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Abstract

This paper explores the generalized ghost dark energy model in the
framework of f(Q,Lm) gravity, where Q represents the non-metricity
scalar and Lm denotes the matter-Lagrangian density. We take the
homogeneous and isotropic universe with an ideal matter distribution
and examine a scenario with interacting dark energy and dark mat-
ter. We then reconstruct f(Q,Lm) model to examine the effects of this
extended gravitational framework on the cosmic evolution. The be-
havior of numerous cosmic parameters are explored corresponding to
distinct parametric values. The stability is evaluated by the squared
sound speed method. The statefinder (r, s) and standard diagnostic
pairs (ωD−ω′

D) are used to study the various cosmic eras. Our results
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align with recent observational evidence, indicating that the f(Q,Lm)
model effectively characterizes dark energy and cosmic evolution.

Keywords: f(Q,Lm) theory; Dark energy model; Cosmic evolution.
PACS: 95.36.+x; 98.80.-k; 04.50.Kd.

1 Introduction

The mysterious nature of the cosmos and astrophysical events has captivated
numerous scholars to explore and study these phenomena. The cosmos con-
sists of three major components, i.e., dark energy (DE), dark matter (DM)
and normal matter. The universe is primarily governed by DE and DM

with usual matter occupies the remaining space. The DM is an invisible
matter and its existence is deducted by gravitational lensing and the rota-
tion curves of galaxies [1]. However, the greatest ground-breaking finding
of recent decades has been the accelerated expansion of the cosmos, which
has steered scientific inquiry in a completely new direction. A mysterious
source of energy which exhibits significant negative pressure, referred to as
DE is thought to drive this expansion. The challenges surrounding the prop-
erties and existence of both DE and DM remain some of the complex and
unsolved challenges in cosmology. The significant model for elucidating the
characteristics of DE is the ΛCDM framework. In this model, the cosmologi-
cal constant is regarded as the most probable explanation for the accelerating
expansion of the universe. Although it aligns well with observational data,
but it encounters challenges such as fine-tuning and the cosmic coincidence
problem [2]. However, there are two methodologies to comprehend enigmatic
features of the cosmos. One approach involves modifying the geometric as-
pect of the Einstein-Hilbert action, resulting in alternative theories of gravity,
while the other focuses on altering the matter component to create dynamical
DE models [3].

Researchers have proposed various methods to address these challenges in
the past decades, yet they are still mysterious. To understand the nature of
DE, the Veneziano ghost dark energy (GDE) model has proposed in [4] which
has notable physical effects. It generates a tiny vacuum energy density in
curved spacetime corresponding to Λ3

QCD, where QCD represents the quan-
tum chromodynamics. Therefore, no additional parameters, degrees of free-
dom or alterations are needed. With ΛQCD ∼ 100MeV and H ∼ 10−33eV ,
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Λ3
QCD provides the proper order for the DE density. This shows that this

paradigm eliminates the fine-tuning problem [5]. Cai et al [6] investigated
the cosmic acceleration corresponding to DE model. Sheykhi and Movahed
[7] examined cosmic evolution by analyzing the GDE model. The universe
rapid growth via the GDE model has been investigated in [8].

Einstein’s gravitational theory (GR) has been modified into various alter-
native gravitational theories due to their significant interest in explaining the
accelerated expansion of the universe. The equivalent geometric frameworks
can be used to represent GR. The initial approach focuses on curvature with
the absence of both torsion and non-metricity. The second is the teleparallel
formalism, where both non-metricity and curvature are absent. An alterna-
tive representation is also possible in which gravitational effects are charac-
terized through the non-metricity of the metric, which reflects variations in
a vector’s length as it undergoes parallel transport. The fundamental princi-
ple of teleparallel gravity is to substitute the spacetime metric with a set of
tetrad vectors, which introduces torsion. Additionally, curvature is substi-
tuted with the torsion produced by the vierbein, which serves to characterize
the gravitational influences in the cosmos [9]. Linder [10] introduced modi-
fied teleparallel gravity (f(T)), where T denotes the torsion scalar. Jimenez
et al [11] introduced the concept of symmetric teleparallel gravity, known
as f(Q) gravity. A lot of significant work has been done in this modified
framework [12]-[18].

Another modified proposal is f(Q,T) theory, which has become subject
of great interest in scientific community due to its crucial implications in
the field of cosmology and astrophysics [20]-[31]. Alternative theories and
observational constraints has been examined in [32]-[39] Myrzakulov et al
[40] generalized the symmetric teleparallel theory by including the matter-
Lagrangian in the action, known as f(Q,Lm) theory. An important aspect
of this gravity is that the corresponding field equations are of second-order
which make this theory distinct from f(R) gravity (R represents the curva-
ture invariant), which employs fourth-order field equations. This modified
proposal investigates its potential consequences, its consistency with present
experimental evidence and determine its applicability to cosmological mod-
els. The f(Q,Lm) theory establishes a unique relationship between geometry
and matter, garnering a profound interest because of its significant conse-
quences in gravitational physics. This theory is studied to comprehend its
theoretical implications and importance in astrophysical and cosmological
evolution. This theory proposes that the incorporation of non-metricity and
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the existence of matter sources provide a more comprehensive representation
of gravitational connections.

This theory incorporates non-metricity in the gravitational action, in-
troducing additional degrees of freedom that result in novel gravitational
dynamics and cosmological solutions. Additionally, the dependence on the
matter-Lagrangian allows this theory to effectively characterize the impact
of matter composition on the gravitational field. The objective of this modi-
fied theory is to provide a comprehensive framework for gravitational physics
and cosmology, which can provide information about basic investigations into
the nature of gravity and the cosmos. Harko et al [41] investigated diverse
cosmological applications by deriving evolution equations and using partic-
ular functional forms for f(Q) gravity. Mandal and Sahoo [42] analyzed the
equation of state (EoS) parameter in the framework of non-minimally coupled
f(Q) gravity. Myrzakulov et al [43] further investigated the impact of bulk
viscosity on late-time cosmic acceleration in f(Q,Lm) gravity framework.

The accelerated expansion of the universe can be examined using various
DE models. Turner and White [44] found that the inflationary phase was
not aligned with the present matter density and they tackled this problem by
introducing a parameterization technique. Sahni et al [45] introduced a set
of dimensionless diagnostic parameters to evaluate the characteristics of DE.
Chirde and Shekh [46] used DE model and EoS parameter to examine the
cosmic acceleration in f(R,T) gravity (T is the energy-momentum tensor).
Arora et al [47] explored late-time cosmology involving dust matter in f(Q,T)
framework. Solanki et al [48] examined the characteristics of various cosmic
parameters in f(Q) gravity to examine the dark universe. Mussatayeva et al
[49] described various late-time cosmological phenomena in the f(Q) gravity.

Reconstruction method in extended gravitational theories provide an ef-
fective reflection to explain the current accelerated expansion. Ebrahimi and
Sheykhi [50] examined the GDE model in the context of Brans-Dicke cosmol-
ogy using the non-interaction scenario. Saaidi et al [51] used correspondence
approaches to reconstruct f(R) gravity models. Jawad [52] studied the evo-
lutionary paths of few cosmic factors using the concept of pilgrim DE in
f(T,TG) theory. Fayaz et al [53] studied the f(R,T) model in the context
of the GDE model and examined the evolutionary picture of the universe.
Sharif and Nawazish [54] modified the f(R) gravity model using the gener-
alized ghost pilgrim DE model with Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW )
universe. They discovered that the non-interacting condition exhibits cos-
mic acceleration, which is characterized by the presence of a positive cur-
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vature parameter. The progression of the universe across matter and DE

eras has been studied in [55]. Zadeh et al [56] found that the particle per-
spective accurately characterizes the cosmic acceleration during late time.
Ghaffari et al [57] used Tsallis generalized entropy to establish a holographic
DE model in Brans-Dicke Theory. Huang et al [58] analyzed cosmic evolu-
tion through Tsallis holographic DE model. Odintsov et al [59] investigated
distinct f(R,G) models to elucidate the successful manifestation of the DE

model. Myrzakulov et al [60] used the pilgrim DE andGDEmodels to rebuild
the f(Q) model. They discovered that the outcomes achieved closely reflect
the observational data. The construction of different models and cosmologi-
cal analysis corresponding to DE models has been established in [61]-[63].

To examine the dynamics of the universe, we reconstruct the f(Q,Lm)
functional form using the GGDE model to analyze the dynamics of the cos-
mos. This article follows the given format. Section 2 presents the basis of
f(Q,Lm) gravity. Then, we assess the influence of the connection among DE

and cold DM using analysis of the redshift parameter. We also reconstruct
f(Q,Lm) functional form by considering GGDE model. Section 3 focuses
on examining the evolution of this notion using cosmographic analysis. We
summarize our main findings in section 4.

2 f(Q,Lm) Theory: Field Equations

We derive the equations of motion of f(Q,Lm) theory by variational principle
in this section. A generalized form of Riemannian geometry was presented
by Weyl [42] as a mathematical foundation for the description of gravitation
in GR. In Riemannian geometry, parallel transport along a closed path pre-
serves the vector length and direction. Weyl introduced a modification in
which a vector undergoes changes in both direction and length while being
transported in parallel along a closed path. The proposed modification in-
troduces a novel vector field (Aξ) that defines the geometric features of Weyl
geometry. The primary fields in Weyl space consist of the newly defined
vector field and the metric tensor. The metric tensor establishes the spatial
arrangement of spacetime by specifying distances and angles, while the vector
field is introduced to accurately represent the variation in length during par-
allel transport. In a Weyl theory, the length changes as δℓ = ℓAξδx

ξ when a
vector size ℓ is transported with an infinitesimal path δxξ [43]. This suggests
that the change in the size of the vector is directly related to the coefficient
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of connection, original length and the displacement along the trajectory.
The variation in the vector length is expressed as δℓ = ℓΥξηδh

ξη, where
δhξη is the area element and

Υξη = ∇ηAξ −∇ξAη. (1)

A spatial scaling length ℓ̂ = υ(x)ℓ transforms the field equation Âξ to Âξ =
Aξ + (ln υ),ξ, whereas the conformal transformations modify the elements
of metric tensor as ĝξη = υ2gξη and ĝξη = υ−2gξη, respectively. Among the
fundamental characteristics of Weyl geometry, a semi-metric connection is
defined as

Γ̂ϑξη = Γϑξη + gξηA
ϑ − δϑξAη − δϑηAξ, (2)

where Christoffel symbol is represented by Γϑξη. The construction of a gauge

covariant derivative is possible by assuming that Γ̂ϑξη is symmetric. Using the
covariant derivative, the expression for the Weyl curvature tensor is

Ŝξηϑγ = Ŝ(ξη)ϑγ + Ŝ[ξη]ϑγ, (3)

where

Ŝ[ξη]ϑγ = Sξηϑγ+2∇ϑA[ξgη]γ+2∇γA[ηgξ]ϑ+2AϑA[ξgη]ϑ+2AγA[ηgξ]ϑ−2A2gϑ[ξgη]γ.

After first contraction of the Weyl tensor, we have

Ŝξη = Ŝϑξϑη = Sξη + 2AξAη + 3∇ηA
ξ −∇ξA

η + gξη(∇ϑA
ϑ − 2AϑA

ϑ). (4)

Finally, the Weyl scalar is given by

Ŝ = S̄ϑϑ = S + 6(∇ξA
ξ −AξA

ξ). (5)

Weyl-Cartan (WC) spaces, which include torsion offer an expanded frame-
work that goes beyond Riemannian and Weyl geometries.

TheWC spacetimes are characterized by a symmetric metric tensor defin-
ing the length of a vector and an asymmetric connection determines the law
of parallel transport as dςξ = −ςϑΓ̂ξϑηdx

η [59]. The connection in this frame-
work is given by

Γ̃ϑξη = Γϑξη +Ψϑ
ξη + Ωϑξη. (6)

Here, disformation tensor (Ωϑξη) and contortion tensor (Ψϑ
ξη) are expressed as

Ωϑξη =
1

2
gϑγ(Qξηγ +Qξηγ −Qγξη), (7)
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Ψϑ
ξη = Γ̃ϑ[ξη] + gϑγgξεΓ̃

ε
[ηγ] + gϑγgηεΓ̃

ε
[ξγ], (8)

where
Qγξη = ∇γgξη = −gξη,γ + gηεΓ̂

ε
ξγ + gεξΓ̂

ε
ηγ . (9)

Here, WC connection is denoted by Γ̃ϑξη. It is noted that the WC geometry
represents a specific case of Weyl geometry when torsion is absent as verified
from Eqs.(2) and (6), where Qϑξη = −2gξηΨϑ. Therefore, Eq.(6) becomes

Γ̃ϑξη = Γϑξη + gξηΨ
ϑ − δϑξΨη − δϑηΨξ +Ψϑ

ξη, (10)

with
Ψϑ
ξη = T ϑ

ξη − gϑγgεξT
ε
γη − gϑγgεηT

ε
γξ. (11)

The WC torsion is given by

T ϑ
ξη =

1

2
(Γ̃ϑξη − Γ̃ϑηξ). (12)

A connection-based definition of the WC curvature tensor is

S̃ϑξηγ = Γ̃ϑξγ,η − Γ̃ϑξη,γ + Γ̃εξγΓ̃
ϑ
εη − Γ̃εξηΓ̃

ϑ
εγ. (13)

Contraction of the curvature tensor yields the WC scalar as

S̃ = S̃ξηξη = S + 6∇ηΨ
η − 4∇ηT

η − 6ΨηΨ
η + 8AηT

η + T ξϑηTξϑη

+ 2T ξϑηTηϑξ − 4T ηTη, (14)

where Tη = T
ξ
ξη.

By neglecting the boundary terms in the Ricci scalar, one can reformulate
the gravitational action as [50]

S =
1

2κ

∫

gξη(ΓϑγξΓ
γ
ϑη − ΓϑγϑΓ

γ
ξη)

√
−gd4x. (15)

The assumption of symmetric connection yields

Γϑξη = −Lϑξη. (16)

Thus, Eq.(15) turns out to be

S = − 1

2κ

∫

gξη(LϑγξL
γ
ϑη − LϑγϑL

γ
ξη)

√
−gd4x, (17)
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where
Q ≡ −gξη(LϑγξL

γ
ϑη − LϑηϑL

η
ξη), (18)

and

Lϑγξ ≡ −1

2
gϑε(∇ξgγε +∇γgεξ −∇εgγξ). (19)

By substituting the non-metricity scalar with a general function in Eq.(17),
the gravitational action of symmetric teleparallel theory can be derived as

S =
1

2κ

∫

f(Q)
√
−gd4x. (20)

Now, we couple this action with the matter-Lagrangian density, the action
of f(Q,Lm) theory is obtained as [6, ?]

S =
1

2κ

∫

f(Q,Lm)
√
−gd4x. (21)

The superpotential is given by

Pϑ
ξη = −1

2
Lϑξη +

1

4
(Qϑ − Q̃

ϑ
)gξη −

1

4
δϑ[ξQη ]

. (22)

The relation for non-metricity (given in Appendix X ) is

Q = −QϑξηPϑξη = −1

4
(−QϑξηQϑξη + 2QϑξηQηϑξ − 2QϑQ̃ϑ +QϑQϑ). (23)

The variation of Eq.(21) gives

δS =
1

2

∫

δ[f(Q,Lm)
√
−g]d4x,

=
1

2

∫

(fδ
√
−g + (fQδQ+ fLm

δLm)
√
−gd4x. (24)

Moreover, we define

Tξη = − 2√−g

δ(
√−gLm)

δgξη
= gξηLm − 2

∂Lm

∂gξη
. (25)

The variation of Q is discussed in Appendix Y and determinant of the metric
tensor is given by

δ
√
−g = −1

2

√
−ggξηδg

ξη. (26)
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Using Eqs.(25), (26) and variation of δQ in (24), we have

δS =
−1

2

∫

fgξη
√
−gδgξη

− fQ
√
−g(PξϑγQϑγ

η − 2Qϑγ
ξ Pϑγη)δgξη + 2fQ

√
−gPϑξη∇ϑδgξη

+
1

2
fLm

(Lm − Tξη)
√
−gδgξηd4x. (27)

Integrate while considering the boundary conditions, the term 2fQ
√−gPϑξη∇ϑδgξη

takes the form as −2∇ϑ(fQ
√−gPϑξη)δgξη. The resulting field equations of

f(Q,Lm) gravity are

1

2
fLm

(Lm − Tξη) =
2√−g

∇ϑ(fQ
√
−gPϑ

ξη) +
1

2
fgξη

+ fQ(PξϑγQϑγ
η − 2Qϑγ

ξ Pϑγη), (28)

where fLm
= ∂f

∂Lm
and fQ = ∂f

∂Q
.

2.1 Formulation of GGDE f(Q,Lm) Model

To explore the mysteries of the cosmos, we consider a homogeneous and
isotropic spacetime characterized by the scale factor a(t) as

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)(dx2 + dy2 + dz2). (29)

We assume that the universe is filled with ideal fluid, whose stress-energy
tensor is expressed as

Tξη = (µ+ P)VξVη + Pgξη, (30)

where µ, P and Vξ represent the energy density, pressure and four-velocity
of the fluid, respectively. The non-zero components of the non-metricity and
deformation tensor are

Q011 = Q022 = Q033 = 2aȧ,

Q0
11 = Q0

22 = Q0
33 =

2ȧ

a3
,

Q01
1 = Q02

2 = Q03
3 = −2ȧ

a
,
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L0
11 = L0

22 = L0
33 = −aȧ,

L1
01 = L1

10 = L2
02 = L2

20 = L3
03 = L3

30 = − ȧ

a
.

Using the values of these non-zero components with flat FRW spacetime in
Eq.(23), we have

P0
11 = P0

22 = P0
33 = −aȧ,

P011 = P022 = P033 = − ȧ

a3
,

P011 = P022 = P033 = aȧ,

P1
01 = P0

10 = P2
02 = P2

20 = P3
03 = P3

30 = − ȧ

4a
,

P110 = P101 = P220 = P202 = P330 = P303 = −aȧ

4
,

P110 = P101 = P220 = P202 = P330 = P303 = − ȧ

4a3
.

The non-metricity scalar is calculated by using Eq.(25) as

Q = −(Q011P
011 +Q022P

022 +Q033P
033).

After simplifying this equation, we obtainQ = 6H2, where H = ȧ
a
. Evaluating

Eq.(29) for 0-0 component, we have

2

a3
∇µ(fQ

√
−gPµ00)+fQ(P0µνQ0

µν−2Qµν
0Pµν0)+

1

2
fg00 =

1

2
fLm

(g00Lm−T00).

This equation turns out to be

fQ(P011Q0
11 + P022Q0

22 + P033Q0
33)− 1

2
f =

1

2
fLm

(ρ+ Lm).

After simplification, we have

3H2 =
1

4fQ

(

f − fLm
(µ+ Lm)

)

. (31)

Equation (29) for the 1-1 component becomes

2

a3
∇µ(fQ

√
−gPµ 11)+fQ(P1µνQ1

µν−2Qµν
1Pµν1)+

1

2
fg11 =

1

2
fLm

(g11Lm−T11).
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Manipulation of this equation yields

2

a3
∂

∂t
(fQa

3(−aȧ))− 4ȧ2fQ +
a2

2
f =

a2

2
fLm

(Lm − p).

Rearranging this equation, we have

Ḣ+ 3H2 +
ḟQ

fQ
H =

1

4fQ

(

f + fLm
(µ− Lm)

)

, (32)

where dot represents the temporal derivative, µD and PD represent the energy
density and pressure corresponding to DE expressed as

µD =
−12H2fQ − LmfLm

+ f

fL
, (33)

PD =
4(L̇mHfQL + 3H2(4ḢfQQ + fQ) + ḢfQ) + LmfLm

)− f

fLm

. (34)

The relations for the fractional energy densities are specified as follows

ΩD =
µD

3H2 , Ωm =
µm

3H2 , (35)

This implies that 1 = ΩD + Ωm, indicating the interplay between DE and
DM. Consequently, the conservation of energy densities for two fluids can be
determined as follows when they interact

µ̇m + 3H(µm + Pm) = Γ, µ̇D + 3H(µD + PD) = −Γ. (36)

Here, Γ is the interaction term. The interaction term must be positive for
energy transfer from DE to DM. In this specific framework, we examine the
equation Γ = 3ηH(µm + µD) = 3HηµD(1 + β), where η defines the coupling
constant and β is given by

β =
µm

µD
=

Ωm
ΩD

=
1− ΩD
ΩD

. (37)

We can express the ωD as

ωD = −
2η
Ω
+ 1

2 − Ω
. (38)

The dynamic DE models that incorporate direct relation between energy
density and the Hubble parameter is crucial for elucidating the phenomenon
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of the accelerated expansion of the universe. In this context, the energy
density of the GGDE model is represented as

µD = αH+ βH2. (39)

Using Eqs.(33) and (39), we have

−12H2fQ − LmfL + f

fL
= αH+ βH2. (40)

We consider Lm = p and use Eq.(36), we obtain the reconstructed GGDE

f(Q,Lm) model as

f(Q,Lm) = −αc1
√
Q(ln(Q) + 2)

2
√
6

− 1

3
βc1Q, (41)

where c1 is the integration constant. Substituting this reconstructed func-
tional form in Eqs.(33) and (34), we have

µD =

√
6α(6H2(ln(Q) + 2)−Q ln(Q))− 2β

√
Q(Q− 12H2)

12
√
Q

, (42)

PD =
1

12Q3/2
(2βQ3/2(−4Ḣ− 12H2 +Q) +

√
6α(Q(Q ln(Q)

− 2(ln(Q) + 2)Ḣ)− 6H2(Q(ln(Q) + 2)− 2 ln(Q)Ḣ))). (43)

Now, we examine the cosmic parameters through the redshift function,
which is significant to comprehend the dynamics and the evolution of the
universe. The dynamics of redshift provides insights on cosmic acceleration
and the motion of cosmic objects with time. In this perspective, we consider
the scale factor as

a(t) = a0t
k, (44)

where a0 and k are arbitrary constants. The deceleration parameter is rep-
resented as

q = −aä

ȧ2
= −1 +

1

k
. (45)

This is a crucial cosmographic parameter that demonstrates the rate of the
expanding universe, because the cosmos undergoes decelerated expansion for
positive values of deceleration parameter, whereas its negative values signify
accelerated cosmic expansion. By using the value of k, Eq.(44) becomes

a(t) = t
1

1+q , (46)
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Figure 1: Graph of f(Q,Lm) versus non-metricity and redshift for α = 1.5,
β = 6.5 and c1 = 0.4.

where the present deceleration parameter value is q = −0.832+0.091
−0.091 [64]. The

relation for H and H0 is represented as

H =
ȧ

a
=

(

1

1 + q

)

(
1

t
), H0 =

(

1

1 + q

)

(
1

t0
). (47)

This signifies that the universe expansion is impacted by the deceleration
parameter and H0. By computing the correlation between the redshift pa-
rameter and the scale factor, we have

H = H0U1+q, Ḣ = −H0U2+2q, (48)

where U = 1 + z [65]. The non-metricity term is given by

Q = 6H2
0U2+2q. (49)

We consider Substituting these values in Eq.(41), we get

f(Q,Lm) = −1

2
αc1

√

H2
0U2q+2(log(6H2

0U2q+2) + 2)

− 2βc1H
2
0U2q+2. (50)

Figure 1 demonstrates that the reconstructed f(Q,Lm) model retains a pos-
itive value and exhibits an increasing trend corresponding to both redshift
function and non-metricity scalar. This graphical analysis indicates that the
reconstructed GGDE model supports the cosmic acceleration. It is note-
worthy that as Q approaches to zero, our rebuilt model converges to zero,
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Figure 2: Graphical representation of matter variables versus redshift for
α = 1.5, β = 6.5 and c1 = 0.4.

signifying that the reconstructed model exhibits realistic behavior. Substi-
tuting Eq.(49) in (42) and (43), we have

µD = α

√

H2
0U2q+2 + βH2

0U2q+2, (51)

PD = −α

√

H2
0U2q+2 − βH2

0U2q+2. (52)

In cosmology, the composition of matter offers significant insights into the
cosmic evolution. Figure 2 determines the graphical behavior of energy den-
sity and pressure corresponding to reconstructed GGDE f(Q,Lm). As ob-
served from these plots, the pressure remains negative and the energy density
is positive. These graphical behaviors align with the characteristics of DE,
suggesting accelerated expansion. The distinct behaviors of energy density
and pressure help to evaluate the viability of this bouncing model, under-
scoring its relevance in advancing our understanding of cosmic evolution.

3 Study of Cosmographic Parameters

This section examines the dynamics of the cosmos through cosmographic
analysis of the key cosmic parameters for the reconstructed GGDE f(Q,Lm)
framework. Moreover, we examine consistency of this model using the sound
speed approach.
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Figure 3: Graph of ωD versus redshift for α = 1.5, β = 6.5 and c1 = 0.4.

3.1 Analysis of State Parameter

The EoS parameter (ω = P
µ
) represents correlation between energy density

and pressure. This parameter helps to comprehend how these components
impact cosmic dynamics. This parameter sheds light on the forces driving
cosmic evolution and provides a more detailed understanding of the universe
progression. Different values of ω correspond to various cosmic epochs, it
distinguishes between different expansion phases, where ω ∈ (−1,−1

3
) corre-

sponds to quintessence era and ω ∈ (−∞,−1) describes the phantom phase.
By applying Eq.(38), we get

ωD =
3(
√
6α

√
Q+Q(β + 6η))

6α2 + 2
√
6α(β − 3)

√
Q+ (β − 6)βQ

. (53)

In terms of the redshift function, we have

ωD =
3α

√

H2
0U2q+2 + 3H2

0(β + 6η)U2q+2

(α + (β − 6)
√

H2
0U2q+2)(α + β

√

H2
0U2q+2)

. (54)

Figure 3 shows the behavior of the EoS in the GGDE f(Q,Lm) theory
for distinct parametric values. This plot indicates that the EoS parameter
demonstrates a phantom regime, signifying that the cosmos is undergoing
accelerated cosmic expansion.

3.2 Examination of (ωD − ω′
D)-Plane

Here, we employ (ωD − ω′

D) analysis to examine the dynamics of DE. This
analysis elucidates the impact of the modified terms on the deceleration pa-
rameter and the transition among various cosmic phases. The dynamics of
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D for α = 1.5, β = 6.5 and c1 = 0.4.

DE with the scalar field has been studied in [64]. Caldwell and Linder [65]
classified DE frameworks into two different categories, i.e., the thawing re-
gion and the freezing region. In the thawing region, the cosmic acceleration
happens over a short period which is characterized by the positive value of
ω′

D and negative value of ωD. Whereas, the cosmic acceleration happens over
a long period in the frozen region, defined by negative value of ω′

D and pos-
itive value of ωD. In the (ωD − ω′

D) plane, the standard model is expressed
by the point (−1, 0). Using Eq.(53), we have

ω′

D =
3α(6

√
6α2 + 12α

√
Q(β + 6η) +

√
6Q(β2 + 12(β − 3)η))

2
√
Q(6α2 + 2

√
6α(β − 3)

√
Q+ (β − 6)βQ)2

. (55)

This relation in terms of redshift function turns out to be

ω′

D =
α(α(α+ 2(β + 6η)

√

H2
0U2q+2) + H2

0(β
2 + 12(β − 3)η)U2q+2)

4
√

H2
0U2q+2(α(α+ 2(β − 3)

√

H2
0U2q+2) + (β − 6)βH2

0U2q+2)2
. (56)

Figure 4 exhibits that the values of ωD and ω′

D are in 0 and 1. This behav-
ior corresponds to the standard model, indicating that cosmic expansion is
undergoing a more accelerated rate in this framework.

3.3 Investigation of r − s Plane

The r − s parameters offer a more detailed comprehension of the dynamical
behavior and evolutionary phases of DE models [66]. These operators de-
lineate the distinctions across diverse cosmological models and also provide
the distance of a specific model through the lambda CDM limit. These two
dimensionless parameters characterize the standard model at (r, s) = (1, 1)
and CDM model at (r, s) = (1, 0). Furthermore, when the trajectrories of
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the (r − s)plane fall in the interval of (r < 1, s > 0), one can experience the
phantom and quintessence cosmic eras. Conversely, the Chaplygin gas model
is obtained for r > 1 and s < 0. These are classified as [67]

r =

...
a

aH3 = 1 +
9ωD
2

ΩD(1 + ωD)−
3ω′

D

2H
ΩD (57)

s =
r − 1

3(q− 1
2
)
= 1 + ωD − ω′

D

3ωDH
.

Substituting the values of ωD and ω′

D, we obtain

r = (−54
√
6α4 + 9αQ3/2(44α3 − β3 − 12(β − 3)βη) + 18α2Q5/2(β(22β

+ 54η − 51) + 24) + βQ7/2(11β3 + β2(54η − 51) + 72β + 972η2)

+
√
6αQ3(44β3 + 9β2(18η − 17) + 144β + 972η2 + 6

√
6α3Q2(44β

+ 54η − 51)− 162α3
√

Q(β + 4η)− 27
√
6α2Q(β2 + 8βη − 12η)))

× (2Q3/2(6α2 + 2
√
6α(β − 3)

√

Q+ (β − 6)βQ)2)−1, (58)

s = (−6α3 + 6
√
6α3Q3/2 + 3

√
6αβQ5/2(β + 4η − 2) +Q3(β + 6η)

× ((β − 3)β + 18η) + 18α2Q2(β + 2η − 1)− 2
√
6α2

√

Q(β + 6η)

− αQ(β2 + 12(β − 3)η))(Q3/2(6α2 + 2
√
6α(β − 3)

√

Q+ (β − 6)βQ)

× (
√
6α +

√

Q(β + 6η)))−1. (59)

These parameters in terms of the redshift function are

r = (−α4 + α(44α3 − β3 − 12(β − 3)βη)(H2
0U2q+2)3/2 − 3α3(β + 4η)

×
√

H2
0U2q+2 + 4α3H4

0(44β + 54η − 51)U4q+4 − 3α2H2
0(β

2 + 8βη

− 12η)U2q+2 + 12α2(β(22β + 54η − 51) + 24)(H2
0U2q+2)5/2

+ 4αH6
0(44β

3 + 9β2(18η − 17) + 144β + 972η2)U6q+6 + 4β(11β3

+ β2(54η − 51) + 72β + 972η2)(H2
0U2q+2)7/2)(8(H2

0U2q+2)3/2

× (α(α+ 2(β − 3)

√

H2
0U2q+2) + (β − 6)βH2

0U2q+2)2)−1 (60)

s = (αH2
0U2q+2(36(η + α2

√

H2
0U2q+2)− β(β + 12η))− α2(α

+ 2(β + 6η)

√

H2
0U2q+2) + 108αH4

0U4q+4(α(β + 2η − 1)

+ β(β + 4η − 2)

√

H2
0U2q+2) + 36H6

0(β + 6η)((β − 3)β + 18η)
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Figure 5: Plot of r against s corresponding to α = 1.5, β = 6.5 and c1 = 0.4.

× U6q+6)(36(H2
0U2q+2)3/2(α(α+ 2(β − 3)

√

H2
0U2q+2)

+ (β − 6)βH2
0U2q+2)(α + (β + 6η)

√

H2
0U2q+2))−1. (61)

Figure 5 demonstrates that r > 1 and s < 0, indicating the Chaplygin gas
model.

3.4 Stability Analysis

In the realm of modified gravity theories, stability analysis plays a crucial
role in determining the physical viability of any cosmological model. A crit-
ical aspect of this investigation is to ensure that the model remains stable
under small perturbations, thus avoiding instabilities. One key parameter in
this analysis is the squared sound speed (v2s), which characterizes the propa-
gation of perturbations in the cosmic fluid. A physically viable model must
maintain v2s ≥ 0 to avoid the irregularities, which lead to instabilities such
as growing perturbations or shock waves. In the background of f(Q,Lm)
combined with GGDE model, the interaction between matter, non-metricity
and GGDE introduce new terms affecting (v2s), making it crucial to ensure
the model remains stable against perturbations. Stability analysis, including
the behavior of the (v2s), allows us to explore the ranges of model parameters
where perturbations decay and the evolution remains physically consistent
with cosmic observations. This analysis reveal whether the f(Q,Lm) along
with GGDE model offers solutions that remain stable throughout the cosmic
evolution, particularly during the transition from early cosmic inflation to
the current accelerated expansion.
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By ensuring the stability of this extended gravity framework, including
the positivity of the (v2s), we apply the model to address key cosmological
questions, such as the nature of GGDE. This analysis not only solidifies the
theoretical foundation of the f(Q,Lm) in the framework of GGDE but also
positions it as a promising alternative to standard cosmology. This parameter
is given by

v2s =
P′

D

µ′

D

=
µD

µ′

D

ω′

D + ωD

= (6
√

Q(36α4 +
√
6αβQ3/2(β(4β + 21η − 15)− 72η) + (β − 6)β2Q2(β

+ 6η) + 6
√
6α3

√

Q(4β + 9η − 3) + 36α2Q(β(β + 4η − 2)− 6η)))

× ((
√
6α+ 2β

√

Q)(6α2 + 2
√
6α(β − 3)

√

Q+ (β − 6)βQ)2)−1. (62)

Substituting the value of non-metricity, we have

v2s = (6

√

H2
0U2q+2(α3(α + (4β + 9η − 3)

√

H2
0U2q+2)

+ αH2
0U2q+2(6α(β(β + 4η − 2)− 6η) + β(β(4β + 21η − 15)

− 72η)

√

H2
0U2q+2) + (β − 6)β2H4

0(β + 6η)U4q+4))

× ((α + 2β

√

H2
0U2q+2)(α(α + 2(β − 3)

×
√

H2
0U2q+2) + (β − 6)βH2

0U2q+2)2)−1. (63)

Figure 6 demonstrates that the (v2s) > 0 in the framework of f(Q,Lm) grav-
ity for the GGDE model. This result is significant for the viability and
robustness of the model as it indicates that the model remains well-behaved
under perturbations and aligns with fundamental stability criteria in cosmo-
logical evolution. In this context, the f(Q,Lm) combined with GGDE model
offers an enriched framework, potentially explaining the cosmic accelerated
expansion. The stability provided by v2s > 0 reinforces the model capacity to
address large-scale cosmological observations while maintaining internal con-
sistency. This analysis not only affirms the stability of the cosmic evolution
for the GGDEmodel but also supports the broader applicability of the model
in explaining key features of the universe expansion. The stable propagation
of perturbations indicates that the model can be used to explore a wide range
of cosmological phenomena from early universe inflation to late-time cosmic
acceleration, offering valuable insights into the interaction between DE and
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Figure 6: Graph of squared sound speed versus redshift function for α = 1.5,
β = 6.5 and c1 = 0.4.

modified gravity. Thus, the positivity of the squared sound speed serves as
a cornerstone for the reliability and physical applicability.

4 Summary and Discussion

The reconstruction process in modified theory provides a useful mechanism
for developing a feasible DE model, capable of precisely predicting the trajec-
tory of cosmic evolution. The main objective to explore a modified f(Q,Lm)
theory stems from numerous critical reasons pertaining to both theoretical
and observational frameworks in cosmology and gravitational physics. This
modified framework explains the cosmic acceleration without the need for a
cosmological constant. The structure of the f(Q,Lm) theory is inspired by
other established modified theories. The combination of non-metricity and
the matter-source term facilitates the development of a geometrically coher-
ent theory that preserves essential phenomenological advantages, including
the elucidation of late-time acceleration and producing viable inflationary
models. Thus, this alternative theory aims to transcend the constraints of
GR to address cosmological singularities and investigate innovative geomet-
ric structures via non-metricity, offering a cohesive explanation for DE, DM

and cosmic inflation. The inclusion of the matter-source term enriches the
theoretical framework, offering new avenues for cosmological model building
and consistency with current observations.

In this manuscript, we have explored the novel cosmological insights of
f(Q,Lm) theory by considering GGDE model. The diagnostic tools and the
statefinder pair are used to analyze the various eras of the cosmos. Further-
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more, the model stability is evaluated using the squared sound speed method.
The significant results are detailed below.

• The reconstructed GGDE f(Q,Lm) gravity exhibits a rising trend cor-
responding to non-metricity and redshift function, signifying the real-
istic behavior of the model (Figure 1).

• The increasing behavior of energy density and decreasing pattern of
pressure implies that the current cosmos is in a state of expansion
(Figure 2).

• Our analysis also reveals that the EoS parameter describes the stan-
dard cosmic model, aligning with the observed behavior of the universe
(Figure 3).

• The increasing trend in the (ωD−ω′

D) plane indicates the freezing zone
corresponding to different values of η (Figure 4). This suggests that
GGDE theory results in the rapid expansion of the cosmos.

• The (r − s) plane demonstrates the Chaplygin gas model, indicating
that the reconstructed functional form support the cosmic acceleration
(Figure 5).

• Our findings indicate that the reconstructed GGDE f(Q,Lm) gravity
is stable as squared sound speed is positive (Figure 6).

The findings of our study significantly advance the understanding of DE

models by providing a comprehensive framework that links GGDE with the
extended f(Q,Lm) gravitational theory. By reconstructing the f(Q,Lm)
model in the context of GGDE, our research reveals a nuanced interplay
between non-metricity, matter sources and cosmic evolution. This approach
offers a novel perspective on the theoretical underpinnings of dark energy,
particularly by addressing limitations in the ΛCDM model. Unlike standard
models, the reconstructed f(Q,Lm) framework incorporates both geometric
and matter-Lagrangian terms, providing a more holistic depiction of the cos-
mos. Our findings demonstrate that the reconstructed GGDE model aligns
well with recent observational data, reported by the Planck satellite and
the Hubble parameter derived from CMB studies. Notably, the diagnostic
tools such as the (ωD, ω

′

D)-plane and the (r, s)-plane, show that the model
captures the freezing regime of DE, indicating of an accelerated expansion
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phase consistent with observational data. Furthermore, the analysis of the
energy density and pressure evolution underlines a phantom-like behavior,
signifying a more rapid expansion of the cosmos and offering insights into
possible late-time cosmic scenarios. These results provide robust evidence
that the f(Q,Lm) framework is a viable alternative to DE models, offering
compatibility with observational constraints while introducing new pathways
to explore the dynamics of the dark universe. By bridging theoretical con-
structs with empirical data, this study not only enriches the field of modified
gravity but also sets the stage for further exploration of non-metricity-driven
cosmic phenomena, making a substantial contribution to understanding the
nature of DE and the accelerated expansion of the universe.

The GGDE f(Q,Lm) model has stable properties and consistently ad-
heres to the current cosmic accelerated expansion. The phantom nature of
the cosmos is observed to indicate a more rapid regime, potentially result-
ing in the current cosmic acceleration. The results align with the existing
observational data given as [68]

• ωD = −1.023+0.091
−0.096 (Planck TT+LowP+ext),

• ωD = −1.006+0.085
−0.091 (Planck TT+LowP+lensing+ext),

• ωD = −1.0019+0.075
−0.080 (Planck TT, TE, EE+LowP+ext).

The data has been obtained using various observational methods with a
confidence level of 95%. Our findings align with the DE model in f(Q) [69]
and f(Q,T) gravity [70]. It is worthwhile to highlight that our findings also
align with the most recent data from theoretical observations [67]. Sharif and
Zubair [71] delved into the evolution of pilgrim DE corresponding to event
horizon, particle horizon and conformal age of the universe in the framework
of the FRW universe but they did not check stability. We have also analyzed
the stability of the system. Our findings are found to be more concise with
observational data.

Appendix X : Computation of Q

Using Eqs.(19) and (20), we obtain

Q ≡ −gξη
(

L
γ
ϑξL

ϑ
ηγ − L

γ
ϑγL

ϑ
ξη

)

, (X 1)
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L
γ
ϑξ = −1

2
gγε

(

Qξϑε +Qϑεξ −Qεϑξ

)

, (X 2)

Lϑηγ = −1

2
gϑψ

(

Qγηψ +Qηγψ −Qψηγ

)

, (X 3)

L
γ
ϑγ = −1

2
gγψ

(

Qγϑψ +Qϑψγ −Qψγϑ

)

, (X 4)

Lϑξη = −1

2
gϑψ

(

Qηξψ +Qξψη −Qψξη

)

. (X 5)

Therefore, we get

−gξηLγϑξL
ϑ
ηγ = −1

4

(

2QγηψQψγη −QγηψQγηψ

)

, (X 6)

gξηLγϑγL
ϑ
ξη =

1

4
gξηgϑεQϑ

(

Qηξε +Qξεη −Qεηξ

)

, (X 7)

Q = −1

4

(

−QγηξQγηξ + 2QγηξQξγη − 2QγQ̃γ +QγQγ

)

.(X 8)

Using Eq.(23), we have

Pγξη =
1

4

[

−Qγξη +Qξγη +Qηγξ +Qγgξη − Q̃
γ
gξη − 1

2
(gγξQη

+ gγηQξ)

]

, (X 9)

−QγξηP
γξη = −1

4

(

−QγξηQγξη + 2QγξηQ
ξγη +QγQγ − 2QγQ̃

γ)
= Q.(X 10)

Appendix Y: Variation of Q

We consider Q as

Qγξη = ∇γgξη, (Y1)

Q
γ
ξη = gγϑQϑξη = gγϑ∇ϑgξη = ∇γgξη, (Y2)

Q ξ
γ η = gξϑQγϑη = gξϑ∇γgϑη = −gϑη∇γg

ξϑ, (Y3)

Q
η

γξ = gηϑQγξϑ = gηϑ∇γgξϑ = −gξϑ∇γg
ηϑ, (Y4)

Qγξ
η = gγϑgξε∇ϑgεη = gξε∇γgεη = −gεη∇γgξε, (Y5)

Q
γ η
ξ = gγϑgηε∇ϑgξε = gηε∇γgξε = −gξε∇γgηε, (Y6)

Q ξη
γ = gξεgηϑ∇γgεϑ = −gξεgεϑ∇γg

ηϑ = −∇γg
ξη, (Y7)
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Qγξη = −∇γgξη. (Y8)

Using Eqs.(Y6) and (Y7), we obtain

δQ = −1

4
δ

(

−QγηξQγηξ + 2QγηξQξγη − 2QγQ̃γ +QγQγ

)

,

= −1

4

(

− δQγηξQγηξ −QγηξδQγηξ + 2δQγηξQξγη

+ 2QγηξδQξγη − 2δQγQ̃γ − 2QγδQ̃γ + δQγQγ +QγδQγ

)

,

= −1

4

[

Qγηξ∇γδgηξ −Qγηξ∇γδgηξ − 2Qξγη∇γδgηξ + 2Qγηξ∇ξδgγη

+ 2Q̃γ∇γgξηδgξη + 2Q̃γgξη∇γδgξη − 2Qγ∇ϑδgγϑ −Qγ∇γgξηδgξη

− Qγgξη∇γδgξη −Qγ∇γg
ξηδgξη −Qγgξη∇γδg

ξη

]

. (Y9)

Here, we use the following equations as

δgξη = −gξγδg
γϑgϑη, (Y10)

−Qγηε∇γδgηε = −Qγηε∇γ

(

− gηϑδg
ϑϑgϑε

)

= 2Qγψ
ηQγψξδg

ξη +Qγηε∇γgηε, (Y11)

2Qγηε∇εδgγη = −4Q ψε
ξ Qεψηδg

ξη − 2Qηεγ∇γgηε, (Y12)

−2Qε∇ϑδgεϑ = 2QγQηγξδg
ξη + 2QξQ̃ηδg

ξη

+ 2Qηgγε∇γgηε. (Y13)

Thus, Eq.(Y9) becomes

δQ = 2Pγηε∇γδgηε −
(

PξγϑQ
γϑ

η − 2Qγϑ
ξPγϑη

)

δgξη, (Y14)

where

2Pγηε = −1

4

[

2Qγηε − 2Qεγη − 2Qηεγ + 2Qηgγε

+ 2(Q̃γ −Qγ)gηε

]

, (Y15)

4
(

PξγϑQ
γϑ

η − 2Qγϑ
ξPγϑη

)

= 2Qγϑ
ηQγϑξ − 4Q γϑ

ξ Qϑγη + 2Q̃
γ
Qγξη
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+ 2QγQηγξ + 2QξQ̃η −QγQγξη. (Y16)

Data Availability Statement: The research presented in this paper did
not utilize any data.
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