will
be a saddle node when ω > −0.15 and an unstable
node when ω < −0.15.

FIG. 5. Phase plot corresponding to the point
(0,−0.4194)(P24 in Table-IV) for q = −0.53, n = 5, ω =
−0.7 which shows that for the choices of aforesaid values of
q, ω and n, (0,−0.4194) is an unstable node.

Similarly, q = −0.48:

I. For n = 2(P25 in Table-IV),the point (0, 0.33ϵ −
0.67ϵn + 1) is stable when ω > −1.11 and saddle
node when ω < −1.11.

II. For n = 3(P26 in Table-IV), the point (0, 0.33ϵ −
0.67ϵn + 1) becomes stable when ω > −0.76 and
saddle node when ω < −0.76.

III. For n = 4(P27 in Table-IV),(0, 0.33ϵ − 0.67ϵn + 1)
turns to be a saddle node for ω > −0.41 and an
unstable node when ω < −0.41

IV. For n = 5 (P28 in Table-IV),(0, 0.33ϵ − 0.67ϵn +
1) will be a saddle node when ω > −0.06 and an
unstable node when ω < −0.06.

FIG. 6. Phase plot corresponding to the point (0, 0.4748)(P25

in Table-IV) for q = −0.48, n = 2, ω = −0.75 which
shows that for the choices of aforesaid values of q, ω and n,
(0, 0.4748) is locally stable node.

B. Autonomous system with equation of state
parameter in terms of dimensionless variables

Here,equation of state parameter

ω =
p

ρ
=

−2Ḣ − 3H2

3H2
(26)

Using (18) and (19) in (25), we obtain

ω(1 +
f2ρ

3H2F
) = − f2ρ

3H2F
+

2Ḟ

3FH
− 1 (27)

With the help of the choices of f1(Q) and f2(Q) in (20)
and dimensionless variables in (21),(26) yields the expres-
sion for equation of state parameter ω as

ω =
−2x− 8

3 (n− 1)2ϵy + 1

2x− 1
(28)

where ϵ is defined in (24). Substituting (27) in (22) and
(23), autonomous system for this current model trans-
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formed into

x
′
= −11

3
ϵx− 3xy +

9x2

2x− 1
+

8(n− 1)2ϵyx

2x− 1
− 3x

2x− 1

− 6x3

2x− 1
− 8(n− 1)2ϵyx2

2x− 1
(29)

y
′
= −yϵ(2n− 1)− 3y2 + 3y − 6x2y

2x− 1
+

8(n− 1)2ϵxy2

2x− 1

− 3xy

2x− 1
(30)

Here(′) denotes the derivative with respect to η = ln a.
To study this model,we consider the value of decelera-
tion parameter q0 = −0.55 [33, 52, 59] From the above
autonomous system of differential equations, we find the
critical points given in table-V.

No Point (x, y)
1 A (0, 0)
2 B (0, 1

3
(3.45− 0.9n))

3 C (0.45, 0)

TABLE V. Critical point corresponding to autonomous sys-
tem (28),(29).

At those aforesaid critical points, we construct the lin-
earized Jacobian matrix and corresponding to the Jaco-
bian matrix, we obtain the eigen values and respective
values of equation of state parameter ω, given in table-
VI.

Point Eigen Value ω
A (1.35, 3.45− 0.9n) -1
B (−3.45 + 0.9n,−6.24 + 10.26n− 6.3n2 + 1.08n3) −1 + 0.4(3.45− 0.9n)(n− 1)2

C (−1.35, 2.1− 0.9n) -1

TABLE VI. Eigen value corresponding to critical points A,B
and C and respective value of ω at those points.

Here from Table-VI we get that A is a unstable node
while B becomes stable node when n < 3.68 and C rep-
resents a stable node if n > 2.33.
Since corresponding to the critical point B,ω depends on
the value of n and it becomes stable for n < 3.68,if we
choose n = 3.6, ω = −0.43.

V. CONCLUSION:

In this paper, we have considered a cosmological model
incorporating modified gravity through non-metricity Q
as gravitational interaction.We have employed symmet-
ric teleparallel f(Q) gravity and instead of considering
action for normal f(Q) gravity, we have taken the func-
tional form of f(Q) as a combination of two functions of
non-metricity Q, namely f1(Q) = αQn and f2(Q) = Q

FIG. 7. Phase plot presenting the behavior of the trajectories
for the model in IV B for n = 2 and q0 = −0.55 which shows
that A is unstable,B is stable and C is a saddle node for the
aforesaid values of the parameter.

FIG. 8. Phase plot presenting the behavior of the trajectories
for the model in Subsection-B for n = 3 and q0 = −0.55 which
shows that A is unstable,B is stable and C is stable node for
the aforesaid values of the parameter.

where f2(Q) = Q is coupled with the Lagrangian matter.
We have used dynamical system approach for studying
this f(Q) gravity model to find out viable solution with
late time acceleration.
In section IV A, we have considered two values of
deceleration parameter q which is close to −0.5 for three
set of critical points with varying n. We observe that,
stability of critical points is not affected by the values
of α. So, we ignore α in our analysis. Though we have
used two different values of q, but we see that in this
chosen range of value, our results vary insignificantly.
From table-II, we see that critical point (0, 0) is a
stable node[Phase plot in Fig-1] for any value of
n ≥ 4(P3, P4, P5, P8, P9, P10 in table-II) and correspond-
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ing equation of state parameter is −0.63 < ω, so ω lies
in the admissible range −1 < ω < − 1

3 representing
quintessence behavior.
Critical point ( 1.22ϵ+ω

ω , 0) is stable node and represents
observed accelerated expansion and the value of ω im-
plies phantom behavior for n = 2(P11, P16 in table-III).
This node represents an accelerated universe for all
other values of n(P12, P13, P14, P15, P17, P18, P19, P20 in
table-III) and it indicates quintessence behavior for
these n. So, this critical point is very interesting and can
represent a viable solution with late time acceleration.
Critical point (0, 0.33ϵ−0.67ϵn+1) is stable node only for
n = 2 (Phase plot in Fig-6)and n = 3(P21, P22, P25, P26

in table-IV) and it may represent accelerated expansion
depending on ω.
In section IV B, we express the equation of state

parameter in terms of dimensionless variables x, y. But
here ω is also dependent on n and ϵ, so on q. Here also,
we get three critical points for particular q and n given
in table-V.
Though A is unstable, but ω being -1, represents late
time acceleration. Again critical point B, C both
are stable with late time acceleration. Point C may
represent ΛCDM model, ω = −1.

Here, for this paper we have not considered any
particular fluid like radiation, baryon, dark energy or
dust, rather we focused on general description of fluid.
Depending on ω, the dynamics of universe changes
and we can say that this work incorporates late time
acceleration very well. So, we can see that f(Q) gravity
models can be thought as alternative to ΛCDM model.
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