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Rip cosmological models in extended symmetric teleparallel gravity
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In this paper we have investigated some rip cosmological models in an extended symmetric telepar-
allel gravity theory. We consider the form f(Q,T) = aQ™ + bT in the Einstein-Hilbert action and
expressed the field equations and the dynamical parameters in terms of the non-metricity Q. Three
rip models such as Little Rip, Big Rip and Pseudo Rip are presented. The energy conditions and the
cosmographic parameters are derived and analysed for all these models.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The cosmological observations confirmed the presence of dark energy in the Universe and the change in its share
in the mass energy budget of the Universe. Dark energy is believed to be responsible for the accelerated expansion
of the Universe [1-4]. The concern arises among the cosmologists is that, by the expansion of the Universe, at a
certain time in future the matter of the Universe will progressively torn apart. Cosmologists termed this situation as
Big Rip (BR), which is a hypothetical model concerning the ultimate fate of the Universe. At finite cosmic time, the
phantom energy density as well the scale factor become infinite [5-8]. To note here, the current observational data
also supports the phantom dark energy model as well, in particular as the phantom dark energy, that may some way
address the Hubble tension issue[9-11]. In this scenario, the equation of state (EoS) parameter w can be less than
—1. In phantom energy dominated Universe, the dark energy operates as a phantom fluid, where we have w < —1,
so in near future the occurrence of BR singularity can not be ruled out [12]. In such a scenario, the evolution of the
Universe will enter into a phantom phase and the expansion becomes super accelerating, which may lead to future
singularity [13]. In standard matter, the decrease in scale factor resulted in the growth of energy density, however
in the phantom energy dominated case, the energy density increases with the growth of the scale factor. Also the
expansion of the Universe is based on the growth of the energy density. The BR singularity occurs even if all the
energy conditions are violated. One important feature of the phantom model in comparison with the standard
model is the phantom duality [14], where the field equations permit to map a small scale factor into a larger one and
vice versa. Astashenok et al. [15] have shown the non-occurrence of finite time future singularity in the phantom
dark energy model. So, the phantom dark energy models can be classified as: (i) cosmological constant, where the
energy density evolves to a constant value in finite time; and (ii) phantom energy without BR singularity. Several
aspects of BR singularity are available in the literature [16].

It appears that for the occurrence of singularity, the condition of EoS parameter less than —1 is not sufficient.
The EoS parameter may asymptotically approach to —1 and the energy density increases or remains constant with
the increase in time. So the occurrence of finite time future singularity may not occur [12]. When the Hubble rate
tends to constant, it may correspond to Pseudo Rip (PR) [15, 17]. So, in PR, the density of dark energy increases
monotonically with the scale factor, however bounded from above by some limiting density. For a sufficiently strong
inertial force, this kind of models may lead to the dissolution of bound structure [17]. Another type of rip cosmology
is the Little Rip (LR) model, in which the energy density of the dark energy component increases monotonically
with an unbounded from above and may not lead to a future singularity. However, this kind of models, ultimately
lead to the dissolution of all bound structure [18]. The dissolution of bound structure may not occur in BR and
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mostly depend on the model parameters, however it is inevitable in PR and LR models. The BR singularity that
can occur not only in General Relativity (GR) but also in modified theories of gravity and seems to be the most
terrifying future dark energy singularity. The EoS parameter value from observational sources, Supernova data
w = —1.084 +0.063, WMAP w = —1.073£59% favours ACDM model. The observational value of EoS parameter
also favours the quintessence and phantom dark energy models. So, to avoid the future singularity, LR dark energy
models are more appropriate, as the EoS parameter approaches —1 asymptotically and always finite at finite time.

Several cosmological models on rip cosmology are presented in modified theories of gravity. Gomez [19] have
shown the possibility of occurrence of LR and PR singularity due to the strength of the expansion. In the modified
F(R, G) gravity, in a reconstruction method, the effective phantom type model does not lead to future singularity
[20]. Houndjo et al. [21] have shown that the second law of thermodynamics always satisfied around the LR
Universe and obtained a stable fixed point. Also, the stability of the model has been assured with the linear
perturbation analysis. The cosmological model with LR scale factor in f(R, T) gravity resulted in the evolution of
phantom like cosmic phase and overlap with the late time ACDM model [22]. In the cosmological model, the LR
abrupt is a cosmic doomsday, which can be prevented with the quantum effects and the classical evolution of the
Universe in f(R) gravity may avoid this doomsday with the DeWitt criterion [23, 24]. One can also experience a
peculiar model with the big bang behaviour at the first half age of evolution, reaches BR and then with changing
behaviour at the end of second half age of the Universe attained the big crunch [25]. Another important result is
that, with the present observational value of the deceleration parameter 4 = —1.08, the present value of the Hubble
parameter Hy for the BR and PR model can respectively be 74.33Kms~!Mpc~! and 74.31Kms ' Mpc~' [26]. In f(T)
gravity, obtaining the sequence of radiation, matter and late-time acceleration epochs, Hanafy and Saridakis [27]
have observed that the Universe will be resulting in an everlasting PR phase.

The accelerated expansion of the Universe is responsible for the imbalance in the governing gravitational
equations and hence GR is unable to address this issue. Several geometrical modified theories have come up in
recent days, one among them is the f(Q, T) gravity [28], where Q be the non-metricity and T be the trace of energy
momentum tensor. The f(Q,T) gravity is originated from the teleparallel extension of GR. In the teleparallel
representation, the curvature and non-metricity vanishes and the metric tensor g,, replaced by the set of tetrad
vectors ¢;,. Nester and Yo [29] have suggested another equivalent representation, known as symmetric teleparallel
gravity, where the geometric variable represented by Q and ultimately framed as f(Q) gravity [30]. Further, with
the non-minimal coupling between the non-metricity and trace of energy momentum tensor the f(Q,T) gravity
has been framed [28]. The action for f(T) and f(Q) gravity are respectively [ d*x\/—gT and [ d*x\/—gQ and
Jimenez et al. [31] have shown that in flat space both the actions are equivalent to that of GR. We discuss here some
of the recent astrophysical and cosmological results of f(Q, T) gravity. The late time accelerating model in hybrid
scale factor [32] and bouncing scenario [33] are discussed in f(Q, T) gravity. The transient behaviour of the model
with the general form of f(Q, T) gravity can be obtained [34] and the model parameters for the linear case can be
constrained with 31 Hubble data points and 57 Supernovae data [35]. The f(Q, T) model can be reduced to ACDM
model as a sub model with some specific values of the model parameters [36].

The success of modified gravity in predicting the occurrence of rip singularity and the success of f(Q, T) gravity
in addressing the late time cosmic acceleration issue motivated us to investigate the occurrence of future singularity
in f(Q,T) gravity. The paper is organised as follows: in Sec. II, the action and basic field equations of f(Q, T)
gravity are given along with its dynamical parameters. In Sec. III, we have presented the energy conditions and the
cosmographic parameters in terms of non-metricity. In Sec. IV, we have presented and analysed the Little, Big and
Pseudo singularity models in f(Q, T') gravity. Finally, the results and conclusion are given in Sec. V.

II. FIELD EQUATIONS AND THE DYNAMICAL PARAMETERS

The systematic development from teleparallel gravity to symmetric teleparallel gravity, the f(Q,T) gravity has
been elaborated in the previous section. Further to develop the field equations of f(Q, T) gravity the action needs to



be defined, which can be given as [28],

s:/[16 T)d*x\/—g + Ld*x\/—3| , (1)

Here, f(Q, T) be the function of the non-metricity, Q = — g”V(LkZHLle - LklkLlw), where Lk y = — 3" (g +
Vi8iry — VA8ly) and energy momentum tensor, T = ¢"'T,,. The determinant of the metric tensor and the matter
Lagrangian respectively denoted as g and £, in the action. Now, varying the gravitational action (1) with respect to
the metric tensor, the field equation of f(Q, T) gravity [28] can be obtained as,
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In eqn. (2), we represent, f = f(Q,T) and fo = a3g- The super potential of the model is defined as,
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We have the energy momentum tensor, Ty, = \/__ig oy 5 ngm) and @y = gM ggT{fé and the trace of the non-metricity
as,

A=/ v %=0Q" k.

To construct the theoretical cosmological model of the Universe, we consider an isotropic and homogeneous FLRW
space-time as,

ds® = —N2(£)df2 + R2(t) (dx® + dy? + dz?), €)

In eqn. (3), the lapse function N(t) considered to be 1 in the standard FLRW metric and R(t) be the scale factor
which can be related to the Hubble function as, H(t) = E g The dilation rate, T = % = 0, an over dot represents

the derivative with respect to cosmic time and the non-metricity, Q = 6H2. We consider here the energy momentum
tensor in the form of perfect fluid as,

Tyv = diag(—p,p, p, p), @)
where p and p are respectively be the energy density and matter pressure and subsequently,
O = diag(20 + p, —p, —p, —p)- ®)
We can obtain the f(Q, T) gravity field equations (2) for the FLRW space-time as,

f —12FH? —4x = —167p, (6)
f —12FH? — 4xx; = 167p, ?)

where F = %, X = FH, k1 = {i%. From eqns. (6) and (7), the evolution equation for the Hubble function can also
be obtained as,

X—4m(p+p)(1+x)=0. ®)

Now, the equivalent Friedmann equations for the present gravity theory may be written as,
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2H +3H? = F [{: —2FH +4m [(1+x)p+ (2+K)P]] = —87tpesf, ©)

3H? = I{[Z—M[(lﬂ)p%ﬂ] = 87peyy. (10)



Obviously, the effective energy density p.¢r and the effective pressure p, s satisfy the conservation equation

Peff +3H (Peff + Peff) =0. (11)

To understand the different stages of the Universe as well to study the claim of accelerated expansion of the
Universe, the equation of state (EoS) parameter w, which is the ratio of pressure and energy density plays a major
role both theoretically and observationally. Therefore here we express the EoS parameter in terms of Hubble function
as,

4x
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Xu et al. [28] have proposed three functional form for the function f(Q, T) as: (i) f(Q,T) = aQ+bT, (ii) f(Q,T) =
aQ™ + bT and (iii) f(Q,T) = — (aQ + sz), where a, b and m are constants. We can see that, form =1, f(Q,T) =

aQ™ + bT can reduce f(Q,T) = aQ + bT. We will proceed with the model by assuming the form, f(Q,T) =
aQ™ 4 bT, which describes the non-minimal coupling between the non-metricity and trace of energy momentum
tensor. With this eqns. (6), (7) and (12) can be respectively obtained as,
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One of the major drawback in GR framework to address the cosmic acceleration issue is the violation of strong en-
ergy condition. This is inevitable since the EoS parameter needs to be negative during the evolution phase. Another
important aspect of the cosmological model is on its geometrical validation. So, in the next section, we shall present
the general form of energy conditions and different geometrical parameters.

III. ENERGY CONDITIONS AND COSMOGRAPHIC PARAMETERS

The energy conditions as defined in GR can also be defined in the context of f(Q, T) gravity with the new pressure
and energy density term obtained respectively in eqns. (13) and (14). The energy conditions are based on Raychaud-
huri equations and it can be described by the behaviour of a congruence of space-like, time-like or light-like curves
[38]. These conditions give better understanding on the singularity theorem, geodesics of the Universe and so on.
When the matter is in the form of perfect fluid, the four energy conditions can be given as, null energy condition:
o+ p = 0, weak energy condition: p+p > 0, p > 0, the strong energy condition: p +3p > 0, and the dominant
energy condition: p — p > 0. Since the violation of strong energy condition has become essential in the context of
modified theories of gravity, its survival is now at stake. Now, the energy conditions such as NEC, WEC, SEC and
DEC for this f(Q, T) gravity model can be expressed as,

1 .
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1 (@ =2m)aQ™ —2(1 — k + 1 + kK1) X
pmr = 871[ (1+2x) (16)




Cosmography uses symmetries to derive the FLRW form of the metric. It can view the history of the scale factor
R(t), which can be treated as a free quantity to be determined observationally. Then the thought process should
go into the dynamics of the model. Practically, this involves in satisfying a finite number of derivatives of the scale
factor. The Taylor series expansion handled this finite derivatives at present epoch value as,

R =Ry |1+ Ho(t —to) = SH3( — to)2 + LLH3(t — to)* + JLHG (¢ — to)* + %Hg(t — )3 +O([t—t]®)|, (17)
where R be the scale factor at present epoch. Hy, 4o, jo, so and [y respectively denotes Hubble parameter, deceleration
parameter, jerk parameter, snap parameter and lerk parameter at time #y3. These parameters enable us to study the
past and future behaviour of the Universe. The deceleration parameter decides the accelerating behaviour of the
model. The (j,s) pair discriminate between dark energy models. The exact behaviour of the lerk parameter is yet to
be ascertained. We shall express these geometrical parameters in terms of the scale factor as,
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The energy conditions and geometrical behaviour would be analysed in the respective models in the following
section.

IV. THE MODELS

In fact, the choices of the scale factors will satisfy the field equations. Here, in stead of choosing a specific
expression of the EoS parameter in terms of p = wp, we have considered the Hubble parameter that satisfies the
field equations. Usually, it is possible to solve exactly the field equations of the symmetric teleparallel gravity theory
for a given choice of w, to obtain an expression of the scale factor. Here, we chose the other way, considered a scale
factor and obtained an expression for the EoS parameter which obviously bears a dynamical nature.

The motivation is to investigate the future evolution of the Universe through LR, BR and PR scale factors, since
the accelerated expansion of the Universe may lead to the possibility of breaking of all bound structures, including
the space-time. We shall investigate here the cosmological models based on LR, BR and PR scale factor.

A. LR Model

We consider the LR scale factor in the form,
A A kg
R = Roexp 3 (e M), (19)

where A and ) are positive constants. The Hubble parameter for this model becomes, H = Ae* and apparently, the

LR behaviour can be obtained for A > 0. The scale factor at present epoch is considered as Ry = 1. The deceleration

parameter becomes, § = —1 — 22 The Hubble rate diverges when f — co and with time, it increases exponentially

FIG. 1 (left panel). With suitable choice of a parameter space, the present value of the Hubble parameter is obtained
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as ~ 73.03Kms~'Mpc~!. The deceleration parameter throughout the evolution remains negative, for the positive
value of A and A. It increases from a higher negative value and remains —1 at late time of the evolution. The
deceleration parameter always remains negative for positive value of A since e~ is positive. So, to experience a
decelerating Universe, an appropriate negative value of A can be considered. So, the accelerating or deceleration
Universe can be experienced with the sign of the scale factor parameter. FIG. 1 (right panel) depicts the behaviour
of deceleration parameter for the accelerating era only and at present epoch gp = —1.016 close to the value of the
analysis gg = —1.08 £ 0.29 [37]. At finite time, the LR model avoids singularity, hence the transient behaviour of the
deceleration parameter can not be demonstrated.
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FIG. 1: Behaviour of Hubble parameter (left panel) and deceleration parameter (right panel) in redshift, (A = 25.11,
A =0.3122, ty = 3.42).

The accelerating behaviour of the cosmological model can be assessed through the EoS parameter. So we present
here the dynamical parameters of the LR model in f(Q, T) gravity from eqns.(13)-(15) as,

m—1 . At\2m—1
p = _a(6) (;n(lziq:)z(’ge ) {:;)Ae/\t FmAQ2 K — KKl)} ) (20)
m—1 _ At\2m—1
)= a(6) (8171(12«’:1)2(1:)‘6 ) [BAeM — mA(3Kk — 2K1 — 31(;{1)] , (21)
o = 1 2mA( =+ 2K —2xr) 22)

" 3AeM — mA(3k — 2K1 — 3kKq)

The behaviour of these dynamical parameters behaviour depend on the parameters a, b, m, A and A. For an accel-
erating behaviour, A = 0.3122(Gyr)~! is taken to keep the deceleration parameter in the preferred range. The other
model parameters are chosen in such a manner that the energy density remains positive throughout [FIG. 2 (left
panel)] and an accelerating behaviour of the EoS parameter can be achieved. Since the exponent m has a role in the
functional form of the prescribed f(Q, T), we have chosen here the values of m = 0.6. To mention for m = 1, the
behaviour would reduce to the linear case. The EoS parameter evolves dynamically in the phantom region w < —1,
gradually increases to reach the concordance value, w = —1 at late times. So, at late times of the cosmic evolution,
the LR model overlaps with the ACDM model [FIG. 2 (right panel)]. From eqn. (22), we can assess that the value
of m affects the evolution behaviour of the EoS parameter, i.e. the growth rate is low with the higher value of m.
However, at late times, the second term would vanish and w would be asymptotically merged to —1. For m = 0.6,
the present value of EoS parameter is obtained as wy = —1.001, which is close to that of the concordant ACDM
Universe.
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FIG. 2: Behaviour of energy density (left panel) and EoS parameter (right panel) in redshift, (a = —4.4, b = 0.01,
m = 0.6, A =25.11, A = 0.3122, t; = 3.42).

The energy conditions (16) for LR case can be reduced to,

a(6)" m(1 —2m)A(AeM)>m—1

ptp =~ in 1=,
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p—p = T+ 20) {3Ae +mA(1 K+K1+KK1)]. (23)

The graphical behaviour of energy conditions are given in FIG. 3 (left panel). We can infer that with the change in
the value of m the behaviour of the EoS parameter remains same, but there might be some change in the stiffness.
This would not affect the behaviour of the energy conditions. So, here we consider the same value of the exponent,
m = 0.6. The NEC remains constant throughout and mostly lying on the null line. The violation of SEC further
validates the accelerating behaviour of the Universe whereas the DEC does not violate as expected. The SEC and
DEC in their respective domain slightly move away at late times of the evolution.
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FIG. 3: Behaviour of energy conditions (left panel) and geometrical parameters (right panel) in redshift, (a = —4.4,

b=0.01,m =06, A=2511, A =0.3122, ty = 3.42).

The cosmographic parameters for the LR model are,
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The state finder pair (j, s) approaches to (1,1) at late times thereby indicate the SCDM behaviour. The lerk parameter
reduces from higher value and approaches to unity. The jerk parameter evolves from a lower value as compared to
the snap parameter and the same behaviour is preserved between snap and lerk parameter.

(24)

B. The BR Model

In the big rip, the scale factor and density diverge in a singularity at a finite future time. Due to the nature of
constant dark energy density remains constant there is no such divergence and no disintegration. A feature of a big
rip is that all bound-state systems disintegrate before the final singularity. Here we consider a scale factor as,

o
(ks —6)*

where t; and « are free parameters and can be constrained from the physical basis and Ry be the integrating con-

— 9 . . . o
stant. The Hubble parameter, H = DR (=] and the BR situation can arise at t = t;. To note, when the
9

integration constant, g = 0, the Hubble parameter reduces to, H = =t It can be observed that, H remains
positive irrespective of phantom-like or non-phantom-like phase. The deceleration parameter can be obtained as,
(a1 (14Ro(ts—)*)
=— - )

R =Rg+ (25)
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FIG. 4: Behaviour of Hubble parameter (left panel) and deceleration parameter (right panel) in redshift, (« = 74.1,
ts = 13.8, Ro = 0.001).

The Hubble parameter increases over the time and at present time, Hy = 74.22Kms~!Mpc~! [FIG. 4 (left panel)].
At the same time the deceleration parameter increases in the negative domain and at late time stay very close to —1.
At the present time the parameter can be observed to be, gg ~ —1.015 and thereby shows the accelerating behaviour
[FIG. 4 (right panel)]. We have constrained the moment ts from some physical basis. Now, for the BR model the
dynamical parameters can be obtained as,

a(6)"1(1 — 2m) (%)2’"’2 R i
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FIG. 5: Behaviour of energy density (left panel) and EoS parameter(right panel) in redshift, (# = —4.4, b = 0.01,
m=0.6,a =74.1,t; = 13.8, Ry = 0.001).

The dynamical parameters of this model characterizes the accelerating behaviour of the Universe along with the
possible occurrence of the BR singularity. With the physically constrained values of the parameters, the matter
pressure remains throughout negative. At the same time, during the entire evolution, the energy density [FIG. 5
(left panel)] observed to be positive and since there is no observational evidences on the present value of the energy
density, we have to depend on the present value of the EoS parameter to validate the model. The EoS parameter
throughout remain constant at —1. Since w = —1 shows the ACDM behaviour of the Universe, we claim this model
as accelerating and shows ACDM behaviour [FIG. 5 (right panel)]. The occurrence of BR can be avoided in this
model with this suitable choice of the parameters value.

The energy conditions for BR model can be derived as,

2m—2
a(6)™ 'm(1 — 2m) (%) e

ptp = — yp= (=],
2m—2
a(6)" (1 —2m) (2 2
p+3p = — 4n(1+21((35 t) [3<tslx—t> +m(3+3K—K1—3KK1)(tsit)2],
2m—2
a(6)" (1 —2m) (2 2
p—p = 47-5(14_2;({;5 f) [S(tslx—t) +m(1—1<+1<1+1<1<1)(tsit)21. (29)

The energy conditions are shown in FIG. 6 (left panel), where we observe that the NEC remains just below the null
line and no change are seen in the entire evolution process from early to late time. The SEC remains negative and
thus violates. It decreases marginally from early to late time and at sufficient large time, it suddenly decreases. The
DEC appears as a mirror image of SEC, it shows a marginal increment and at sufficient late time increases abruptly.
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FIG. 6: Behaviour of energy conditions (left panel) and geometric parameters(right panel) in redshift, (¢ = —4.4,

b=0.01,m=06,a =741, t; = 13.8, Ry = 0.001).

The geometric parameters can be obtained as,

(@ 1)(@+2) (1+ Ryt — %)’
= “2 4
. (e +1)(a+2)(a+3) (1+R0(ts—t)“)3
= “3 4
| @)Dt 3) (@t 4) (14 Rots —19)* (30)

ot

The state finder pair and the lerk parameter are presented in FIG. 6 (right panel). All these geometrical parameters
gradually decreases from higher positive value to lower value. At the late time, all are approaching to 1, however the
jerk parameter approaches early as compared to the other parameters. The evolution of jerk, snap and lerk parameter
starts from lower to higher initial value. Since both the jerk and snap parameter are approaching to 1, indicating a
gradual evolution towards SCDM behaviour.

C. The PR Model

The cosmos begins in the infinite past from a phase where the scale factor was zero, but the Hubble parameter
was a constant. This situation is known as the early phase Pseudo-bang as the characteristics of this are similar
to the fate of PR. Another set of dark energy models, where the energy density bounded from above but increases
monotonically leads to dissolute the bound structure and termed as the PR cosmological model. We consider here
the scale factor of PR model as,

R =Ry exp

1
Hot + H; 116'7t] , (31)

where R; be the integrating constant, Hy, H; and # are parameters of the scale factor. We find the Hubble parameter
for the scale factor (31) to be, H = Hy — 57% The Hubble parameter remains finite at infinite time and to obtain the
negative deceleration parameter the scale factor parameter Hy, 7 to be positive. The deceleration parameter becomes,
nHye

A e R
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FIG. 7: Behaviour of Hubble parameter (left panel) and deceleration parameter (right panel) in redshift, (Hy = 73.8,
Hy=02,1=04).

The Hubble and deceleration parameters are shown in FIG. 7. Both the parameters increase gradually respectively
in the positive and negative domain. The present value of the Hubble parameter is obtained from the model as
~ 73.60Kms~'Mpc~! and the deceleration parameter as g ~ —1.000012 which are much closer to the recent obser-
vational predictions. Now the dynamical parameters can be obtained as,

2m—2
a(6)"~1(1 —2m) (Ho — Hye ") " " t
§ 871(1 + 2x) {3 (Ho— Hie )"+ m(2+x — 1) (Hie )] ’ (32)
2m—2
a(6)"~1(1 —2m) (Ho — Hie ") 2 |
= — -1 — — — -1
Y 8(1+2¢) {3 (Ho Hie ) m(3x — 2K1 — 3xxy ) (1 Hye )} , (33)
2m(1 — 2K — 2 Hie Mt
w = —1- m x4 2 2o ) o
3 (Hy — Hie ) — m(3x — 21 — 3xky) (Hie )
8.9131F -1.00001
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FIG. 8: Behaviour of energy density (left panel) and EoS parameter (right panel) in redshift, (# = —4.4, b = 0.01,
m=10.6,Hy =738 H; =02, =04).

The energy density becomes positive during the entire evolution and it is increasing from early to late times [FIG.
8 (left panel)]. The present value of the EoS parameter obtained to be very close to —1, so the model is aligning with
the concordant ACDM model [FIG. 8 (right panel)]. The finite time future singularity could not be noticed, thereby
it avoids the PR singularity. So, the modification of geometry in the action enabling the model to avoid any kind of
PR singularity. The energy conditions of the PR model are,



ptp = -

a(6)"1(1 — 2m) (HO - Hle_’7t>2m72

47
2m—2
a(6)" (1 —2m) (Ho — Hye ") "
p+3p = —
47t(1+ 2x)
2m—2
a(6)" (1 —2m) (Ho — Hye ") "
p—p =

4rt(1+ 2x)

(1= ) (e,

2
[3 (Ho - Hle*”t> +m(3+3Kk—x — 3KK1)(}7H1€'7t):| ,

12

2
{3 (Ho — Hle_”t) +m(l —x+x + KKl)(que—Wf)} ) (35)

All the energy conditions almost remain constant throughout. The NEC traverses close to the null line, the DEC
remains positive and SEC entirely in the negative domain. Thus the violation of SEC and satisfaction of DEC has
been observed in the model. This behaviour supports the accelerating behaviour of the model [FIG. 9 (right panel)].
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FIG. 9: Behaviour of energy conditions (left panel) and geometrical parameters (right panel) in redshift, (2 = —4.4,

b=0.01,m=0.6, H)=73.8 H =02, =0.4).

The geometrical parameters of PR models are,

j =

e 3t

e~ 21 H, (eﬂf(q —3Hy) + 3H1)

(Hy — Hyet)®

7

HEe¥t + e HE (6H3 — 12Hon + 7y ) — eIt Hy (2Ho — 17) (2H3 — 2Hon +7?) — 2H] (2Ho — 31) + ' HY

e~ 4t

(Ho — Hye t)*

H3ebt — 5t HY (2H3 — 6Hoyy + 5% ) + 5¢X1H2 (Ho — 1) (2HZ — 4Hoy + 3;72)}

e~ 4t

(Ho — Hye™t)°

eI Hy (5Hg — 10H3y + 10H34? — 5Ho® + ;74> — 5H;(Ho —277) + e’ltHﬂ

7

(Ho — Hye t)°

7

(36)

The three geometric parameters decrease very slowly from early to late Universe and the snap parameter appears
in between the other two parameters. The lerk parameter evolves from a higher value as compared to snap and
jerk parameter. Though all the parameters are not almost equal to 1, there is very small deviations. One interesting
thing noticed is that all the three parameters experience a sudden dip during infinite future. The responsibility of
this behaviour goes to the choice of the parameters in order to keep the dynamical parameters in the desired range.
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V. RESULTS AND CONCLUSION

The late time cosmic acceleration issue could not be well addressed in the context of GR, however the geomet-
rically modified gravity could give some insight into this issue of modern cosmology. In addition, because of the
acceleration, another challenge is whether the Universe would torn apart in finite or infinite future. In an attempt
to address this issue, in this paper, we have presented three models related to the rip singularity in the extended
symmetric teleparallel gravity. Initially, we have adjusted the scale factor parameters in such a manner that the
Hubble parameter shows the present value as suggested by cosmological observations. Accordingly appropriate
behaviour of the deceleration parameter could be obtained. The avoidance of a finite time future singularity
becomes a central issue in cosmological studies. In this context, the role of the non-metricity in place of the usual
Ricci scalar in avoiding of the finite time future singularity may not be ruled out.

The EoS parameter in case of LR model though shows a phantom type behaviour but remains very close to the
ACDM line whereas in BR model it entirely remains on the ACDM line. At the same time in PR model, it shows sim-
ilar behaviour as in LR model except the fact that in PR model it remains in a further narrow range. As required in
the modified theories of gravity, here also in all three models violation of SEC and satisfaction of DEC are obtained.
The interesting behaviour we noticed is that the NEC appears just below the null line. It indicates that the contribu-
tion from NEC is almost negligible in these models. Apart from the deceleration parameter, the jerk, snap and lerk
parameters are also analysed for these models. Though there are certain physical behaviours can be interpreted from
the value of (j, s) pair, but no observational evidences are available on lerk parameter. So, in case of both LR and PR
model these parameters decrease marginally over the time and experience sudden deep and some late time, but in
BR model the SEC and DEC respectively shows the dip and peak. In conclusion we can interpret that no singularity
scenario appear in the accelerating models, so this study in f(Q, T) gravity may give new insight into resolving the
singularity issue.
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