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In this letter, we explore the f (Q, TµνTµν) gravity theory, building upon the foundations laid by the
f (Q) and f (Q, T) gravity theories. Here, Q represents non-metricity and Tµν stands for the energy-
momentum tensor. The proposed action encompasses an arbitrary function of both non-metricity Q
and the square of the energy-momentum tensor, specifically T2 = TµνTµν. We find the analytical solu-
tion for the barotropic fluid case p = ωρ for the model f (Q, TµνTµν) = Q + η(TµνTµν). We constrain
parameters of the solution H(z) utilizing CC, BAO, and latest Pantheon+SH0ES samples with the help
of Monte Carlo Markov Chain sampling technique along with Bayesian statistical analysis. Further,
from the Om diagnostic test, we find that the assumed cosmological model favors the quintessence
regime.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The advent of General Relativity (GR) in 1916, cour-
tesy of Albert Einstein, marked a paradigm shift in our
comprehension of gravity [1]. Over the ensuing cen-
tury, GR has withstood rigorous empirical scrutiny, vin-
dicated by its accurate predictions: from Mercury’s per-
ihelion precession to the bending of starlight by the Sun,
gravitational redshift, and even the monumental detec-
tion of gravitational waves [2] from cosmic cataclysms.
Yet, amidst these triumphs, challenges have emerged,
chiefly highlighted by the cosmic acceleration discov-
ered in the early 21st century [3]. This revelation hinted
at the limitations of GR on cosmological scales and un-
derscored the pressing need for a more encompassing
theory. Furthermore, GR’s inability to reconcile with
quantum mechanics leaves a conspicuous gap in our
understanding, particularly when probing the fabric of
spacetime at minuscule scales. Moreover, standard cos-
mology, rooted in GR, grapples with persistent puzzles:
the enigmatic singularity problem, the confounding cos-
mological constant dilemma, and the perplexing cosmic
coincidence quandary. These unresolved conundrums
serve as poignant reminders that our current cosmolog-
ical framework is far from complete. Thus, the past cen-
tury has witnessed a surge of theoretical inquiry, driven
by the imperative to reconcile observational evidence
with theoretical predictions. Explorations into alterna-
tive gravity theories, quantum gravity frameworks, and
novel cosmological paradigms represent the vanguard
of this endeavor, aiming to furnish a more comprehen-
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sive elucidation of the cosmos.This motivation sparked
huge theoretical investigations in understanding of our
Universe over the past century [4–6]. As quantum me-
chanics matured throughout this period, scientists, in-
cluding Einstein himself, embarked on the quest to for-
mulate a coherent theory of quantum gravity. This pur-
suit gave rise to various contenders such as string the-
ory, loop quantum gravity theory, among others. How-
ever, despite their promise, none have yet achieved the
status of being truly comprehensive. To address the
challenge of reconciling General Relativity’s predictions
with observations on cosmological scales, mainstream
research has diverged into two distinct paths.
The initial avenue explores the concept of dark energy
(DE), which theorizes that the universe’s material com-
position can be depicted by an unusual fluid exerting
negative pressure, consequently driving the observed
acceleration of cosmic expansion. Numerous compre-
hensive reviews on dark energy can be found in liter-
ature. On the alternative path, scientists explore mod-
ified gravity theories. Here, the gravitational frame-
work of General Relativity undergoes alterations to ac-
commodate and explain the phenomenon of cosmic ac-
celeration.Buchdahl introduced the f (R) model as the
pioneering modified gravity theory in 1970. In this
theory, the conventional Einstein-Hilbert action’s cur-
vature scalar R is substituted with an arbitrary func-
tion f (R). Significant advancements in f (R) gravity
have been documented in [7–10]. A coupling between
the matter sector and the gravity sector is contemplated
through the function f (R, T). Katirci and Kavuk pro-
posed f (R, T2) in [11], where T2 = TµνTµν and Tµν rep-
resents the matter energy-momentum tensor. Roshan
and Shojai further delved into the theory, exploring
the properties of the form R + T2, termed as energy-
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momentum squared gravity (EMSG) [12]. Evolutionary
alterations in gravitational theories often entail elaborat-
ing on the Einstein-Hilbert action within General Rela-
tivity, which relies on the curvature-based depiction of
gravity. Nonetheless, an alluring alternative emerges
when we broaden our scope to include the action stem-
ming from the equivalent formulation of General Rel-
ativity that integrates torsion. Notably, Einstein also
devised the ”Teleparallel Equivalent of General Relativ-
ity” (TEGR).In this framework, the gravitational field is
characterized by the torsion tensor rather than the cur-
vature tensor.
In this article, our aim is to delve into a further exten-
sion of the symmetric teleparallel theory. Specifically,
we are motivated to progress from f (Q, T) to f (Q, T2)
gravity, where T2 is defined as TµνTµν, inspired by the
extension of f (R, T) gravity to f (R, T2). We shall refer to
this extension as Energy-Momentum Squared Symmet-
ric Teleparallel Gravity (EMSSTG), denoted by f (Q, T2).
The gravitational action will be governed by an arbi-
trary function f (Q, T2) of Q and T2. Subsequently, by
varying the action with respect to the metric, we can de-
rive the field equations within a metric-affine formalism.
These equations will serve as the foundation for explor-
ing the cosmological evolution of the theory in depth.
Investigating a specific toy model may yield valuable
insights into effectively comprehending the dynamics of
the theory.

II. THE MATHEMATICAL FORMULATION OF
f (Q, TµνTµν) THEORY

The generic action of the f (Q, TµνTµν) theory is given by
[13],

S =
∫ [ 1

16π
f (Q, T2) + Lm

]√
−g d4x (1)

Here, g = det(gµν) and T2 = TµνTµν where Tµν is the
matter energy-momentum tensor. The nonmetricity ten-
sor Qλµν emerges as the result of the covariant deriva-
tive of the metric tensor concerning the Weyl-Cartan
connection Γ̄λ

µν. It can be represented as:

−∇λgµν = Qλµν = −
∂gµν

∂xλ
+ gνσΓ̄σµλ + gσµΓ̄σ

νλ. (2)

The Christoffel symbol Γ̄λ
µν, the contortion tensor Cλ

µν,
and the disformation tensor Lλ

µν can be combined to
form the Weyl-Cartan connection Γ̄λ

µν as:

Γ̄λ
µν = Γλ

µν + Cλ
µν + Lλ

µν (3)

In the provided equation, the initial term, referred to as
the Christoffel symbol, essentially represents the Levi
Civita connection associated with the metric tensor, de-
noted by gµν . This connection serves as a fundamental
concept in differential geometry, offering insights into
the curvature and geometry of a given manifold and is
given by

Γλ
µν =

1
2

gλσ

(
∂gσν

∂xµ +
∂gσµ

∂xν
−

∂gµν

∂xσ

)
(4)

The contortion tensor Cλ
µν is derived from torsion tensor

Γ̄λ
[µν]

which is given as :

Γ̄λ
[µν] =

1
2

(
Γ̄λ

µν − Γ̄λ
νµ

)
(5)

By employing the provided definition, the contortion
tensor is articulated as:

Cλ
µν = Γ̄λ

[µν] + gλσgµkΓ̄k
[νσ] + gλσgνkΓ̄k

[µσ] (6)

The disformation tensor is articulated as:

Lα
βγ = −1

2
gαλ(Qγβλ + Qβλγ − Qλγβ)

With this definition, the expression for the non-metricity
tensor is obtained as:

Q = −gµν(Lα
βµLβ

να − Lα
βαLβ

µν) (7)

In the coincident gauge, where the covariant derivative
simplifies to the partial derivative, the non-metricity in-
variant indeed aligns with the negative of the Einstein
Hilbert Lagrangian.This choice of gauge is termed the
coincident gauge and aligns seamlessly with symmetric
teleparallel gravity. Moreover the Weyl-Cartan torsion
tensor τλ

µν is defined as :

τλ
µν =

1
2
(Γ̄λ

µν − Γ̄λ
νµ) (8)

The Weyl-Cartan curvature tensor is a fundamental geo-
metric object in theories of gravity that incorporate both
curvature and torsion is defined as :

R̄λ
µνσ = Γ̄λ

µσ,ν − Γ̄λ
µν,σ + Γ̄α

µσΓ̄λ
αν − Γ̄α

µνΓ̄λ
ασ (9)

The trace of the energy-momentum tensor Tµν is ex-
pressed as:

T = gµνTµν = gµνTµν (10)

and the trace of non-metricity tensor is given by,

Qβ = Qλ
βλ = Q̄β = Qλ

βλ (11)



3

The superpotential of the model is defined as

Pα
µν =

1
4

[
− Qα

µν + 2Qα
(µ ν) + Qαgµν − Q̄αgµν − δα

(µQν
)

]
(12)

= −1
2

Lα
µν +

1
4

(
Qα − Q̄α

)
gµν −

1
4

δα
(µQν

) (13)

Utilizing the superpotential in conjunction with the non-
metricity tensor facilitates the derivation of the follow-
ing relationship:

Q = −QλαβPλαβ (14)

We finally obtain the field equations of f (Q, T2) as fol-
lows:

− 2√−g
∇α( fQ

√
−gPα

µν)−
1
2

f (Q, T2)gµν + fT2 θµν

− fQ(PµαβQαβ
ν − 2Qαβ

µ Pαβν) = 8πTµν

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

Tµν =
−2√−g

δ(
√−gLm)

δgµν (15)

and

θµν =
(δTαβTαβ)

δgµν (16)

Furthermore, the connection field equation that results
from varying equation (1) is as follows:

∇µ∇ν(
√
−g fQPµν

α + 4πHµν
α ) = 0 (17)

where,

Hαβ
ρ =

√−g
16π

fT2
δT2

δTρ
αβ

+
δ
√−gLm

δTρ
αβ

(18)

III. COSMOLOGY IN EMSSTG

We commence with the following homogeneous
and isotropic flat Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-
Walker (FLRW) line element, presented in Cartesian
coordinates:

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)[dx2 + dy2 + dz2] (19)

where the cosmological scale factor, a(t), represents
the universe’s expansion throughout time. The non-
metricity scalar Q for the metric (19) is given as

Q = 6H2 (20)

The energy-momentum tensor Tµν for the matter,
which is treated as a perfect fluid, is given as follows:

Tµν = (p + ρ)uµuν + pgµν, (21)

where p and ρ represent the pressure and energy den-
sity of the perfect fluid, respectively, and uµ denotes a
four-velocity vector. The Friedmann like equations for
the line element (19) is given by,

6 fQH2 − 1
2

f (Q, T2) = 8πρ + fT2(ρ + 4pρ + 3p2) (22)

6 fQH2 − 1
2

f (Q, T2)− 2( ḟQ H + fQ Ḣ) = −8πp (23)

where (.) represents the derivate with respect to time.
We consider the following f (Q, T2) model based on

the specific coupling nature between Q and T2 as fol-
lows,

f (Q, TµνTµν) = f (Q, T2) = Q+ η(TµνTµν) = Q+ η(T2)
(24)

We assume the following barotropic equation of state
for a fluid that typically relates pressure (p) to density
(ρ) in a way that depends only on the local density,

p = ωρ. (25)

The corresponding Friedman equation becomes,

3H2 = 8πρ + η[
3
2
(1 + 3ω2) + 4ω]ρ2 (26)

3H2 − 2Ḣ =
η

2
(ρ2 + 3p2)− 8πp (27)

where ω is the equation of state parameter.
The continuity equation for the assumed f (Q, T2)

model is given as [13],

ρ̇ + 3H(ρ + p)

=
3H
[
18H2 − 4Ḣ + ρ(48ωπ + η(1 + ω(14 + ω(19 + 18ω)))ρ)

]
16π + 2η(3 + ω(8 + 9ω))ρ

(28)

Using above equations we solve for H(z) and get,

H2(z) = H2
0(1+ z)3(1+ω)[1+ ηΩ2

0{
3
2
(1+ 3ω2)+ 4ω}{(1+ z)3(1+ω)− 1}]

(29)
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IV. OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS AND
METHODOLOGY

In this section, we’ll employ a statistical analysis us-
ing the Monte Carlo Markov Chain (MCMC) method.
Our objective is to evaluate the effectiveness of a model
by comparing its predictions with cosmic observations.
Specifically, we’ll assess the model’s viability by exam-
ining its consistency with Baryon Acoustic Oscillation
(BAO) data and Observational Hubble data (H(z)).The
Monte Carlo Markov Chain (MCMC) method holds a
pivotal role in cosmological research, widely utilized
for traversing parameter spaces and deriving associated
probability distributions [14]. Fundamentally, MCMC
involves the creation of a Markov chain, methodically
exploring the parameter space by sampling according
to a predefined probability distribution. The chain pro-
gresses as a series of parameter values, with each de-
rived from the preceding value according to predeter-
mined transition rules governed by a proposal distribu-
tion. This distribution introduces new parameter val-
ues, and their acceptance depends on their posterior
probability, which incorporates both observational data
and prior probability functions. Once the chain reaches
convergence, an estimation of the posterior distribution
for the parameters becomes achievable by tallying the
frequency of parameter values within the chain. Con-
sequently, this posterior distribution aids in determin-
ing the optimal parameter values and their associated
uncertainties, thereby facilitating predictions for various
observables.

A. Cosmic chronometer data

We employ Hubble parameter measurements derived
through the application of the differential age method,
commonly referred to as cosmic chronometer (CC) data.
Our analysis encompasses 31 meticulously compiled
data points. [15]. The χ2 function is given as

χ2
CC =

31

∑
i=1

[
H(zi)− Hobs(zi)

]2
σ(zi)2 , (30)

where the observational error is σ(zi) and the observed
value of H(z) is Hobs.

B. Pantheon+SH0ES data

The latest SN compilation provides a comprehensive
collection of 1701 samples, presenting a wealth of cos-
mological insights. Covering a broad spectrum of red-

shifts ranging from 0.001 to 2.3, these data points offer
researchers a robust foundation for investigating the dy-
namics of cosmic expansion over an extensive tempo-
ral range. Going beyond previous compilations of Type
Ia supernovae (SNIa), the Pantheon+ dataset incorpo-
rates the latest observations, enhancing its utility and
relevance in cosmological studies. SNIa, renowned for
their consistent brightness, serve as dependable stan-
dard candles, facilitating the estimation of relative dis-
tances across the universe via the distance modulus
technique. Over recent years, several compilations of
Type Ia supernova data, such as Union, [30], Union2
[17], Union2.1 [18], JLA [19], Pantheon [20], and the
latest addition, Pantheon+ [21]. The corresponding χ2

function reads as,

χ2
SN = DTC−1

SN D, (31)

In this context, CSN represents the covariance matrix
associated with the Pantheon+ samples, encompassing
both statistical and systematic uncertainties. Addition-
ally, the vector D is defined as D = mBi − M − µth(zi),
where mBi represents the apparent magnitude and M
denotes the absolute magnitude. Furthermore, the ex-
pression µth(zi) represents the theoretical distance mod-
ulus of the Modified Gravity (MOG) model, which can
be estimated using the following relation:

µth(zi) = 5log10

[
DL(zi)

1Mpc

]
+ 25, (32)

In this context, DL(z) denotes the luminosity distance
associated with the provided Modified Gravity (MOG)
model and can be computed using the following expres-
sion:

DL(z) = c(1 + z)
∫ z

0

dx
H(x, θ)

(33)

Here, θ represents the typical parameter space, and c
stands for the speed of light. The integral spans from
0 to z, where z represents the redshift, and H(x, θ)
represents the Hubble parameter at a given redshift x
and within the parameter space θ. Unlike the Pan-
theon dataset, the Pantheon+ compilation effectively ad-
dresses 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
(34)

where µ
Ceph
i independently estimated using Cepheid

calibrators. Hence, the relation (31) becomes χ2
SN =

D̄TC−1
SN D̄.
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C. BAO

Baryonic Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) serve as a vital
tool in cosmology, enabling us to probe the vast struc-
ture of the Universe on a grand scale. These fluctuations
originate from acoustic waves that propagated through
the early Universe, causing the compression of baryonic
matter and radiation within the photon-baryon fluid.
This compression creates a unique peak in the correla-
tion function of galaxies or quasars, providing a consis-
tent ruler for measuring cosmic distances. The charac-
teristic size of the BAO peak is determined by the sound
horizon at the time of recombination, which depends
on factors such as the density of baryons and the tem-
perature of the cosmic microwave background.On large
angular scales, baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO) occur
as separate peaks and are thought to be pressure waves
caused by cosmic perturbations in the baryon-photon
plasma during the recombination era (BOSS) [22, 23].
The expressions utilized for non-correlated BAO data
are as follows,

χ2
BAO/noncov =

26

∑
i=1

[
Hth(zi,ϑ)− HBAO

obs (zi)
]2

σ2(zi)
, (35)

In these expressions, Hth denotes the theoretical values
of the Hubble parameter for a particular model charac-
terized by model parameters ϑ. Conversely, HBAO

obs cor-
responds to the observed Hubble parameter acquired
through the BAO method, while σH represents the er-
ror associated with the observed values of HBAO. For
the correlated BAO samples, the following expressions
are utilized,

dA(z) = c
∫ z

0

dz′

H(z′)
, (36)

Dv(z) =

[
dA(z)2cz

H(z)

]1/3

, (37)

χ2
BAO/cov = XTC−1X. (38)

The comoving angular diameter distance is denoted by
dA(z), the dilation scale by Dv(z), and the covariance
matrix by C. [24]. Hence the total chi-square function
for BAO samples is defined as :

χ2
BAO = χ2

BAO/noncov + χ2
BAO/cov (39)

The contour plot for the assumed model corresponding to free parameters within the 1σ − 3σ confidence inter-
val using CC, CC+BAO, CC+SN, and CC+BAO+SN samples presented in the Fig (1). The obtained parameters
constraint are listed in the Table (I).
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FIG. 1. The contour plot for the assumed model corresponding to free parameters within the 1σ − 3σ confidence interval using
CC, CC+BAO, CC+SN, and CC+BAO+SN samples.

V. EVOLUTIONARY BEHAVIOR OF COSMOLOGICAL
PARAMETERS

The visualizations shown below vividly illustrate
how the dynamics of the universe can exhibit remark-
able intricacies, contingent upon the specific values
of the parameters involved. Figure 2 illustrates the
universe’s trajectory, commencing with a decelerating
phase (q > 0) before transitioning to an accelerating
phase (q < 0) following a transition redshift denoted

as zt. The deceleration parameter, denoted as q, is cal-
culated using the expression q = − Ḣ

H2 − 1. This evolu-
tionary pattern aligns with contemporary understand-
ing of the universe’s behavior, characterized by three
distinct stages: an initial decelerating phase, a subse-
quent period of accelerating expansion, and a late-time
acceleration phase. Remarkably, our results demon-
strate that the present-day value of the deceleration pa-
rameter (q0) depicts the acceleration phase [14, 25] and
the transition redshift (zt) [26, 27] align well with obser-
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TABLE I. Best-fit values of model parameters determined from observational datasets

Datasets CC CC + BAO CC + SN CC + SN + BAO
H0 64+0.59

−0.59 640.27
−0.28 71+0.13

−0.13 −70+0.11
−0.11

Ω0 0.26+0.0009
−0.0071 0.250.0046

−0.0045 0.26+0.0048
−0.0049 0.26+0.00038

−0.0037
ω −0.51+0.0065

−0.0065 −0.480.0032
−0.0032 −0.56+0.0045

−0.0045 −0.5+0.0024
−0.0024

η 5+0.098
−0.1 5.10.058

−0.058 5+0.068
0.069 5.1+0.049

−0.05
q0 −0.108 −0.066 −0.19 −0.088
zt 0.646 0.354 1.65 0.491
ω0 −0.405 −0.377 −0.46 −0.392
χ2

min(model) 19.448 42.933 1621.46 1644.631
χ2

min(ΛCDM) 26.597 55.926 1640.198 1669.527
AIC(model) 27.448 50.933 1629.146 1653.631
AIC(ΛCDM) 27.448 50.933 1629.146 1653.631
∆AIC 3.149 8.933 15.052 20.626

vations from taken dataset, listed in the Table (I). Fur-
ther, the same result is reflected in the behavior of the
effective equation of state parameter defined by ωe f f =

− ˙2H
3H2 − 1, presented in the Figure 3. Moreover, the effec-

tive matter-energy density show expected positive be-
havior in the entire domain of redshift, presented in the
Figure 4. Note that, we observe that the trajectories of
the cosmological evolutionary parameters correspond-
ing to CC+SN samples is much deviated in compari-
son to other datset combinations. The underlying root
cause of this deviation is the nature of datasets, such
as BAO and CC datasets are more sensitive to the early
universe and can describe the proper transition epoch,
whereas the SN datasets is concentrated at lower red-
shifts, mostly less than one, therefore it more focused
on the present cosmic acceleration rather than the full
history of expansion. Therefore the presence of SN data
points in CC+SN samples favors a high transition value,
whereas the CC and BAO combination provides a true
transition value. For instance, one must check the refer-
ence [28–30] to see how the SN datapoints prefers a high
transition redshift, generally greater than one, whereas
the observations of BAO and CC prefer a low transition
redshift, generally less than one, and thus this will lead
to a discrepancy in the H0, Ω0, as well as zt value due to
the nature of underlying datasests and its measurement
techniques.
A simple test technique that uses only the cosmic scale
factor’s first-order derivative is the Om diagnostic. Its
equation in the case of a spatially flat universe is as fol-
lows [31]:

Om(z) =

(
H(z)
H0

)2
− 1

(1 + z)3 − 1
(40)

The descending slope of the Om(z) curve indicates
quintessence-like behavior, while an ascending slope
corresponds to phantom behavior. Conversely, a con-
stant Om(z) signifies the characteristics of the ΛCDM
model. From the behavior of Om diagnostic parameter
presented in the Fig (5), it can be inferred that our cos-
mological framework exhibits quintessence-like behav-
ior.

CC

CC+BAO

CC+SN

CC+BAO+SN

-1 0 1 2 3 4

-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

z

q
(z
)

FIG. 2. Variation of the deceleration parameter q as a function
of the redshift z for different data sets.
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CC

CC+BAO

CC+SN

CC+BAO+SN

-1 0 1 2 3 4

-0.5

-0.4

-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

z

ω
ef
f

FIG. 3. Variation of the effective EoS parameter ωe f f as a func-
tion of the redshift z for different data sets.
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z

ρ
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FIG. 4. Variation of the effective energy density ρe f f as a func-
tion of the redshift z for different data sets.
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-1 0 1 2 3 4

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

z

O
m
(z
)

FIG. 5. Variation of Om diagnostic parameter as a function of
the redshift z for different data sets.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this study, we introduced a further extension of
symmetric teleparallel gravity by broadening the
gravity Lagrangian with an arbitrary function of
f (Q, TµνTµν). We derived the FLRW equations for a
flat, homogeneous, and isotropic spacetime. To deepen
our understanding of the cosmological framework
within this theory, we found the analytical solution
for the barotropic fluid case p = ωρ for the model
f (Q, TµνTµν) = Q + η(TµνTµν). Further, we con-
strained parameters of the obtained solution H(z)
utilizing CC, BAO, and latest SN samples with the
help of Monte Carlo Markov Chain sampling technique
along with Bayesian statistical analysis. The obtained
constraints on the parameters of considered cosmolog-
ical settings are listed in the Table (I), along with the
corresponding contour plots depicting the parameter
correlation, in the Fig (1). In addition, we analyzed
the behavior of deceleration parameter in the Fig (2)
depicting the observed accelerating phenomenon with
the transition epoch. The present value of the decel-
eration parameter along with the transition redshift
is listed in the Table (I). Further, the same result is
reflected in the behavior of the effective equation of
state parameter defined by ωe f f = − ˙2H

3H2 − 1, presented
in the Figure 3. Moreover, the effective matter-energy
density show expected positive behavior in the entire
domain of redshift, presented in the Figure 4. Moreover,
we employed the Om diagnostic test to assess the
behavior of supporting dark energy. We found that the
behavior of Om diagnostic parameter presented in the
Fig (5) favors the quintessence type dark energy model.
Thus, our investigation successfully describe late time
expansion phase of the universe. However, we would
like to note that as the square gravity is inherently
dependent on the choice of Lagrangian density (L), it
can not accommodate scalar fields like inflation fields as
Pϕ = 1

2 ϕ̇2 − V(ϕ) that is very different from L f luid = P.
This, incorporating the scalar field into T and T2 gravity,
come along with more complex issues as discussed the
same in case of f (R, T) gravity [32].

Data availability: There are no new data associated
with this article.
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