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Cosmography has been extensively utilized to constrain the kinematic state of the Universe using
measured distances. In this work, we propose a new method to reconstruct coupling theories using
the first kind of Chebyshev polynomial for two variables in which the functional form of the f (Q, T)
theory has been obtained. Further, the unknowns that appeared in the series are constrained using
the cosmographic parameters. We find the explicit form of the luminosity distance in terms of cos-
mographic parameters to perform MCMC analysis using the PANTHEON+SH0ES data set. Through
the distance modulus function, we observe that the result comes out to be an excellent match to the
standard cosmological model and data.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The standard model of cosmology, known as the ΛCDM paradigm, presumes general relativity (GR) as the fun-
damental gravitational theory and incorporates the standard model of particles, cold dark matter (CDM), and the
cosmological constant Λ. This model has been extensively validated by various observational datasets, including
Type Ia supernovae [1–3], baryon acoustic oscillations [4, 5], the cosmic microwave background [6], and weak lensing
experiments [7, 8].

However, recent observational findings have uncovered potential tensions, such as the Hubble tension and the
σ8 tension between early-time measurements under ΛCDM and late-time probes [9–11]. Additionally, the non-
renormalizability of GR and its challenges in achieving a quantum description present significant drawbacks for the
theory. As a result, considerable efforts have been directed towards developing various modifications to the theory
of gravity, with the goal of addressing or resolving these issues [12–20].

The evolution of gravitational theories has paralleled the progress in differential geometry. According to the geo-
metric frameworks of gravity, it is posited that spacetime is equipped with a metric structure within a general space.
This structure is defined by the line element ds = F(x1, . . . , xn; dx1, . . . , dxn), where F(x; ξ) > 0 for ξ ̸= 0 defined
on the tangent bundle TM with F being homogeneous of degree 1 in ξ. Particularly, F2 = gµνdxµdxν corresponds to
the Riemannian geometry. One possible way to modify GR is through the modification of gravitational Lagrangian
description while keeping the same geometric framework. Consequently, theories such as f (R), f (R, T), f (R,Lm)
have emerged [21–24]. These can be considered extensions of GR, with GR being the limiting case. Another interest-
ing aspect of modifying GR involves considering a more generalized geometric explanation, initially introduced by
Weyl and Cartan [25, 26]. This gave rise to gravitational theories such as Riemann-Cartan and Weyl-Cartan. It was
further developed by the notion of changing the standard connection to a general affine connection, which includes
torsion and non-metricity contributions [27].

In the present work, we focus on one of these theories, in which non-metricity acts as a key geometric element
in describing spacetime. The non-metricity describes situations where the metric tensor varies in a way that is not
preserved by parallel transport. Mathematically, ∇̃αgµν = 0, where ∇̃α is the covarient derivative with respect to
Levi-Civita connection. This approach helps us explain the GR equivalent scenario in terms of an entirely curva-
tureless and torsionless geometric background. Although fundamentally, the Symmetric Teleparallel equivalent of
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GR produces similar outcomes to GR, the corresponding extensions do not necessarily yield the same results. Moti-
vated by this, in this article, we work on non-metricity-based theory. As a simple extension, one can consider f (Q)
gravity, where the gravitational Lagrangian is a functional form of non-metricity scalar [28–30]. Recently, Xu et al.
[31] proposed a well-known coupling of f (Q) gravity called f (Q, T) theory, in which the matter sector is coupled
with the geometric sector. In the literature, a plethora of works have been carried out on the astronomical and
cosmological implications of this modified gravity [32–39]. To assess the viability of f (Q, T) gravity, we adopt a
model-independent approach. This is achieved through the cosmographic reconstruction technique.

Cosmography is a descriptive framework that focuses on the large-scale structure and observable features of the
Universe, without necessarily going deep into the underlying physical laws or models that govern its behavior. It
serves as a way to map and describe the Universe’s characteristics as observed, providing a bridge between obser-
vational data and theoretical cosmology. It does not rely on any prior assumptions of a cosmological model. This
technique utilizes a set of cosmographic parameters, which are constrained using observational data to analyze the
dynamics of the Universe. In the literature, several works have been carried out considering the Taylor series ex-
pansion, which works well in the vicinity of late-time redshifts (particularly z < 1) [40–48]. Recently, an alternative
series expansion using Chebyshev polynomials has been studied [49], which may overcome this issue. In this work,
we propose a novel way of using multivariable Chebyshev polynomials to measure coupled f (Q, T) coefficients.

The layout of the article is as follows: the fundamentals and geometric foundations of f (Q, T) cosmology are dis-
cussed in section II. In section III, we present the standard cosmographic assumptions of the series form in terms of
cosmographic parameters. The main highlight of our work, which describes the functions using Chebyshev polyno-
mials, is presented in section IV. The parameters are constrained using empirical data. The data and methodology
used are given in section V. Finally, in section VI, we conclude and summarize our results.

II. FUNDAMENTALS OF f (Q, T) THEORY

An initial modification to GR involves generalizing the definition of affine connections, incorporating components
beyond Levi-Civita. This leads to the formalism of a metric-affine theory, characterized by the triplet {M, gµν, Γρ

µν}.
Here, M represents a four-dimensional spacetime manifold, gµν denotes a rank-two symmetric tensor with 10 inde-
pendent components, and Γρ

µν signifies the affine connection which can be uniquely decomposed as [50]

Γρ
µν = Γ̃ρ

µν + Kρ
µν + Lρ

µν, (1)

where Γ̃ρ
µν := 1

2 gρλ(∂µgλν + ∂νgµλ − ∂λgµν) is the Levi-Civita connection, Kρ
µν := 1

2 (T
ρ
µν + Tρ

νµ − Tρ
µν) is the contortion

tensor, and Lρ
µν := 1

2 (Q
ρ
µν − Qρ

µν − Qρ
νµ) is the disformation tensor. The corresponding geometric entities are repre-

sented by the curvature tensor Rµ
ναβ := ∂ρΓµ

νσ − ∂σΓµ
νρ + Γµ

τρΓτ
νσ − Γµ

τσΓτ
νρ, the torsion tensor Tµ

νρ := 2Γµ

[ρν]
≡ Γµ

ρν − Γµ
νρ,

and the non-metricity tensor Qρµν := ∇µgνρ ≡ ∂µgνρ − Γλ
(ν|µgρ)λ ̸= 0. In general, for nonmetricity-based theories,

the first two geometric objects (curvature tensor and torsion tensor) vanish.
Using the expression of disformation tensor, the non-metricity scalar Q can be written as

Q ≡ −gρβ
(

Lµ
νρLν

βµ − Lµ
νµLν

ρβ

)
. (2)

Additionally, ∇λ
◦
= ∂λ implies Q ◦

= −LE, where ‘◦’ denotes gauge coincidence and

LE = gαβ

({
λ

µα

}{
µ

βλ

}
−
{

λ
µλ

}{
µ

αβ

})
(3)

is the Lagrangian for the motion equations proposed by Einstein. The non-metricity tensor Qλρβ is characterized by
two of its traces, which can be expressed as

Qλ = Q ρ
λ ρ, Q̃λ = Qρ

λρ. (4)
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Non-metricity fails to preserve the length of vectors. To ensure length conservation, we consider the conditions
Q(λµν) = 0 and Qλ(µν) = 0. The existence of non-metricity introduces specific geometric effects, leading to such
unique consequences compared to GR. Furthermore, the change of indices under the covariant derivative has a dif-
ferent description. The deviation of the anomalous acceleration indicates that the four-velocity is no longer orthog-
onal to the four-acceleration. However, it is possible to obtain the GR equivalent scenario known as the Symmetric
Teleparallel Equivalent of General Relativity (STEGR) [51]. The action for STEGR is given by

SSTEGR =
∫ (1

2
LSTEGR + Lm

)√
−g d4x. (5)

Here, LSTEGR represents the non-metricity scalar Q, g is the determinant of metric tensor, and Lm is the Lagrangian
for matter. Using the relations

Q = R +∇µ(Qµ − Q̃µ), (6)

and

∇µ(Qµ − Q̃µ) ≡ 1√−g
∂µ

(√
−g
(

Qµ − Q̃µ
))

, (7)

where R is the Ricci scalar, the STEGR action is dynamically equivalent to GR, except for a boundary term. This
boundary term vanishes because the boundary is fixed and the metric variation at the boundary is zero [27, 52]. Im-
portantly, this framework involves second-order field equations, whereas the gravitational field equations in theories
with only the Levi-Civita connection are of fourth order [53].

Now, we shall consider a well-known extension of STEGR, in which the gravitational Lagrangian Q is replaced by
an arbitrary function of non-metricity and the trace of the energy-momentum tensor. Thus, the action integral reads

S f (Q,T) =
∫ (1

2
f (Q, T) + Lm

)√
−g d4x. (8)

Here, T is obtained by contracting the energy-momentum tensor Tµν, which is derived by varying Lm with respect
to the metric tensor, i.e.,

Tµν ≡ −2√−g
δ(
√−gLm)

δgµν . (9)

Further, δT = δ(Tµνgµν) = (Tµν + Θµν)δgµν, where

Θµν = gλρ
δTλρ

δgµν . (10)

Varying the action (8) with respect to gρµ results in the following field equation

−2√−g
∇λ

(√
−g fQPλ

ρµ

)
− 1

2
gρµ f + fT

(
Tρµ + Θρµ

)
− fQ

(
PρνσQ νσ

µ − 2Qνσ
ρ Pνσµ

)
= Tρµ, (11)

where fQ = d f
dQ , fT = d f

dT , and

Pλµν ≡ 1
4

(
−Qλµν + 2Qλ(µν) + Qλgµν − Q̃λgµν − δλ(µQν)

)
= −1

2
Lλµν +

1
4

(
Qλ − Q̃λ

)
gµν −

1
4

δλ
(µQν)

(12)

is the superpotential and the non-metricity scalar Q can be expressed as

Q = −QαµνPαµν

= −1
4

(
−QανρQανρ + 2QανρQραν − 2QρQ̃ρ + QρQρ

)
.

(13)
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Moreover, varying the gravitational action with respect to the connection yields the field equations

∇µ∇ν

(√
−g fQPµν

α + 4πHµν
α

)
= 0, (14)

where

Hµνλ ≡
√−g
16π

(
fT

δT
δΓ̂λ

µν

+
δ
(√−gLM

)
δΓ̂λ

µν

)
(15)

is the hypermomentum tensor. Let us assume that the Universe is isotropic, homogeneous, and spatially flat. The
metric that describes this scenario is the Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric, which is given by

ds2 = −N2(t)dt2 + a2(t)δµνdxµdxν. (16)

Here, a(t) is the scale factor, and N(t) is the lapse function. For this metric, the non-metricity scalar Q takes the
forms

Q = 6
H2

N2 , (17)

where H is the Hubble function. In our study, we set N(t) = 1. Thus, the modified governing equations take the
form

3H2 =
f

4 fQ
− 1

2 fQ

[(
1 + fT

)
ρ + fT p

]
, (18)

2Ḣ + 3H2 =
f

4 fQ
−

2 ˙fQ H
fQ

+
1

2 fQ

[(
1 + fT

)
ρ +

(
2 + fT

)
p
]

. (19)

III. STANDARD COSMOGRAPHIC ASSUMPTIONS

It is well known that the cosmographic parameters come from the coefficients of the Taylor series expansion of the
scale factor a(t). At the present time t0, it can be defined as [54, 55]

a(t) = 1 +
∞

∑
n=1

1
n!

dna
dtn

∣∣∣∣∣
t=t0

(t − t0)
n. (20)

Considering the leading 4 coefficients, one can find the Hubble, deceleration, jerk, and snap parameters as follows

• H(t) = a′
a

• q(t) = − a′′
aH2

• j(t) = a′′′
aH3

• s(t) = a′′′′
aH4 .

From now on (′) must be understood as the derivative with respect to time t. Due to the insufficiency of observational
findings, we are not considering the higher-order cosmographic parameters beyond the snap parameter. With the
help of the above definitions, one can achieve the derivatives of the Hubble parameter as

H′ = −H2(q + 1),

H′′ = H3(j + 3q + 2),

H′′′ = H4(−4j − 3q(q + 4) + s − 6). (21)
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As the theory involves the two variables Q and T, we explicitly find their derivatives, which eventually take the
cosmographic form.

Q = 6H2,

Q′ = 12HH′,

Q′′ = 12HH′′ + 12(H′)2,

Q′′′ = 12HH′′′ + 36H′H′′. (22)

T =
3H0

2Ωm0

a3 ,

T′ = −9H0
2Ωm0 a′

a4 ,

T′′ = −
9H0

2Ωm0

(
aa′′ − 4a′2

)
a5 ,

T′′′ = −
9H0

2Ωm0

(
20a′3 − 12aa′a′′ + a2a′′′

)
a6 . (23)

Finally, we define the time derivatives of the scale factor (a(t)) as follows

a′ = aH,

a′′ = Ha′ + a′H′,

a′′′ = 2a′H′ + Ha′′ + aH′′,

a′′′′ = 3a′′H′ + 3a′H′′ + Ha′′′ + aH′′′. (24)

The quantities we obtained in this section will play a vital role in the cosmographic construction of the f (Q, T) theory
in the upcoming sections.

IV. COSMOGRAPHY WITH CHEBYSHEV POLYNOMIALS

Though in cosmography using Taylor series approximation is the most adopted approach, the restriction z < 1
on the convergence makes dealing with the data with higher redshifts complicated. This is why we consider the
Chebyshev polynomial, which has already proven its suitability at higher redshifts compared to the Taylor series
and Padé approximations [49].

A. Construction of the two variables functional using the first kind Chebyshev Polynomial

The Chebyshev series converges remarkably fast, exponential convergence for analytic functions while providing
a global approximation over an interval, making it particularly effective for capturing the overall behavior of a
function compared to the Taylor series. The Chebyshev polynomials (first kind) are defined as

Tn(x) = cos(nθ), (25)

where θ = cos−1(x). One of the most convenient properties of the first kind Chebyshev polynomials is orthogonality
in the domain [−1, 1] with respect to the inner product

< f1, f2 >=
∫ 1

−1
f1(x) f2(x)

dx

(1 − x2)
1
2

, (26)
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where 1/(1 − x2)1/2 is the weight function. To find the polynomials, one can use the following recurrence relation

T0(x) = 1,

T1(x) = x,

Tn+1(x) = 2xTn(x)− Tn−1(x). (27)

Using the above recurrence relation, we explicitly mention the remaining polynomials up to T4(x) below, which will
be further used to construct the functional form and luminosity distance in terms of the Chebyshev series.

T2(x) = 2x2 − 1,

T3(x) = 4x3 − 3x,

T4(x) = 8x4 − 8x2 + 1. (28)

To deal with the functions of two variables, we start with the definition of the Chebyshev series for the function
f (Q, T) as follows [56]

f (Q, T) ∼
∞

∑
i,j=0

αi,j Ti(Q) Tj(T). (29)

The coefficients of the above expression can be calculated using the following formulae

α0,0 =
1

π2

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

−1
g(Q, T) ∗ w(Q, T) dQ dT

α0,j =
2

π2

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

−1
g(Q, T) ∗ w(Q, T) ∗ Tj(T) dQ dT

αi,0 =
2

π2

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

−1
g(Q, T) ∗ w(Q, T) ∗ Ti(Q) dQ dT

αi,j =
4

π2

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

−1
g(Q, T) ∗ w(Q, T) ∗ Ti(Q) ∗ Tj(T) dQ dT (30)

where g(Q, T) is the Taylor series expansion of the function f (Q, T) and w(Q, T) is the weight function, defined

as w(Q, T) =
(
(1 − Q2)1/2(1 − T2)1/2

)−1
. Further to reduce complexity, a minimally coupled form γ(Q) + η(T) of

the theory is assumed. Now the Taylor series approximation up to 4th order can be expressed as

g(Q, T) ∼ γ +
1
2

γ(1)(Q − Q0) +
1
6

γ(2)(Q − Q0)
2 +

1
24

γ(3)(Q − Q0)
3 +

1
120

γ(4)(Q − Q0)
4+

η +
1
2

η(1)(T − T0) +
1
6

η(2)(T − T0)
2 +

1
24

η(3)(T − T0)
3 +

1
120

η(4)(T − T0)
4. (31)

Here γ(n) and η(n) represents the nth order derivatives of γ and η, respectively. By incorporating (30) and (31) in the
Chebyshev series (29), one can finally achieve

f (Q, T) ∼ γ +
1

120
(Q − Q0)

(
60γ(1) + (Q − Q0)×

(
20γ(2) + (Q − Q0)

(
5γ(3) + γ(4)Q − γ(4)Q0

)))
+

η +
1

120
(T − T0)

(
60η(1) + (T − T0)×

(
20η(2) + (T − T0)

(
5η(3) + η(4)T − η(4)T0

)))
. (32)

B. Construction of the Luminosity distance using the first kind Chebyshev Polynomial

A relation between powers of z and the Chebyshev polynomials can be expressed as [49, 57]

zn = 21−n
n ′

∑
k=0

k ≡ n(mod2)

(
n

n−k
2

)
Tk(z), (33)
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here the prime represents that if the contribution of k = 0 appears, it needs to be halved. Before moving to the Cheby-
shev series we define the Taylor series expansion of the luminosity distance in terms of cosmographic parameters
as

dL(z) =
cz
H0

(
1 +

1
2!
(1 − q0)z−

1
3!

z2
(

j0 − 3q0
2 − q0 + 1

)
+

1
4!

z3
(

10j0q0 + 5j0 − 15q0
3 − 15q0

2 − 2q0 + s0 + 2
)
+ O(z4)

)
. (34)

Finally, using the above ingredients along with the first five terms of the recurrence relation (27), one can obtain
the luminosity distance for the Chebyshev polynomials as

dL(z) =
c

H0

4

∑
n=0

cnTn(z), (35)

where

c0 = α(54 + 15j0(1 + 2q0)− 9q0(6 + 5q0(1 + q0)) + 3s0),

c1 = α(168 − 24j0 + 24q0 + 72q2
0),

c2 = α(56 + 20j0(1 + 2q0)− 4q0(14 + 15q0(1 + q0)) + 4s0),

c3 = α(−8 − 8j0 + 8q0(1 + 3q0)),

c4 = α(2 + 5j0(1 + 2q0)− q0(2 + 15q0(1 + q0)) + s0),

(36)

and α = 1
192 . We intend to constrain the f (Q, T) theory by using the above 4th order dL(z) expression in terms of the

cosmographic parameters.

C. Cosmographic parameters

We start this section by incorporating the assumed minimally coupled form in the motion equations (18) & (19).
Hence the revised motion equations at the present time reads

γ + η = 6H0
2(2γ(1) + Ωm0) +

1
1 + η(1)

×
[

4H0η(1)
(

γ(2) − H0(1 + q0)γ
(1)
)]

, (37)

H0
2(2 − q0) =

−4H0γ(2) + γ + η + 6H0
2Ωm0

4γ(1)
. (38)

By solving the above equations and their further derivatives, one can obtain the cosmographic parameters in terms
of the unknowns as follows

Deceleration:

q0 =

(
1/
(

48γ(1)H0
3(1 + η(1))

)) (
−6γ(1)(1 + 8H0

3)(1 + η(1)) +24γ(1)H0
2η(2)Ωm0 + Ωm0

(
−72H0

3(1 + η(1))2+

(1 + η(1))(2 + η(1)) + 6H0
2(1 + 2η(1))η(2)Ωm0

)
+

1
2

(
−576γ(1)H0

3(1 + η(1))

(
4γ(1)

(
(−1 + 4H0

3)(1 + η(1))−

6H0
2η(2)Ωm0

)
+ Ωm0

(
48H0

3(1 + η(1))2 − (1 + η(1))(2 + 3η(1)) −6H0
2(1 + 2η(1))η(2)Ωm0

))
+

4
(
−6γ(1)(1 + 8H0

3)(1 + η(1)) +24γ(1)H0
2η(2)Ωm0 + Ωm0

(
−72H0

3(1 + η(1))2+

(1 + η(1))(2 + η(1)) + 6H0
2(1 + 2η(1))η(2)Ωm0

))2
)1/2

 ,

(39)
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Jerk:

j0 =2 − 12H0
3(−2 + q0)(1 + q0)

2 + q0(2 + q0) +

(
48γ(3)H0(1 + q0) + 3Ωm0

(
−2 + η(1) + 2η(1)q0−

48H0
3(1 + η(1))(−2 + q0)(1 + q0)

)) (
1/4γ(1)

)
,

(40)

Snap:

s0 =− 5 − 8q0 − 288H0
6(−2 + q0)(1 + q0)

4 − q0(j0 + 3q0) + (1/γ(1)2
)
(

54H0
3(1 + η(1))Ωm0

×(1 + q0)

(
16γ(3)H0(1 + q0) + Ωm0

(
−2 + η(1)+ 2η(1)q0 − 48H0

3(1 + η(1))(−2 + q0)(1 + q0)
)))

+ 12H0
3(1 + q0)

(
−7 − 2j0 + q0 j0 − 7q0 + 6q0

2 + 3q0
3
)
+ (3/4γ(1))

(
−192γ(4)H0

3(1 + q0)
2 + 3H0

2η(2)Ωm0
2

×(3 + 2q0)
2 − 16γ(3)H0

(
5 + j0 + 3q0

(
3 + q0− 12H0

3(1 + q0)
2
))

+ Ωm0

(
16 − 2η(1)(−2 + j0)+

3
(

6 + η(1)
)

q0 + 2
(

2 + η(1)
)

q0
2 − 2304H0

6
(

1 + η(1)
)

×(−2 + q0)(1 + q0)
3 + 24H0

3 (−2(8 + 2j0 + 9q0)+

2q0
(

j0 + q0(5 + 3q0)
)
+ η(1) (−13 + 2j0(−2 + q0) +q0

(
−10 + q0

(
17 + 8q0

))))
 .

(41)

V. OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS USING COSMOGRAPHY

In the previous section, we constrained the free variables of the constructed functional form using the cosmo-
graphic parameters. Though one can use the present values of the cosmographic parameters from observations to
get a system of linear equations, it will lead to an infinite number of solutions. So to achieve a definitive range for
the unknowns, we find the Chebyshev series for luminosity distance. By using the luminosity distance, we intend to
perform the MCMC analysis for the Pantheon+SH0ES data which may lead us to the best-fit ranges for the appeared
unknowns.

Observational data are vital in assessing the nature and dynamics of the Universe, and we have seen rapid ad-
vancements in recent decades. With increasing sensitivity in experimental data from various astronomical and cos-
mological surveys, the core of modern cosmology is being refined. This progress allows us to achieve more precise
measurements of cosmological parameters. Developments in observational cosmology have opened new pathways,
providing a provision for identifying a cosmological theory that aligns with observational evidence.

A. PANTHEON+SH0ES

The Pantheon+SH0ES dataset, as detailed in references [58–62], includes distance moduli derived from 1701 light
curves of 1550 Type Ia supernovae (SNeIa) collected across 18 different surveys. These light curves cover a redshift
range from 0.001 ≤ z ≤ 2.2613. Significantly, the dataset contains 77 light curves from galaxies that also host
Cepheids. One of the key advantages of the Pantheon+SH0ES dataset is its effectiveness in constraining the Hubble
constant H0 along with other free parameters. We estimate the theoretical distance modulus for the SNeIa sample
using the equation

µ(z) = 5 log10

(
dL(z)
1 Mpc

)
+ 25, (42)

where dL is defined as in (34). The free parameters (H0, γ(1), γ(3), γ(4), η(1), η(2)Ωm0) are constrained by applying
equations (39)-(41) to (42). As a result, the distance residual ∆µ is expressed as



9

TABLE I: Best fit range of the parameters with 1 − σ confidence level.

Pantheon + SH0ES

H0 (72.13, 74)
γ(1) (12527.75, 12529.73)
γ(3) (−1081.2,−1079.2)
γ(4) (−19.9,−17.94)
η(1) (−0.55, 0.6)
η(2) (0.33, 1.2)
Ωm0 (0.285, 0.346)

∆µi = µi − µth(zi). (43)

When analyzing data from the SNeIa sample, a degeneracy is observed between the parameters H0 and M. To
address this issue, a modification is applied to the SNeIa distance residuals [60, 63] as follows

∆µ̃ =

µi − µ
Ceph
i , if i is a Cepheid host

µi − µth(zi), otherwise
(44)

Here, ∆µ̃ denotes the modified distance residual, and µ
Ceph
i represents the distance modulus of the Cepheid host

for the ith SNeIa. The χ2 function for SNeIa is then given by

χ2
SNeIa = ∆µT(C−1

stat+sys)∆µ. (45)

B. Results

One can notice that the parameters γ, η, γ(2), η(3), and η(4) are missing from the MCMC analysis. However, it is
to be noted that the parameters develop a dependency on the remaining parameters when we do further derivatives
of the motion equations which is why it is not necessary to consider them. For instance, one can find γ(2) by solving
(37) and (38). In a similar fashion, the dependent parameter ranges can be obtained conveniently.

The contours up to 3 − σ CL in Figure 2 are obtained from the MCMC technique by using the chi-square function
of PANTHEON+SH0ES data. The innermost dark shaded region is 1− σ (68%) CL, the middle region is 2− σ (95%)
CL and the outer light shaded region is 3− σ (99.7%) CL. We summarize the best fit 1− σ confidence level ranges for
the parameters in Table I. Moreover, we depict from Figure 1 that the distance modulus function for our constrained
theory perfectly aligns with the 1701 points of PANTHEON+SH0ES sample and the standard ΛCDM model.

Further, we have performed a statistical comparison of our model to the standard model by using the Bayesian
techniques Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) and Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC). The tools are defined as
AIC = χ2

min + 2d and BIC = χ2
min + dlnN, where d is the number of free parameters, and N is the sample size

of the corresponding dataset. To get the evidence how strongly the models are supported by data, one has to find
the difference ∆AIC = |AICΛCDM − AICMODEL| and ∆BIC = |BICΛCDM − BICMODEL| (See [64] for the acceptable
ranges for evidence). For our results, we achieved ∆AIC = 1.88, which indicates strong evidence in favor of the
model. Since our model contains a high number of parameters as compared to the standard model, the ∆BIC value
appears as 14.43, which is slightly higher and does not provide any supportive evidence.

VI. CONCLUSION

In recent times, many successful modified theory models have proved their efficacy in describing gravity. For
example, models by Starobinsky [65] and Linder [66] have successfully described various physical phenomena. To



10

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
z

27.5

30.0

32.5

35.0

37.5

40.0

42.5

45.0

47.5

(z
)

From curve fitting: Pantheon values
LCDM
From data

FIG. 1: Curve fitting of the distance modulus function against the 1701 data points of PANTHEON+SH0ES and
ΛCDM model.

uncover the fundamental principles governing the Universe, reconstructing gravitational theory offers a promising
approach. This reconstruction can be accomplished by either constraining the model parameters of pre-assumed
functional forms or employing the Raychaudhuri equations, both of which are dependent on specific gravity models.

However, it is crucial to adopt a more general perspective that does not rely on particular models. There are
several methods for exploring the dynamics within modified theories without assuming a specific functional form.
These methods include purely statistical techniques such as Gaussian processes and neural networks, as well as
cosmographic approaches. By utilizing cosmographic parameters like the Hubble parameter, deceleration, jerk, and
snap, cosmographic techniques are very helpful in developing a theory with a model-independent approach. We
have used these techniques to constrain the extension of symmetric teleparallel theory in this work. The main sig-
nificance is the utilization of the Chebyshev series for two variables to reconstruct the functional form of f (Q, T).
The Chebyshev series provides exceptionally fast, exponential convergence for analytic functions and provides a
global approximation over an interval, making it ideal for capturing the overall behavior of a function compared to
the Taylor series. It is less sensitive to singularities near the domain and exhibits robust numerical stability due to
the orthogonality of Chebyshev polynomials. This method is particularly well-suited for efficiently approximating
smooth functions across a wide range. On the other hand, Padé polynomials also perform well in certain contexts,
as supported by existing references [67, 68]. However, our work is distinguished from prior cosmography literature
by addressing functions with two variables. Researchers have predominantly explored Padé, Taylor, and Cheby-
shev series cosmography for single-variable functions. Here, we introduce a novel methodology that applies the
Chebyshev series to functions of two variables. For such multivariable functions, the Padé expansion becomes more
complex, and parameter estimation through statistical processes becomes increasingly infeasible, highlighting the
advantages of our approach.

Further from the motion equations, we found a set of solutions for the cosmographic parameters involving the
free variables that appeared in our reconstructed form. We obtained the luminosity distance in terms of the present-
time cosmographic parameters (H0, q0, j0, s0). To constrain our theory, we conducted a Markov Chain Monte Carlo
analysis because it represents a class of probability distribution sampling techniques based on the construction of
Markov chains. The distance modulus function (µ(z)), which can be obtained from dL(z) is used to minimize the
chi-square function and to compare with the 1701 points of PANTHEON+SH0ES sample. These data are some of
the most precise tools available for measuring key cosmological parameters. However, they are not immune to
systematic errors, and careful attention is required to identify, quantify, and mitigate these uncertainties. Some of
these errors are intrinsic to the methods used, while others arise from the inherent complexities of measuring cosmic
distances. Finally, the AIC test provided strong evidence in favor of our model, which indicates the alignment of the
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FIG. 2: Upto 3 − σ CL contours and posterior distributions from the MCMC analysis of PANTHEON+SH0ES
sample.

model to the data. We found that the results from MCMC analysis make an excellent match to the ΛCDM model
and the data points.
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