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In this study, we explore the accelerated expansion of the universe within the framework of
modified f (Q) gravity. The investigation focus on the role of bulk viscosity in understanding the
universe’s accelerated expansion. Specifically, a bulk viscous matter-dominated cosmological model
is considered, with the bulk viscosity coefficient expressed as ζ = ζ0ρH−1 + ζ1H. We consider
the power law f (Q) function f (Q) = αQn, where α and n are arbitrary constants and derive the
analytical solutions for the field equations corresponding to a flat FLRW metric. Subsequently,
we used the combined Cosmic Chronometers (CC)+Pantheon+SH0ES sample to estimate the free
parameters of the obtained analytic solution. We conduct Bayesian statistical analysis to estimate
the posterior probability by employing the likelihood function and the MCMC random sampling
technique, along with the AIC and BIC statistical assessment criteria. In addition, we explore
the evolutionary behavior of significant cosmological parameters. The effective equation of state
(EOS) parameter predicts the accelerating behavior of the cosmic expansion phase. Further, by the
statefinder and Om(z) diagnostic test, we found that our viscous model favors quintessence-type
behavior and can successfully describe the late-time scenario.

Keywords: f (Q) gravity, statefinder parameter,
Equation of state parameter, and Bulk Viscosity.

I. INTRODUCTION

General Relativity (GR) is the most successful theory
to explain gravitational interactions. It has success-
fully completed a number of observational tests, includ-
ing the solar system test, and it has predicted the ex-
istence of black holes and gravitational waves, which
have been confirmed through recent observations. The
standard ΛCDM model (based on GR) is the best model
to describe observed cosmological phenomena. But the
model has been having trouble explaining the value
of the cosmological constant Λ, the coincidence prob-
lem, and the Hubble tension. Due to these drawbacks
of ΛCDM model, several modified theories of gravity
and several GR-based models besides ΛCDM model
have been introduced to literature to address some or
all of the aforementioned problems. Typically, grav-
itational modifications are constructed by introducing
additional terms into the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian.
This leads to various formulations such as f (R) gravity,
Gauss-Bonnet gravity, f (G) gravity, f (P) gravity, and
Horndeski/Galileon scalar-tensor theories, among oth-
ers. Alternatively, one can obtain torsion-based grav-
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ities such as f (T), f (T, TG) and f (T, B) by introduc-
ing new terms to the equivalent formulation of grav-
ity. However, there is a third approach to develop-
ing a new type of modified gravity. This method be-
gins with ”symmetric teleparallel gravity”, which relies
on the non-metricity scalar Q, and extends it by intro-
ducing a function f (Q) in the Lagrangian. The modi-
fied theory of f(Q) gravity yields intriguing cosmologi-
cal phenomena at the background level. Furthermore, it
has effectively analyzed against a range of observational
data with regards to both background and perturba-
tion aspects, such as the Cosmic Microwave Background
(CMB) [1, 2], Supernovae type Ia (SNIa) [3, 4], Bary-
onic Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) [5, 6], growth data, etc.
This analysis suggests that f (Q) gravity could poten-
tially pose a challenge to the ΛCDM scenario.
Initially, viscosity was introduced in cosmic fluid to
study the early inflation era of cosmic evolution with-
out assuming any kind of dark energy component. A
non-causal theory of viscosity is introduced by Eckart
by considering first-order deviations from equilibrium.
Later, the causal theory of viscosity presented by Israel
and Stewart, based on the assumption of second-order
deviations from equilibrium [7–10]. To study the late-
time cosmic acceleration, the causal theory of viscosity
has been taken into consideration. the analysis of devi-
ations of the second order gives two distinct coefficients
of viscosity, namely shear and bulk viscosity. In a homo-
geneous universe, the velocity gradient related to shear
viscosity diminishes in the cosmic fluid. Thus, within
an isotropic, homogeneous FLRW background, only the
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bulk viscosity coefficient holds significance. The bulk
viscosity can be described as the pressure needed to re-
store thermal stability when the cosmic fluid expands
alongside the universe’s expansion. Essentially, modi-
fication of GR accounts for the cosmic expansion, while
the viscosity coefficients contribute to the pressure term,
propelling cosmic acceleration. In recent times, there
has been considerable research into the role of bulk vis-
cosity in cosmic evolution, as indicated by a variety of
references [11–20].

In this study, we will present our analysis and find-
ings within the context of the newly introduced f (Q)
gravity framework [21]. The standard GR describes
spacetime with a non-zero curvature tensor while non-
metricity and torsion both disappears. In contrast, the
teleparallel equivalent of GR (TEGR) describes space-
time with a non-zero torsion tensor while non-metricity
and curvature both disappears. Additionally, the sym-
metric teleparallel equivalent of GR (STEGR) describes
spacetime with a non-zero non-metricity tensor while
torsion and curvature both disappears. The simple ex-
tensions of GR, TEGR, and STEGR are represented by
f (R), f (T), and f (Q) gravity respectively [22]. An im-
portant benefit of f (Q) gravity lies in its field equations,
which remain second order with respect to the scale fac-
tor. This characteristic allows for the inclusion of higher-
order Lagrangians without encountering complications.
An additional benefit of f (Q) gravity is its automatic
fulfillment of Bianchi’s identity. In contrast, in f (T)
gravity, the existence of the anti-symmetric component
poses challenges. Moreover, various extensions of f (Q)
theory have been introduced in the literature, includ-
ing the commonly referenced f (Q, T) theory [23] and
the Weyl-type f (Q, T) theory [24]. For more on sym-
metric teleparallel gravity and its extension one can fol-
low references [25–30]. In this work, we investigate the
significance of a well motivated viscosity parametriza-
tion under the coincident f (Q) gravity formalism in or-
der to probe the late time accelerating behavior of the
expansion phase of the universe. We calculate the ex-
act solution of the assumed model and then confront
it from the cosmological observations. Further, we pre-
dict the outcomes of the investigation with the observed
phenomenon and then provide a thorough compari-
sion with the existing literature. The structure of this
manuscript is as follows. In Sec II, we present the Ge-
ometry with non-metricity. In Sec III, Flat FLRW Uni-
verse in Symmetric Teleparallel Cosmology with Bulk
Viscous Matter is presented. In Sec IV, we estimate the
median value of model parameters and Bulk viscous
parameters, utilizing the Cosmic Chronometer + Pan-
theon+ SH0ES data samples. Moreover to assess the ro-

bustness of the MCMC process, we employ AIC and BIC
statistical assessment. Further in Sec V, we investigate
the Evolutionary Behavior of Cosmological Parameters.
Lastly, in Sec VI, we conclude our findings.

II. GEOMETRY WITH NON-METRICITY

In the context of the f (Q) gravity theory, we examine
a teleparallel torsion-free geometric background, which
is attained by nullifying both the Riemann tensor and
the torsion tensor, i.e. Rα

βµν = 0 and Tα
µν = 0. Un-

der the restrictions of symmetric teleparallelism, a com-
plete inertial-affine connection is provided. In any cho-
sen gauge, the general affine connection denoted as
Xα

µν, defining tensors in parallel transport and covari-
ant derivative, can be expressed using the following pa-
rameterization [31],

Xα
µβ =

∂xα

∂ξρ ∂µ∂βξρ (1)

Additionally, for certain gauge selections, this affine
connection Xα

µβ becomes zero. This particular gauge
is commonly referred as a coincident gauge. The non-
metricity tensor, which arises due to the incompatibility
of the connection within the theory, is the main focus of
the f (Q) class of theories. The non-metricity tensor for
the affine connection (1) is defined as follows:

Qαµν ≡ ∇αgµν (2)

Furthermore, the disformation tensor Lα
µν is described

as the difference of generic affine connection Xα
µν and

the Levi-Civita connection Γα
µν, i.e., Lα

µν = Xα
µν − Γα

µν.
Thus, it can be concluded that

Lα
µν ≡ 1

2
(Qα

µν − Q α
µ ν − Q α

ν µ) (3)

The superpotential tensor Pλ
µν can be defined as

4Pλ
µν = −Qλ

µν + 2Q(µ
λ

ν) + (Qλ − Q̃λ)gµν − δλ
(µQν)

(4)
Where Qα = Qα

µ
µ andQ̃α = Qµ

αµ are two traces of
non-metricity tensor. In f (Q) theory, the fundamental
element non-metricity scalar Q explains the gravitation
and non-metricity scalar Q can be calculated by utilizing
The superpotential tensor as

Q = −QλµνPλµν (5)

In a symmetric teleparallelism background, i.e., a flat
and symmetric connection, the action for f (Q) gravity
is given by [32]:

S =
∫ 1

2
f (Q)

√
−gd4x +

∫
Lm

√
−gd4x (6)
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where f (Q) is the arbitrary function of the scalar term
Q, Lm is the Lagrangian density, and g = det(gµν). The

metric field equation can be obtained by Varying the ac-
tion term (6) with respect to the metric. The metric field
equation is given as follows:

2√−g
∇λ(

√
−g fQPλ

µν) +
1
2

gµν f + fQ(PµλβQν
λβ − 2QλβµPλβ

ν) = −Tµν (7)

Here, Tµν represents the stress-energy tensor defined as,

Tµν =
−2√−g

δ(
√−gLm)

δgµν (8)

Moreover, when hypermomentum is absent, the equa-
tion (6) varies with respect to the connection, resulting
in the following connection field equation:

∇µ∇ν(
√
−g fQPµν

λ) = 0 (9)

III. THE F(Q) COSMOLOGICAL MODEL IN FLRW
BACKGROUND WITH VISCOUS MATTER

We assume spatial flatness, homogeneity, and isotropy
in the universe and consequently use the FLRW metric
to define the line element,

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)[dx2 + dy2 + dz2] (10)

Here, a(t) is the scale factor of the universe. Now Coin-
cident gauge coordinates are utilized in the gauge taken
into account in the line element (10), suggesting that the
metric is the only fundamental variable. But using a dif-
ferent gauge creates a generic connection, which leads to
a non-trivial contribution to the field equations, via the
non-metricity scalar in particular [33, 34]. As we have
fixed the coincident gauge so the connection is trivial,
and hence the LHS of the equation (9) vanishes and the
metric is only the fundamental variable. Since we have
used diffeomorphisms to fix the coincident gauge, one
could think that we are not allowed to select any partic-
ular lapse function. However, the special case of f (Q)
theories does allow so because Q retains a residual time-
reparameterisation invariance, as already explained in
[21] so we will use this symmetry to set lapse function
N = 1. The line element (10) has the non-metricity
scalar Q as follows

Q = 6H2 (11)

In literature, the coefficient of bulk viscosity ζ is fre-
quently presumed to depend on factors such as the ex-
pansion rate, its time derivative, and the energy density.

However, generally ζ can be function of all these vari-
ables, i.e., ζ = ζ(H, Ḣ, ρ). a new form of bulk viscos-
ity coefficient ζ ∼ ζi H1−2iρi [35] has been introduced in
the literature recently. This particular value i = 0 corre-
sponds to a bulk viscosity coefficient of the form ζ ∝ H
that is commonly attributed to describe unified viscous
models along with dissipative dark matter, whereas the
case i = 1 corresponds to a bulk viscosity coefficient of
the form ζ ∝ H−1ρ could drive accelerated expansion
[35]. In this article, we consider following form of the
bulk viscosity coefficient for our analysis [36],

ζ = ζ1H + ζ0ρH−1 (12)

Note that ζ0 is the dimensionless quantity whereas ζ1
has the unit ML−1.
The corresponding energy momentum tensor is

Tµν = (ρ + pv)uµuν + pvgµν (13)

Here, ρ stands for the matter-energy density, with pv =
p − 3ζH as pressure due to viscosity and uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0)
representing the four-velocity vector. In the case of bulk
viscosity, the field equations are expressed as [37]:

3H2 = ρe f f =
1

2 fQ

(
−ρ +

f
2

)
(14)

Ḣ + 3H2 +
˙fQ

fQ
H =

1
2 fQ

(
pv +

f
2

)
(15)

Furthermore, the matter conservation equation is,

ρ̇ + 3H
(
ρ + pv

)
= 0 (16)

Since we are only focusing on the dust scenario for
further analysis, the effective pressure will become pv =
−3ζH.

We assume the following power law f (Q) model [38],

f (Q) = αQn, α ̸= 0 (17)

In particular, for α = −1 and n = 1, the standard Fried-
mann equations for GR can be obtained. the Field equa-
tions (14) and (15) for the considered f (Q) model (17)
becomes,

2ρ = (1 − 2n) α6n H2n (18)
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Ḣ +
3

4n
(2 − 3ζ0)H2 =

3ζ1H4−2n

2n(2n − 1)α6n−1H2n−2 (19)

The solution for this differential equation is,

H(z) =

H2n−2
0 (1 + z)

3(n−1)(2−3ζ0)
2n

+
2ζ1

α(2n − 1)6n−1(2 − 3ζ0)

[
(1 + z)

3(n−1)(2−3ζ0)
2n − 1

]
1

2n−2

(20)

IV. ESTIMATION OF PARAMETER USING
OBSERVATIONAL DATA

In this segment, we focus on utilizing cosmic chronome-
ter and Pantheon Supernovae datasets to estimate the
values for parameters appears in the expression of
H(z) for our assumed model. We utilize the Markov
Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) random sampling tech-
nique alongside with Bayesian analysis and the Scipy
optimization method in the Python package emcee [39]
to estimate the median values of model parameters and
viscosity parameters.

1. Cosmic Chronometer datasets

In this article, we have used cosmic chronometer (CC)
datasets which includes 31 Hubble points, obtained by
using the method of differential age (DA) in the range
of redshift given as 0.07 ≤ z ≤ 2.41. The complete list
of 31 data points of the H(z) measurements utilizing DA
method are listed in [40]. The χ2 function for the consid-
ered H(z) data set is given as follows:

χ2
CC =

31

∑
k=1

[Hth(zk, θ)− Hobs(zk)]
2

σ2
H(zk)

. (21)

In this context, Hobs refers to the Hubble parameter
value obtained from observational data. On the other
hand, Hth stands for its theoretical value calculated at
zk within the parameter space θ, and σH(zk)

denotes the
associated error.

2. Pantheon+SH0ES datasets

In this current study, we analyze a recently published
revised Pantheon+SH0ES dataset of Pantheon super-

novae. The dataset comprises 1701 supernova sam-
ples, each associated with its observed distance modu-
lus µobs in the redshift range z ∈ [0.001, 2.3]. The Pan-
theon+SH0ES datasets surpass previous compilations of
Type Ia supernovae (SNIa), integrating the latest obser-
vations available. In recent times, several collections of
Type Ia supernova data have surfaced, such as Union
[41], Union2 [42], Union2.1 [43], JLA [44], Pantheon [45],
and the most recent one, Pantheon+SH0ES [46].

The χ2 function associated with the Pantheon+SH0ES
data points is as follows:

χ2
SN = DTC−1

SN D, (22)

Here, CSN denoting the covariance matrix [46] and the
vector D is described as D = mBi − M − µth(zi), where
mBi and M are apparent magnitude and the absolute
magnitude respectively. Furthermore, The theoretical
value of distance modulus is given by

µ(z) = 5log10

[
DL(z)
1Mpc

]
+ 25, (23)

where

DL(z) = c(1 + z)
∫ z

0

dx
H(x, θ)

(24)

Here θ stands for parameter space. Unlike the Pan-
theon dataset, the Pantheon+SH0ES dataset effectively
addresses the degeneracy between the parameters H0
and M by redefining the vector D as follows:

D̄ =

mBi − M − µ
Ceph
i i ∈ Cepheid hosts

mBi − M − µth(zi) otherwise
(25)

Here µ
Ceph
i independently estimated using Cepheid

calibrators. Hence, the relation (22) becomes
χ2

SN = D̄TC−1
SN D̄.

3. CC + Pantheon+SH0ES dataset

We have used the combined cosmic chronometer + Pan-
theon+SH0ES dataset to get the estimated values of the
model and bulk viscous parameters. The chi-squared
function for the Hubble + Pantheon+SH0ES dataset is
χtotal=χ2

CC + χ2
SN .
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FIG. 1. Constraints on parameters at 1 − σ, 2 − σ and 3 − σ confidence interval using combined CC + pantheon+SH0ES data set.

The obtained estimated values of the model param-
eter and viscosity parameters by using Hubble + Pan-
theon+SH0ES data set are H0 = 72+0.18

−0.18, α = −1.7+0.05
−0.048,

ζ0 = −1.5+0.05
−0.049, ζ1 = 17+0.05

−0.049 ,n = 1.1+0.0039
−0.0038 and we got

the minimum value of the χ2
total as χ2

min = 1633.683.

4. Model Comparison

It is essential to conduct a statistical analysis utilizing
the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) and Bayesian In-
formation Criterion (BIC) in order to assess the robust-
ness of our MCMC analysis. The expression for AIC is
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as follows:

AIC = χ2
min + 2d (26)

Where d indicates the number of parameters in the
specified model. To compare our model with stan-
dard ΛCDM model, we define ∆AIC = AICModel −
AICΛCDM. value of ∆AIC less than 2 indicates substan-
tial support for the proposed theoretical model, while
Range 4 < ∆AIC < 7 indicates moderate support. Fur-
thermore, if the ∆AIC value is greater than 10, it indi-
cates a lack of support for the proposed model. The sec-
ond criterion, BIC, can be described as follows:

BIC = χ2
min + dln(N) (27)

In this context, N denotes the number of data samples
utilized in the MCMC analysis. Similarly, if ∆BIC is
less than 2, it indicates high support for the proposed
theoretical model, and for 2 < ∆BIC < 6, it indicates
moderate support. The obtained values of AIC and BIC
for the theoretical model are AICModel = 1643.683 and
BICModel = 1670.968. Also, we got ∆AIC = 0.515
and ∆BIC = 15.856. Here, The ΛCDM values of AIC
and BIC are taken as AICΛ = 1644.198 and BICΛ =
1655.112. Thus, the ∆AIC value clearly indicates strong
support for the proposed theoretical f (Q) model. But
as is often known, a high ∆BIC value can be offset by a
large number of parameters.

V. EVOLUTIONARY BEHAVIOR OF COSMOLOGICAL
PARAMETERS

We analyze the evolutionary behavior of several key
cosmological parameters, including the effective equa-
tion of state (EoS), statefinder parameters, and the Om
diagnostic parameter at constraints values of parame-
ters obtained from the combined CC+Pantheon+SH0ES
data set.

-1 0 1 2 3 4

-1.0

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

z

w
ef
f

FIG. 2. The figure represent the behavior of the EOS parameter.

The effective equation of state parameter’s behavior
illustrated in Figure (2), indicates the accelerating ex-
pansion phase of the universe. The present value of EoS
parameter for our model is obtained as ω0 ≈ −0.7378
for the combined CC + Pantheon+SH0ES sample. This
obtained present value of the EoS parameter is quite
consistent with the recent cosmological investigations
such as Koussour et al. [47] found ω0 ≈ −0.756 cor-
responding to power law correction in the Hubble func-
tion parametrization, whereas they found ω0 ≈ −0.755
corresponding to the logarithmic correction.

The statefinder diagnostic, initially proposed by V.
Sahni [48], provides a geometric method for differen-
tiating various dark energy models. It is based on the
statefinder parameters, denoted as r and s. These pa-
rameters are constructed solely from the scale factor and
its time derivatives. The statefinder parameters defined
as follows,

r =
...
a

aH3 and s =
(r − 1)

3(q − 1
2 )

(28)

The value (r < 1, s > 0) represent the quintessence
dark energy, whereas the region (r > 1, s < 0) repre-
sent the phantom scenario and the value (r = 1, s = 0)
represent the standard ΛCDM model.
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FIG. 3. The figure shows the behavior of the statefinder pa-
rameters in the r − s plane.

The behavior of statefinder parameters in the r − s
plane is presented in Fig (3). The present time val-
ues of the statefinder parameters for our model is
(r0, s0) = (0.44, 0.33), corresponding to the combined
CC+Pantheon+SH0ES sample. Hence, the present time
values of statefinder parameters of the considered vis-
cous model favors quintessence-type behavior.

The Om diagnostic serves as a simple testing method
that depends only on the cosmic scale factor’s first-order
derivative. For a spatially flat universe, its expression is
as follows [49]:

Om(z) =

(
H(z)
H0

)2
− 1

(1 + z)3 − 1
(29)

The slope of the Om(z) curve can tell us about the be-
havior of the assumed viscous model. If slope of the
Om(z) curve is descending throughout the domain, it
indicates quintessence-like behavior of the model. while
the ascending slope of the Om(z) curve indicates the
phantom behavior of the model. On the other hand, a
constant Om(z) represents the ΛCDM model.

-1 0 1 2 3 4

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

z

O
m
(z
)

FIG. 4. The figure displays the behavior of the Om diagnostic
parameter

The behavior of the Om(z) parameter for the assumed
viscus f (Q) model is represented in Fig. (4). The slope
of the Om(z) curve is descending throughout the do-
main for the estimated values of parameters. Therefore,
on the basis of Om diagnostic test, we can say that our
viscous fluid cosmological model shows quintessence-
like behavior.

VI. CONCLUSION

The study of f (Q) gravity has gained substantial at-
tention from cosmologists, encompassing a range of top-
ics, including wormholes, black holes, late-time acceler-
ation, inflation, etc. Meanwhile, cosmological models
involving viscous fluids have gained significant inter-
est, particularly for their description of the universe’s
early stages and offering insights into late-time expan-
sion. Considering hydrodynamics, incorporating the in-
fluence of viscosity in the cosmic fluid is a reasonable
assumption, given that a perfect fluid is ultimately an
idealization. In this study, we explored the significance
of viscosity coefficients in explaining the observed cos-
mic acceleration in the f (Q) gravity background.

We begin with the power law f (Q) model f (Q) =
αQn, where α and n are arbitrary constants, along with
the fluid part incorporating the coefficient of bulk vis-
cosity ζ = ζ0ρH−1 + ζ1H. The analytical solutions of
the corresponding field equations for a flat FLRW envi-
ronment are presented in equation (20). The free param-
eters of the obtained solutions have been constrained us-
ing the CC+Pantheon+SH0ES sample. We performed
the Bayesian statistical analysis to estimate the poste-
rior probability utilizing the likelihood function and the
MCMC random sampling technique. We have obtained
estimated values of the model parameter and viscous
parameters by using CC+Pantheon+ sample. In addi-
tion, the contour plots for the free parameters H0, α, ζ0,



8

ζ1 and n within the 1σ − 3σ confidence interval are pre-
sented in Figs (1). Moreover, we performed a statisti-
cal analysis utilizing the Akaike Information Criterion
(AIC) and Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC) in or-
der to assess the robustness of our MCMC analysis. We
obtained ∆AIC = 0.515 and ∆BIC = 15.856. Thus,
the ∆AIC value clearly indicates strong support for the
proposed theoretical f (Q) model, whereas a high ∆BIC
value can be offset by a large number of parameters due
to the presence of a factor d in multiplication of ln(N).
We also examined the evolutionary behavior of some
prominent cosmological parameters. The effective equa-
tion of state parameter predicts the accelerating behav-
ior of the expansion phase of the universe (see Fig (2).
The value of the EoS parameter at the present redshift
(z = 0) is ω0 ≈ −0.7378 corresponding to the combined
CC+Pantheon+SH0ES sample.

Further, Fig (3) illustrate the behavior of the assumed
viscous f (Q) model in the r − s plane. The correspond-
ing present time value of the statefinder parameters for
our model is (r0, s0) = (0.44, 0.33) corresponding to the
model parameter constraints obtained by the combined
CC+Pantheon+SH0ES sample. Hence, the statefinder
parameters favor quintessence-type behavior. Lastly, in
Fig (4), we illustrated the behavior of the Om(z) curve,
which represents a consistent negative slope across
the entire domain for our assumed model. Thus, it
can be inferred that our assumed viscous fluid f (Q)
models embodies quintessence-like behavior and can
successfully describe the late-time scenario. In this
article, we updated the constraints on bulk viscous and

model parameters utilizing Pantheon+SH0ES samples
along with CC sample, whereas the existing literature
[27] considered only Hubble and BAO samples but
not the supernovae samples, whereas the references
[30] utilized old Pantheon samples. Moreover, the H0
constraint corresponding to the Hubble, Pantheon, and
the joint samples obtained in the references [29, 30] are
almost identical (nearly H0 ≈ 67 km/s/Mpc) that is
not consistent, since the discrepancy in the H0 value
for Hubble and Pantheon sample is well known in
the literature known as the H0 tension. In the present
manuscript, we obtained H0 ≈ 72 km/s/Mpc for the
joint analysis that is in less tension. For the future work,
one can thoroughly investigate the σ8 and S8 tension.

Data availability: This article does not include any
new data.
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