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The Raychaudhuri equation (RE) governs the evolution of geodesic congruences in curved spacetime.
Here, we extend the classical RE by incorporating non-affine parametrization within the framework
of k-essence scalar field dynamics. The non-affine parametrization introduces deviations from purely
geodesic congruences (motion), allowing investigation of non-gravitational interactions and external
forces. Using a DBI-type k-essence Lagrangian, we analyze the behavior of non-geodesic flow curves
in the background FLRW metric, elucidating their role in cosmic acceleration and structure formation.
The emergent metric formalism is used to derive a modified RE, revealing new geometric and dynam-
ical features induced by the k-essence field. The cosmological implications of our model are studied
by constraining key parameters using observational data from the PANTHEON+SHOES+BAO
and Hubble datasets. Our results suggest that non-affine parametrization, coupled with k-essence
dynamics, can provide a viable explanation for late-time cosmic acceleration while addressing the
Hubble tension. Further, we reinterpret the modified RE as an anti-damped harmonic oscillator,
revealing quantum-like effects in cosmic expansion. These results suggest a deep connection between
scalar field dynamics and modified gravity, offering new perspectives on the nature of the universe’s
expansion history.

PACS numbers: 04.20.-q, 04.50.Kd, 04.20.Cv, 98.80.-k, 98.80.Es
Keywords: Raychaudhuri equation, Non-affine connection, K-essence geometry, Early universe, Dark energy,
Observational data analysis

I. INTRODUCTION

The Raychaudhuri equation (RE) [1, 2] provides
insights into the intricate behavior of geodesics and
their congruences in curved spacetime. It offers a
quantitative framework for analyzing the expansion,
shear, and rotation of geodesic flows, showing how
the curvature of spacetime, as described by gravita-
tional field equations, dictates the evolution of these
flows. It is crucial for investigating gravitational col-
lapse, black hole generation, and cosmic dynamics,
proving the singularity theorems of Hawking and
Penrose [3, 4]. The equation quantifies the com-
plex relationship between matter-energy content and
spacetime geometry, enhancing our understanding
of the universe’s structure and thereby emphasizing
the predictive capability of relativity theory [5]. The
RE is a frame-independent geometric identity mani-
festing as a scalar equation [6–8]. Incorporating the
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Ricci tensor from the Einstein field equation provides
dynamic behavior. Wherever vector fields represent a
physical or geometrical quantity, corresponding Ray-
chaudhuri equations must exist independent of any
theory of gravity [6, 8]. This allows the utilization of
any theory to establish the geometry and investigate
the evolution of geodesic congruences irrespective of
whether they are governed by affine or non-affine
parametrization.

Non-affine parametrization allows for the incorpo-
ration of extrinsic forces or spacetime modifications
that deviate from geodesic motion, providing insights
into non-geodesic flow dynamics, potential new
physical phenomena, and deviations from standard
gravitational theory, thereby expanding the RE’s
applications [6]. This is important in scenarios where
non-gravitational interactions impact geodesics or in
alternative gravitational theories that depart from
general relativity. The use of a non-affine parameter
may allow for elucidating dissipative effects, energy
transfer, anisotropic stresses, and congruences in
spacetimes with designated structures, such as
those emerging in quantum gravity or string theory
frameworks.

The K-essence theory [9–24] represents a non-
canonical framework that investigates many possi-
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bilities in cosmological research. The theoretical for-
mulation of the Lagrangian for the K-essence field is
non-canonical, represented as L(X,ϕ) = −V (ϕ)F (X)
[9, 10, 12–15], or L(X,ϕ) = F (X) − V (ϕ) [21, 22],
or L(X,ϕ) ≡ L(X) = F (X) [18, 23], where F (X) ≡
L(X) ( ̸= X) is the non-canonical kinetic compo-
nent, V (ϕ) is the canonical potential component,
and X = 1

2gµν∇
µϕ∇νϕ is the canonical kinetic com-

ponent. This theory asserts that the kinetic com-
ponent prevails over the potential component and
exhibits a dynamic behavior that ensures late-time
acceleration without requiring fine-tuning. A fur-
ther compelling feature of the K-essence concept is
its capacity to produce a dark energy component
with a sound speed (cs) that remains perpetually
lower than the speed of light. At substantial angular
scales, this characteristic may mitigate perturbations
in the cosmic microwave background (CMB). Manna
et al. [25–33] used the Dirac-Born-Infeld (DBI) ac-
tion [34, 35] to derive a basic expression for the
K-essence gravitational metric Ḡµν . This variant of
the metric lacks explicit conformal equivalence and
diverges from the normal gravitational metric, gµν .
The primary distinction between K-essence theories
with non-canonical kinetic terms and relativistic field
theories with canonical kinetic terms is in the dynam-
ical solutions of the K-essence equations of motion.
The solution demonstrates both spontaneous Lorentz
invariance violation and the metric alterations for
the associated perturbations. These features induce
perturbations that propagate across the developing
curved spacetime, referred to as analog spacetime.
This can replicate the background metric, resulting in
late-time acceleration at the appropriate stage in the
universe’s history. The results of the Planck collabo-
rations [36–38] have scrutinized the empirical data
supporting the notion of K-essence with a DBI-type
non-canonical Lagrangian, in addition to other modi-
fied theories. This idea may serve as a comprehensive
framework for dark energy and dark matter [18, 19].
The K-essence theory has been offered as applicable
to a model of dark energy [25, 26, 30] and from a
gravitational perspective [27, 28, 31, 32], excluding
the dark components of the universe. Furthermore, it
has been revealed that the K-essence theory demon-
strates a notable attribute within the context of loop
quantum cosmology [39–41]. Additionally, K-essence
theory may be used to investigate unified dark en-
ergy and dust dark matter [42] within the domains
of inflation and dark energy [43] in an alternative
context. The emergence of k-essence dynamics with-
out fine-tuning has also been demonstrated within
the Two-Measures Field Theory (TMT) framework,
which provides a natural foundation for scalar field
cosmology [44].

The inclusion of non-canonical k-essence scalar
field dynamics into the RE enhances our under-
standing of geodesic or non-geodesic congruences
and spacetime dynamics [24, 45, 46]. In the setting
of the RE, the k-essence field introduces additional
elements to the energy-momentum tensor, altering
the effective stress energy that dictates the dynamics

of geodesic expansion, shear, and rotation [24, 45].
So phenomena such as non-linear sound speeds,
field-dependent anisotropies, and the impact of
dynamic energy fluxes in spacetime become relevant
[47]. Investigation of alternative gravity theories,
evaluating the influence of scalar fields on structure
development, and examining the interaction between
matter fields and the curvature of the universe [48]
also become relevant. All of this expands the scope
of geodesic congruence analysis and establishes a
framework for testing k-essence model predictions
against observation.

In this work, we develop the non-affinely param-
eterized generalized RE for a DBI-type k-essence
Lagrangian. We use it to investigate the convergence
or divergence of non-geodesic flow curves in the
FLRW background. The resulting modified RE offers
distinct insights into the universe’s acceleration and
its temporal evolution influenced by the k-essence
scalar field. The DBI-type k-essence Lagrangian is
selected because of its solid theoretical basis and its
experimentally verifiable framework in cosmology
[19]. Its foundation in string theory [49, 50], intrinsic
relativistic properties and predictive structure make
it a higher-up choice relative to other k-essence
models [51].

Beyond its direct impact on cosmic expansion,
our formulation has broader implications for
modified gravity theories, emergent spacetime
models, and quantum gravity scenarios. The
emergence of a repulsive force due to non-affine
RE suggests potential connections to entropic
gravity [52, 53], emergent metric formulations
[54], and quantum-like modifications of gravita-
tional dynamics. Moreover, deviations from affine
parametrization may introduce observable imprints
on early-universe physics, large-scale structure
formation, and cosmic anisotropies. By uncovering
these deeper connections, our framework offers a
novel direction for probing the fundamental na-
ture of dark energy and late-time cosmic acceleration.

The plan is as follows: Section II constructs the
k-essence geometry with particular emphasis on a
Dirac–Born–Infeld (DBI)-type Lagrangian, highlight-
ing its role in driving both late-time cosmic accelera-
tion and the initial clumping of matter. In Section III,
we derive the non-affinely parametrized RE within
the framework of k-essence emergent geometry and
show how non-affine parametrization introduces new
terms that significantly influence the dynamics of
cosmic evolution. Section IV extends this analysis in
the background of the FLRW universe. Section V fo-
cuses on cosmological implications within the context
of the non-affinely parametrized RE. A comprehen-
sive data analysis is done to fit our model against
observational datasets, including Hubble, Pantheon,
and BAO data. This places constraints on key cos-
mological parameters. Next, we reformulate the RE
in the form of a harmonic oscillator with particular



3

emphasis on the existence of non-affinity in generat-
ing new physics beyond the usual affine connection.
Finally, in the concluding section, we reflect on the
significance of our findings, exploring how the non-
affinely parametrized RE enriches our understanding
of cosmic dynamics and the evolving nature of dark
energy.

II. THE K-ESSENCE GEOMETRY

The significance of the k-essence model lies in its
ability to reproduce early clustering of matter and
late time acceleration without any fine-tuning [9, 55,
56]. In this section, we discuss the emergence of new
geometry due to the interactions of the k-essence
field with the background gravitational metric. The
action for minimally coupled k-essence scalar field
can be written as

Sk[ϕ, gµν =

∫
d4x

√
−gL(ϕ,X) (1)

With X = 1
2gµν∇µϕ∇νϕ , L(ϕ,X) = −V (ϕ)F (X) is

the non-canonical Lagrangian. Note that Davari et al.
[57] have investigated minimally and non-minimally
linked scalar field models as potential candidates
for dark energy (DE), the enigmatic energy com-
ponent responsible for the universe’s accelerating
expansion. The choice of a non-minimally coupled
scalar field comes from research that shows the min-
imally coupled scalar field is slightly better than
the non-minimally coupled scalar field when looking
at cosmological models and comparing them with
new cosmological data. The corresponding energy-
momentum tensor of the k-essence scalar field is :

Tµν = − 2√
−g

δSk

δgµν
= −2

∂L
∂gµν

+ L

= −LX∇µϕ∇νϕ+ gµνL (2)

where LX = ∂L
∂X , LXϕ = ∂2L

∂ϕ∂X , Lϕ = ∂L
∂ϕ and co-

variant derivative ∇µ is defined with respect to the
background metric gµν .

The corresponding scalar field equation of motion
(EoM) is:

− 1√
−g

δSk

δϕ
= Ḡµν∇µϕ∇νϕ+ 2XLXϕ − Lϕ (3)

where Ḡµν is the effective emergent metric, which
is defined as

Ḡµν =
cs
L2
X

[LXgµν + LXX∇µϕ∇νϕ], (4)

with 1 + 2XLXX

LX
> 0 and c2s = (1 + 2X LXX

LX
)−1.

The inverse metric is given by [15, 25, 26]:

Ḡµν =
LX

cs
[gµν − c2s

LXX

LX
∇µϕ∇νϕ] (5)

Using the relation G̃µν = cs
LX

Ḡµν [25, 26], we get

G̃µν = gµν − LXX

LX + 2XLXX
∇µϕ∇νϕ (6)

It is essential to observe that LX ̸= 0 for the positive
definiteness of c2s to be maintained, hence rendering
Eqs. (4)–(6) physically relevant. Upon examining
Eq. (6), it may be concluded that the emergent met-

ric (G̃µν) is not conformally equal (i.e., disformally
related [58]) to the conventional gravitational met-
ric (gµν). Again assuming Lagrangian (L) to only
depend on X, not directly dependent on k-essence
scalar field ϕ, the EoM (3) reduces to,

G̃µν∇µϕ∇νϕ = 0. (7)

Considering a form of k-essence DBI kind Lagrangian
is given as [15, 19, 34, 35]:

L(ϕ,X) = −V (ϕ)

√
1 +

2X

α(ϕ)
(8)

But here we are only interested in the kinetic k-
essence model [18, 19] for which we take α(ϕ) =
−V (ϕ) = −1 and find the simplified DBI Lagrangian
[59] as

L(X) = −
√
1− 2X (9)

While the assumption of a constant potential simpli-
fies the analysis, it does not diminish its effectiveness
in revealing new physics, particularly about the in-
flationary dynamics of the early cosmos and the late-
time acceleration phenomena. In addition, the kinetic
DBI k-essence Lagrangian is a natural addition to
models that look into deviations from general relativ-
ity. It does this by including nonlinear kinetic factors
that could change the gravitational sector indirectly
through the scalar field. In this regard, we must
mention that Babichev and Scherrer [18, 60] have
shown that for any non-linear pure k-essence model,
we can choose L ≡ L(X)( ̸= X). Particularly the
form of the lagrangian L(X) = const.−K1

√
1− 2X

has been deduced in [23], where there K1 is a con-
stant. There is also a physical reason behind the
choice of L(X). Since k-essence models require the
dominance of kinetic energy over potential energy,
the potential V can be treated as a constant and its
effects are neglected. Consequently, the Lagrangian
is taken to depend explicitly on X alone, rather than
on ϕ directly. For the above-chosen Lagrangian (9)
we get the sound speed as c2s = (1− 2X), therefore,
the effective emergent metric (6) simplifies to:

G̃µν = gµν −∇µϕ∇νϕ = gµν − ∂µϕ∂νϕ (10)

ϕ is a scalar field.
Following [27], the connection coefficient for this

k-essence emergent geometry is given by,

Γ̃α
µν =

1

2
G̃αρ

(
∂µG̃νρ + ∂νG̃µρ − ∂ρG̃µν

)
= Γα

µν − 1

2(1− 2X)
[δαµ∂ν + δαν ∂µ]X (11)

This connection differs from the standard connection
(Γα

µν) associated with the background gravitational



4

metric, as additional terms emerge from the inclusion
of the k-essence scalar field. Note that the connection
remains symmetric concerning its lower two indices,
ensuring it is torsion-free and retains the fundamental
properties of the background metric.
Following Ref. ([19]), we write the energy-

momentum tensor in perfect fluid form as:

Tµ
ν = (ρ+ P )uµuν − Pδµν , (12)

with

uµ =
∂µϕ√
2X

; uµu
µ = 1

ρ = 2XLX − L =
1√

1− 2X

P = L = −
√
1− 2X (13)

where we have used Eqs. (2) and (12).
In Ref. ([19]), the authors have proposed a unified

model where a single scalar field with a DBI-type
Lagrangian acts as cluster dark matter at a small
scale and smooth dark energy at a large scale. By
averaging the field over the entire scale, the model
naturally transitions from a pressureless dark matter
state (P = 0) that is responsible for gravitational
clustering to the negative pressure (P = −ρ) state
driving cosmic acceleration. This eliminates the need
for separate components for dark matter and a cos-
mological constant or quintessence for dark energy.
Therefore, this approach provides a unified frame-
work for both cosmic components (viz. dark matter
and dark energy), which offers a theoretical elegance
and observational consistency for cosmic structure
and acceleration.

Here we follow the same approach of Ref. ([19]) and
consider the stress-energy tensor as the sum of two
distinct components: (a) one resembling dust with
P = 0 and (b) the other characterized by negative
pressure (dark energy), following the equation of state
P = −ρ. Therefore we break up the energy density
and pressure to write ([19]):

ρ = ρV + ρDM ; P = PV + PDM (14)

where

ρDM =
2X√
1− 2X

, PDM = 0

ρV =
√
1− 2X , PV = −ρV . (15)

The first component (ρDM ; PDM ) represents cold
dark matter, a pressureless fluid that contributes to
gravitational clustering and the formation of large-
scale structures in the universe. It governs the dy-
namics of the early universe, where its energy density
dominates over other components, driving the for-
mation of galaxies and cosmic web-like structures.
In contrast, the second component (ρV ; PV ) corre-
sponds to vacuum energy or dark energy, character-
ized by a negative pressure that leads to a repulsive
gravitational effect. This component becomes signifi-
cant in the later stages of cosmic evolution, causing

the accelerated expansion of the universe observed
today. The transition from dark matter dominance
to dark energy dominance marks a critical shift in
the universe’s expansion history, defining its current
and future dynamics.

III. DERIVATION OF NON-AFFINELY
PARAMETERIZED RAYCHOUDHURY
EQUATION IN THE PRESENCE OF

K-ESSENCE SCALAR FIELD

The derivation of the RE is inherently geometric
[6, 7], which allows us to extend this framework to the
emergent metric space influenced by the k-essence
scalar field, where the dynamical solutions of the
EoM are altered due to the field’s effects [11]. Our
aim is to figure out the RE in the most natural man-
ner, preserving the acceleration term for non-geodesic
flow curves. We start with the very definition of the
Riemann tensor (R̃γ

αµρ) in the k-essence geometry,
which encodes how vectors change as they are par-
allel transported around a closed loop on a curved
manifold. In our study, we particularly focus on the
time-like velocity vector (ṽµ) fields and write [61, 62]:

[Dµ, Dρ]ṽ
γ = R̃γ

αµρṽ
α, (16)

where the time-like velocity vector field is taken to be
ṽµ = f(s̃)ũµ where f(s̃) is some function of our non
affine parameter s̃ and ũµ satisfies the orthogonality
condition in the emergent metric (ũµũµ = 1) [61, 63].
Here Dµ is the covariant derivative in the proper
time emergent geometry, which is defined as,

Dµṽ
α = ∂µṽ

α + Γ̃α
µν ṽ

ν (17)

Using Eq. (11) we get [24],

Dµṽ
α = ∇µṽ

α − 1

2(1− 2X)
(δαµ∂νX + δαν ∂µX)ṽν

(18)

Contracting Eq.(16) with ṽρ and also over the
indices γ and µ we can write,

[Dµ, Dρ]ṽ
µṽρ = R̃αρṽ

αṽρ (19)

Expanding Eq. (19) we get,

Dµ
˙̃vµ − (Dµṽ

ρ)(Dρṽ
µ)− dθ̃

ds̃
= R̃αρṽ

αṽρ (20)

where we define Dµṽ
µ = θ̃ is the expansion scalar and

˙̃vµ = ṽρDρṽ
µ = κṽµ ≡ Ãµ (say) is the acceleration

in the emergent spacetime, with κ being the non-
affine parameter. This term ˙̃vµ (= Ãµ) is non-zero
in our study, since we are dealing with the non-affine
parameterization of the RE in k-essence geometry.
Now we write the second term of the LHS of Eq.

(20) as

(Dµṽ
ρ)(Dρṽ

µ) = 2σ̃2 − 2ω̃2 +
θ̃2

3
, (21)
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with the definition,

σ̃µρ =
1

2
(Dµṽρ +Dρṽµ)−

1

3
h̃µρθ̃

ω̃µρ =
1

2
(Dµṽρ −Dρṽµ), (22)

where σ̃µν is the shear term which accounts for the
distortion in the shape of the congruence without
changing its volume, ω̃µρ representing the vorticity
tensor, describing the rotation of the flow curves
relative to each other and h̃µρ being the orthogonal

hypersurface defined by h̃µρ = G̃µρ− ṽµṽρ
∥v∥ . Take note

of that due to the non-affinity of the velocity vector
field with respect to the emergent spacetime metric
it is essential to normalize the velocity field to find
a hypersurface orthogonal to the flow curves. This
approach provides a precise comprehension of the
kinematic and geometric features of the congruence
while considering the subtleties brought by the non-
affine parameterization of the velocity field in the
emergent spacetime.

Another important consequence for a non-affinely
parameterized congruence is that the volume evolu-
tion of the flow curves is no longer solely determined

by the expansion scalar (θ̃ ̸= 1√
h̃

d
ds̃

√
h̃ where

√
h̃

is the volume element of the hypersurface). The
non-affine term κ introduces additional contributions
that may distort the congruence, potentially leading
to non-trace-free shear. This reflects the fact that
the congruence is no longer purely geodesic and may
experience external forces or effects.

So, we can write the modified RE in the k-essence
emergent geometry for non-geodesics flow curves as:

dθ̃

ds̃
+

θ̃2

3
= −R̃µρṽ

µṽρ − 2σ̃2 + 2ω̃2 +DµÃ
µ (23)

As the congruence is hypersurface orthogonal,
therefore according to Frobenius’ theorem, we take
the rotation term to be identically zero [5, 62].

The significance of the above equation (23) lies in
its ability to demonstrate how gravity influences the
behavior of flow curves. Specifically, gravity tends to
focus flow curves, meaning that an initially diverging
congruence (flow curves moving apart) will diverge
more slowly over time, while an initially converging
congruence (flow curves coming together) will con-
verge more rapidly in the future. In this process,
the term R̃µρṽ

µṽρ, representing spacetime curvature,
and the shear act to enhance convergence, whereas
rotation and acceleration work against it, defying the
focusing effect. Our goal is to try and understand
how this effect being modified due to the presence of
k-essence scalar field.

It is important to highlight the notable distinction
between affine and non-affine parametrization of flow
curves, especially in the context of geodesic and non-
geodesic motion. The difference arises due to the
presence of the term f(s̃) which introduces non-zero
acceleration in the equation of motion. Unlike affine
parameterization, where geodesics follow the natu-
ral path dictated by spacetime curvature without

external forces, non-affine parameterization alters
the trajectory by incorporating the acceleration term
[62, 64].
This modification has profound implications for

the RE. The inclusion of the term f(s̃) effectively al-
ters the RE, enabling the study of the convergence or
divergence of non-geodesic flow curves. In particular,
this modified equation accounts for the influence of
external forces or non-gravitational effects that act
on the flow curves, providing a more comprehensive
framework to analyze their behavior. When dealing
with non-geodesic flows, these additional factors be-
yond spacetime curvature play a role in shaping the
dynamics of the congruence.

IV. K-ESSENCE INDUCED GEOMETRIC
EVOLUTION IN FLRW BACKGROUNDS

As indicated in the preceding section, the emergent
spacetime geometry generated by the k-essence field
introduces new terms and dynamics that influence
the universe’s evolution. By coupling the k-essence
scalar field to the Raychaudhuri framework, we can
possibly gain a deeper understanding of how the
expansion, shear, and curvature terms evolve under
the influence of this field.
This section analyzes the modified RE for non-

affine parametrization inside the FLRW background,
including k-essence contributions. This methodology
emphasizes the significance of scalar field dynam-
ics and offers an extensive framework for analyzing
phenomena including cosmic acceleration, structure
development, and deviations from conventional cos-
mological models.
The background FLRW metric is known to be

written as,

ds2 = dt2 − a2(t)(dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2sin2θdΦ2)

(24)

where a(t) is the scale factor that characterizes the
expansion of the universe.
Now, referring to Eq. (10), the emergent metric

can be expressed as,

ds̃2 = (1− ϕ̇2)dt2 − a2(t)(dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2sin2θdΦ2)

(25)

where ‘dot′ denotes the derivative with respect to
coordinate time. Given the homogeneity of the
background, we may describe our k-essence scalar
field as ϕ ≡ ϕ(t). To put it another way, we use
a homogeneous K-essence scalar field denoted as
ϕ(r, t) ≡ ϕ(t). The dynamical solutions of K-essence
scalar fields cause spontaneous Lorentz symmetry
violation; hence, the homogenous choice of the field
is suitable. According to Eq. (25), the values of ϕ̇2

must fall between 0 and 1, preserving the emergent
metric’s well-behaved nature.
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We take the proper time for a comoving observer

as dτ =

√
1− ϕ̇2dt and define the emergent metric

(25) in the proper time frame to be:

ds̃2 = dτ2 − a2(τ)(dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2sin2θdΦ2)

(26)

We choose the time-like velocity vector field as:

ṽα = f(t)uα

= (f(t), 0, 0, 0) (27)

where in the proper time frame, we consider the nor-
malized velocity vector field given by, uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0),
which satisfies the geodesic equation uµDµu

ν = 0.
In other words, we can say that here we consider the
velocity vector fields uµ to be affinely connected, not
the ṽµ. Consequently, the relationship between the
proper time τ and coordinate time t is governed by
the non affinity function, which is defined as

dτ

dt
= f(t) =

√
1− ϕ̇2. (28)

We have chosen the coordinate time t as the non-
affine parameter in the proper time emergent metric
(26) through the relation (28). This formulation
encapsulates the deviation from affine parametriza-
tion, with the function f(t) characterizing the rate at
which proper time evolves with respect to coordinate
time in the presence of the scalar field ϕ. We will
utilize the preceding relation (28) for all subsequent
derivations. This choice is crucial because, in the
presence of a non-canonical scalar field, proper time
τ differs from coordinate time t, and the emergent
metric (26) reflects this modification. By expressing
our equations in terms of t, we ensure consistency
in comparing our results with standard cosmological
models while maintaining the physical effects of non-
affinity. This approach allows us to track deviations
from purely geodesic motion, which are central to our
study of non-affinely parameterized Raychaudhuri
evolution.

With that velocity vector field ṽα, the acceleration
vector is computed as: Ãµ = ṽρDρṽ

µ = κṽµ with

κ = ḟ
f where we define κ =

(ṽµDµṽ
ν)ṽν

ṽµṽµ
[63]. Hence

we get:

DµÃ
µ = Dµ(κṽ

µ)

= κDµṽ
µ + ṽµDµκ

= κθ̃ + ṽτ∂τκ

= κθ̃ + ∂tκ (29)

where we have to use the relation (28).
Referring to Eqs. (22), (26) and using (28), we

obtain the shear:

σ̃ττ =
ḟ

f
, σ̃rr =

ḟ

3f

σ̃θθ = σ̃rrr
2 , σ̃ϕϕ = σ̃θθsin

2θ (30)

In our case, the rotation tensor (ω̃µρ) is zero, which
follows from Forbenius’ theorem [62]. Alternatively,

we may set it to 0 for our isotropic background metric.
Since there is no preferred direction in an isotropic
backdrop, vorticity (ω̃2) has to vanish.

In the emergent metric, the curvature term can be
expressed in terms of mass-energy density as [62, 63]:

R̃µρṽ
µṽρ =

(
T̃µρ −

1

2
T̃ G̃µρ

)
ṽµṽρ (31)

which we can find from the emergent Einstein’s field
equation:

R̃µρ −
1

2
G̃µρR̃ = T̃µρ (32)

where we consider κ = 8πG = 1. The corresponding
emergent stress-energy tensor (T̃µρ) and the back-
ground stress-energy tensor (Tµρ) are related by,

T̃µρ =
∂xα

∂x̃µ

∂xβ

∂x̃ρ
Tαβ . (33)

We can directly express the curvature term using Eqs.
(12), (28), (33) and (34) as

R̃µρṽ
µṽρ =

1

2
(ρ̃+ 3P̃ )f2 (34)

where ρ̃ and P̃ represent the total energy density and
isotropic pressure, respectively, which corresponds to
an ideal fluid model (12) and can be written as:

ρ̃ =
ρ

1− ϕ̇2
; P̃ = P. (35)

This result highlights a key feature of the emer-
gent metric formulation: while the pressure remains
unchanged compared to the standard affine case, the
energy density undergoes a modification due to the
factor 1

1−ϕ̇2
. This rescaling suggests that the effec-

tive energy density perceived in the emergent space-
time is dynamically enhanced as ϕ̇2 approaches unity
(0 < ϕ̇2 < 1), leading to significant departures from
the conventional dynamics of an ideal fluid. Such
modifications can have profound implications for the
evolution of cosmological models, particularly in sce-
narios where the kinetic part of the scalar field ϕ̇2

plays a dominant role, such as in inflationary dynam-
ics, or emergent spacetime descriptions. Furthermore,
the presence of the curvature term in the given form
(34) suggests that the effective gravitational response
of the system is altered, leading to possible devia-
tions in the congruence of geodesic motion. This
framework thus provides a new avenue for explor-
ing deviations from standard cosmology through the
modified RE (23), where non-affine parametrization
acts as a mechanism for introducing new physical
effects beyond the standard mechanism of general
relativity.
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Therefore, following Eq. (23) we can write:

dθ̃

dt
+

θ̃2

3
= −1

2

2∑
i=1

(ρ̃i + 3P̃i)− 2κ2 + κθ̃ + ∂tκ

= −1

2

2∑
i=1

(ρ̃i + 3P̃i)− 2
( ḟ
f

)2

+
ḟ

f
θ̃ + ∂t

( ḟ
f

)
= −1

2

2∑
i=1

(ρ̃i + 3P̃i)− 3
( ḟ
f

)2

+
ḟ

f
θ̃ +

f̈

f

(36)

where we put all expressions that we have calcu-
lated in (29), (30) and (34). Here ′i′ stands for the
different components of the energy density of the
k-essence scalar field denoted by ρ̃V (dark energy)
and ρ̃DM (dark matter).

On the other hand, based on the definition of the
scalar expansion (θ̃) [62], we obtain:

θ̃ = Dµṽ
µ

=
1√
−G̃

∂µ

(√
−G̃ṽµ

)
=

3ȧ

a
+

ḟ

f
(37)

with
√
−G̃ = r2sinθa3 (using (26)) and the deriva-

tive of the expansion scalar with respect to the coor-
dinate time t (i.e., non-affine parameter) is written
as :

dθ̃

dt
= 3

[ ä
a
−
( ȧ
a

)2]
+

f̈

f
−
( ḟ
f

)2

(38)

The key consequence of the non-affine parametriza-
tion is that it generates an apparent force-like term
and also introduces a non-zero shear component in a
system that would otherwise be free of these effects
in affine parametrization. The effective accelera-
tion term mimics a modification of gravity or the
presence of some external force. The introduction
of shear in the velocity field suggests a deviation
from perfect isotropy, as shear affects the expansion
rate differently in different directions, which leads
to emergent anisotropic behavior. This could have
implication in large scale structure formation of the
universe. Therefore, non-affine parametrization does
not merely redefine time but actively modifies the
geodesic structure, inducing apparent force and also
generating shear, thereby opening avenues for new
physics.

In a nutshell, we may say that the inclusion of shear
in the RE for homogeneous scalar fields underlines
the importance of anisotropic effects in cosmic de-
velopment, even if we do not employ the anisotropic
spacetime signature here. It is essentially the emer-
gent outcome of investigating the non-affine connec-
tion of the k-essence model via the RE. It introduces
complexity to the dynamics, modifies scalar field be-
havior, and leaves possible observable fingerprints in
cosmic data.

V. STUDY OF COSMOLOGY IN THE
CONTEXT OF NON-AFFINELY

PARAMETERIZED RAYCHAUDHURY
EQUATION

This section is to examine the modified RE with
non-affinity resulting from the k-essence scalar field,
elucidating its influence on the universe’s develop-
ment and the physical consequences of its dynamics.
This study may provide a deeper understanding of
how non-affine parameterization in the presence of
the k-essence scalar field shapes the universe’s evo-
lution, offering potential insights into the deviations
from conventional cosmic evolution. We will specif-
ically deal with the evolution of the cosmological
acceleration in the context of the emergent RE. Us-
ing Eqs. (36) and (38) we can write another form of
the modified RE as:

ä

a
=

1

3

[
− 1

2

2∑
i=1

(ρ̃i + 3P̃i)f
2 +

ϕ̈2[1− 4ϕ̇2]

3(1− ϕ̇2)2

]
= −1

6

2∑
i=1

ρ̃i(1 + 3ω̃i)f
2 +

ϕ̈2[1− 4ϕ̇2]

9(1− ϕ̇2)2

= −1

6

2∑
i=1

ρ̃i(1 + 3ω̃i)f
2 +G(ϕ̇, ϕ̈) (39)

where we denote G = ϕ̈2[1−4ϕ̇2]

9(1−ϕ̇2)2
and ω̃i =

P̃
ρ̃ is the

equation of state parameter in the emergent metric
for different component of the k-essene scalar field.
We know that, in general relativity, the expression
R̃µρṽ

µṽρ > 0 satisfies the Strong Energy Condition
(SEC), which ensures that the presence of matter
leads to the focusing or convergence of timelike and
null geodesics. This behavior arises from the attrac-
tive nature of gravity. Physically, this means that in
the presence of normal matter, geodesics (the paths of
free-falling particles or light rays) bend inward, lead-
ing to gravitational collapse rather than divergence.
The SEC guarantees negative acceleration, which
drives geodesic convergence and decelerates cosmic
expansion. Hence, any scenario with sustained ac-
celeration must violate the SEC. In cosmology, this
violation happens during the inflationary phase and
later in the universe’s evolution. This SEC violation
causes the expansion to speed up, which is a key
feature for figuring out problems like the horizon and
flatness problems. We have already discussed the
role that the above energy density will play in the
evolution of the universe. Where the component ρV
being the dark energy drives the late-time accelerated
phase of the universe, the component ρDM acts like
dust, representing dark matter, to assist the early
universe clumping.

In the first term of the RHS of Eq. (39) the modi-
fied energy density (ρ̃i), the equation of state param-
eter (ω̃i) and f depends on the non-canonical scalar

field ϕ̇2. This dependence suggest that the effective
energy density and pressure are altered by the pres-
ence of the scalar field, ϕ̇2 which leads to modification
in the acceleration equation. This implies that the
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expansion of the universe is not only driven by the
conventional matter and dark energy but also on the
dynamics of the scalar field. This outcome happens
because the acceleration of the universe comes from
the evolution of the scalar field without the need for
a cosmological constant.

On the other hand, the second term of RHS in Eq.
(39) derived from the dynamics of the k-essence scalar
field, can be interpreted as a non-gravitational force
introduced due to the non-affine parametrization
of the emergent metric. Unlike conventional forces
driven by mass-energy within general relativity, this
force stems from the intrinsic properties of the scalar
field and its coupling to spacetime geometry through
the emergent structure. In this context, G repre-
sents an additional term that modifies the universe’s
expansion dynamics independently of the standard
gravitational interaction dictated by the Einstein
field equations. Its magnitude and sign depend on
the time evolution of the scalar field, specifically on
ϕ̇ and ϕ̈, with the condition ϕ̇2 < 1 ensuring a con-
sistent metric signature. Physically, this force alters
the effective pressure in the cosmological fluid, influ-
encing whether the universe experiences acceleration
or deceleration.

When ϕ̇2 > 1
4 , G contributes negatively to the ac-

celeration, acting like a decelerating force analogous
to standard matter-dominated behavior, reinforcing
gravitational collapse. Conversely, when ϕ̇2 < 1

4 , it
becomes a positive force that drives acceleration, aid-
ing the late-time cosmic acceleration without invok-
ing a cosmological constant. This non-gravitational
force reflects the dynamic influence of non-affine
parametrization, where the emergent geometry al-
lows new degrees of freedom to study non-geodesic
congruences and expansion rates. Consequently, G
encapsulates the role of non-affine parametrization in
generating a non-gravitational acceleration, offering
a novel explanation for deviations from the standard
cosmic evolution driven purely by general relativity
and traditional matter-energy content. This perspec-
tive broadens our understanding of the universe’s
expansion history by incorporating additional force
driven by the scalar field and arising from modified
spacetime parametrization.

To proceed further, we seek a relation between the
scalar field (ϕ(t)) and the scale factor (a(t)). This
relation can be derived from the equation of motion
(7), expressed in the emergent metric using Eqs. (26)
and (28) as:

ϕ̈

(1− ϕ̇2)
= −3Hϕ̇ (40)

The solution of this Eq. (40) comes out to be:

ϕ̇2(t) =
C

C + a(t)6
(41)

where C is the integration constant. While the theory
predicts this specific form, for the purpose of data
analysis and with the motivation to have ϕ̇2 always
less than 1, we take generalization of the solution

(41) and the scaling equation as:

ϕ̇2(t) =
C

C + an

ϕ̈

(1− ϕ̇2)
= −nHϕ̇

2
(42)

where n is treated as a free parameter to achieve a
better fit with observational data. With this gener-
alized solution, we proceed to perform model fitting
using the latest observational datasets, including the
PANTHEON+SHOES data [68], Hubble data [69–81]
and BAO data [82–85].
Now, using the above relation (42), and Eq. (15),

we can express the energy density and pressure of
the different components of the k-essence scalar field
in background FLRW metric,

ρDM =
C

a
n
2

√
C + an

, PDM = 0

ρV =
a

n
2

√
C + an

, PV = −ρV . (43)

Now, following Eq. (35) in the emergent metric this
component changes to:

ρ̃DM =

√
C + an

a
3n
2

, P̃DM = 0

ρ̃V =

√
C + an

a
n
2

, P̃V = − a
n
2

√
C + an

. (44)

with respect to the above energy density and pressure,
then the equation of state parameter in the emergent
metric can be defined as:

ω̃DM =
P̃DM

ρ̃DM
= 0

ω̃V =
P̃V

ρ̃V
= − an

C + an
. (45)

To fit the model against any available dataset to
find cosmological parameters, we need to change
the scale factor (a) to redshift distance (z) with the
following relationship [91, 92]:

a =
1

1 + z
(46)

Here we define dimensionless density parameters
[91]:

Ωi =
ρ̃i

3H̃2
=

ρi
3H2

(47)

Here ′i′ stands for two different components of
the scalar field energy density namely Ω̃V and Ω̃DM

corresponding to the dimensionless density parameter
of the dark energy and dark matter sector. Now with
respect to the dimensionless density parameter (47),
we can write the acceleration term using Eqs. (39),
(42), (44) as:

ä

a
= −H2

[1
2

2∑
n=1

(Ωi(1 + 3ω̃i)) +

n2

36
(w̃V + 1)(4w̃V + 3)

]
(48)
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where we write G = −n2H2

36 (ω̃V + 1)(4ω̃V + 3) by
using Eqs. (42), (45). The Eq. (48) is nothing but
another form of modified RE.

Using Eqs. (46) and (48) we express:

dH

dz
=

H

1 + z

(3
2
(1 + ΩV w̃V ) +

n2

36
(w̃V + 1)(4w̃V + 3)

)
(49)

where we have used ż = −H(1+ z). This Eq. (49) is
also an alternative form of the modified RE in terms
of the Hubble parameter (H) and redshift (Z).

Now we find a differential equation for the rate of
change of the dimensionless density parameter (ΩV )
of the dark energy sector with respect to redshift as:

dΩV

dz
= − ΩV

(1 + z)

(n
2
(1 + w̃V ) +

2(1 + z)

H

dH

dz

)
(50)

with ω̃V = −(1 − ϕ̇2), which we get by using Eqs.
(42) and (45). Now using Eqs. (42), (45), (49),
(50) we will fit the model against the available
PANTHEON+SHOES [68] , Hubble [69–81] and
BAO [82–85] datasets to find H0, ΩV 0, ω0 and n,
corresponding to the present values of the Hubble
constant, dark energy density, the equation of
state parameter for dark energy density, and the
power n. It is also possible to derive a differential
equation for the dark matter density parameter
(ΩDM ). However, since the two density parameters
are related by ΩDM +ΩV = 1, we can choose either
one to describe the system. Note that we should
also have another density component corresponding
to radiation (ΩR) but in the present universe, the
contribution of radiation (photons and relativistic
neutrinos) to the total energy density is extremely
small compared to dark matter and dark energy.
Since the Universe has expanded significantly since
the radiation-dominated era, the current value of ΩR

is on the order of ≈ 10−5 [38], making it negligible
in late-time cosmological evolution. Therefore we
neglect the radiation component.

A. Data Analysis and Model Fitting

The PANTHEON+SHOES dataset consists of 1701
light curves of 1550 distinct Type Ia supernovae (SNe
Ia) ranging in redshift from z = 0.00122 to 2.2613 [68].
The model parameters are to be fitted by comparing
the observed and theoretical value of the distance
moduli. The distance moduli can be defined as

µ(z, θ) = 5log10(dl(z)) + 25 (51)

where dl(z) is the dimensionless luminosity distance
defined as [91]:

dl(z) = (1 + z)c

∫ z

0

dz

H(z)
. (52)

Taking the derivative with respect to z we can obtain
a differential equation for dl(z) as:

ddl(z)

dz
=

dl(z)

1 + z
+

c(1 + z)

H(z)
(53)

where c is the speed of light measured in unit of
km/s.

Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) are an es-
sential tool in modern cosmology to probe the his-
tory of expansion in the universe [86]. To interpret
BAO measurements from large-scale galaxy surveys,
cosmologists use different distance scales, namely
the transverse comoving distance (DM ), the volume-
averaged distance (DV ), and the Hubble distance
(DH). These distances allow us to convert observed
angular and redshift separations into physical dis-
tances and to extract cosmological parameters like
the Hubble constant (H0) and the dark energy equa-
tion of state w(z).

In a spectroscopic survey, the BAO feature appears
in both the line-of-sight direction and the transverse
direction. Along the line-of-sight direction, a mea-
surement of the redshift interval ∆z, over which the
BAO feature extends, provides a means to directly
measure the Hubble parameter, H(z) = c∆z

rd
[82, 86–

88]. Equivalently, it measures the Hubble distance
at redshift z :

DH(z) =
c

H(z)
. (54)

Along the transverse direction, the BAO scale corre-
sponds to an angle rd = DM (z)∆θ, Measuring the
angle ∆θ subtended by the BAO feature at a given
redshift provides a means to estimate the (comoving)
angular diameter distance, DM(z), which depends
on the expansion history as [82, 86–88]:

DM (z) = c(1 + z)

∫ z

0

dz′

H(z′)
(55)

Here, the sound horizon rd is the comoving distance
that a sound wave could travel in the early universe
before the epoch of recombination. It serves as a
standard ruler for BAO measurements. It can be
expressed as [89, 90]:

rd =

∫ ∞

zdrag

cs
H(z)

dz (56)

Here zdrag ≈ 1020 is the baryon drag epoch, the
redshift at which baryons were released from the
photon-baryon plasma and cs is the sound speed of
the photon-baryon fluid. But nonetheless, in our
analysis, we use rd as the free parameter or fitting
parameter of the model.
When considering the dependence of rd on cos-

mology, the quantities that the BAO measurements

directly constrain are DM (z)
rd

and DH(z)
rd

. The BAO
measurements were also historically summarized by a
single quantity representing the spherically-averaged
distance [82, 86–88]:

DV (z) = [zDM (z)2DH(z)]
1
3 (57)
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This measurement is particularly useful for low-
redshift BAO surveys where the separation between
transverse and radial measurements is not strong.
Since at low redshift, the distinction between radial
and transverse distances is weak, it is convenient to
summarize the measurement with a single, isotropic
quantity DV (z), which combines both components.
There are two BAO data set we are going to ana-

lyze. The first one contains 8 data points from Sloan
Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) [82, 83] called SDSSBAO
and the second set contains 7 data points from Dark
Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI) [84, 85]
called DESBAO. In the following discussion we call
the combined dataset (SDSSBAO and DESBAO) as
BAO data. These data sets are comprehensively
tabulated in Table II and Table III.
Here, we construct four-parameter (p=(H0, ΩV 0,

ω0, n)) using the differential Eqs. (48), (49), (52),
the solution of which with the initial condition will
be fitted against the available data set of the type Ia
supernova data (PANTHEON+SHOES data) [68],
Hubble data [69–81] and for BAO dataset [82–85]
we need to add another parameter (rd). Therefore
to analyze three datasets together we need to con-
struct a five-parameter given as (p=(H0, ΩV 0, ω0,
n, rd)). We use χ2 statistics to constrain the model
parameters to measure the discrepancy between ob-
served data and a theoretical model. It is widely
used in statistical hypothesis testing and model fit-
ting to assess how well a model describes the given
data. For fitting of the Bayesian model [93], χ2 is
often used in likelihood functions: L ∝ exp(− 1

2χ
2).

This connects chi-squared minimization to Maximum
Likelihood Estimation (MLE), which is useful for
Bayesian posterior sampling.

For the model with model parameters (p) we com-
pute the χ2 function for Hubble dataset given in
Table I as [94] :

χ2
H =

43∑
i=1

(Hth(zi,p)−Hobs(zi)

σi

)2

, (58)

where Hth(zi,p) stands for the theoretical
value that we obtained by solving the differential
equations and Hobs(zi) corresponds to the value
given in H(z) of the Table I data set and σi is the
error/uncertainties in the measurement of H(z)
mentioned in the same table.

The χ2 for BAO data can be computed as:

χ2
i =

N∑
i=1

(Xth
i (z,p−Xobs

i (zi)

σi

)2

, (59)

where Xth
i is either of DM

rd , DH

rd
or DV

rd
calculated

theoretically by model fitting. So the total χ2
t

corresponding to BAO dataset is obtained as

χ2
t =

(
χ2

(
DM
rd

)
+ χ2

(
DV
rd

)
+ χ2

(
DH
rd

)

)
.

For the PANTHEON data set corresponding to SN
Ia supernova we follow a different method to obtain

z H(z) σH Method Ref.
0.0708 69.0 ±19.68 a [69]
0.09 69.0 ±12.0 a [70]
0.12 68.6 ±26.2 a [69]
0.17 83.0 ±8.0 a [70]
0.179 75.0 ±4.0 a [71]
0.199 75.0 ±5.0 a [71]
0.2 72.9 ±29.6 a [69]

0.240 79.69 ±2.65 b [78]
0.27 77.0 ±14.0 a [70]
0.28 88.8 ±36.6 a [69]
0.35 84.4 ±7.0 b [80]
0.352 83.0 ±14.0 a [71]
0.38 81.2 ±2.2 a [72]

0.3802 83.0 ±14.0 a [73]
0.4 95 ±17.0 a [70]

0.4004 77.0 ±10.2 a [73]
0.4247 87.1 ±11.2 a [73]
0.43 86.45 ±3.68 b [78]
0.44 82.6 ±7.8 b [79]

0.4497 92.8 ±12.9 a [73]
0.47 89 ±50 a [74]

0.4783 80.9 ±9.0 a [73]
0.48 97.0 ±62.0 a [74]
0.51 90.90 ±2.1 a [72]
0.57 92.4 ±4.5 b [81]
0.593 104.0 ±13.0 a [71]
0.6 87.9 ±6.1 b [79]
0.61 98.96 ±2.2 a [72]
0.68 92.0 ±8.0 a [71]
0.73 97.3 ±7.0 b [79]
0.781 105.0 ±12.0 a [71]
0.875 125.0 ±17.0 a [71]
0.88 90.0 ±40.0 a [74]
0.9 117.0 ±23.0 a [70]

1.037 154.0 ±20.0 a [71]
1.3 168.0 ±17.0 a [70]

1.363 160.0 ±33.6 a [75]
1.43 177.0 ±18.0 a [70]
1.53 140.0 ±14.0 a [70]
1.75 202.0 ±40.0 a [70]
1.965 186.5 ±50.4 a [75]
2.34 222.0 ±7.0 b [76]
2.36 226.0 ±8.0 b [77]

Table I: Here the unit of H(z) is kms−1Mpc−1 ’a’
quoted in this table means the H(z) value is

deduced from cosmic chronological
method/differential age method whereas ’b’

corresponds to that obtained from BAO data and
the corresponding reference from where the data are

collected is mentioned in the References

χ2 as we have a covariance matrix (C) of dimension
1701× 1701 corresponding to the measurement error
of the distance modulus (µ(z)) for all 1701 light
curves. The expression of χ2 is [94]:

χ2
SN =

(µth(zi,p)− µobs(zi))
TC−1(µth(zi,p)− µobs(zi))

(60)

where µth(zi,p) is the theoretical value we obtain
from Eq. (51) by solving the differential equations
listed in Eqs. (49), (50), (53) with initial condition
and model parameter (p) as constraints and µobs is
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z̃ 0.15 0.38 0.51 0.70 0.85 1.48 2.33 2.33

DV (z̃)/rd 4.47 ± 0.17 18.33+0.57
−0.62

DM (z̃)/rd 10.23 ± 0.17 13.36 ± 0.21 17.86 ± 0.33 30.69 ± 0.80 37.6 ± 1.9 37.3 ± 1.7

DH(z̃)/rd 25.00 ± 0.76 22.33 ± 0.58 19.33 ± 0.53 13.26 ± 0.55 8.93 ± 0.28 9.08 ± 0.34

Table II: SDSSBAO measurements

z̃ 0.295 0.510 0.706 0.930 1.317 1.491 2.330

DV (z̃)/rd 7.93 ± 0.15 26.07 ± 0.67

DM (z̃)/rd 13.62 ± 0.25 16.85 ± 0.32 21.71 ± 0.28 27.79 ± 0.69 39.71 ± 0.94

DH(z̃)/rd 20.98 ± 0.61 20.08 ± 0.60 17.88 ± 0.35 13.82 ± 0.42 8.52 ± 0.17

Table III: DESBAO measurements

the observed value available in PANTHEON data
set [68] and C−1 stands for inverse covariance matrix.

We used Bayesian inference with the No-U-Turn
Sampler (NUTS), a variant of the Hamiltonian Monte
Carlo method [93], to estimate the cosmological pa-
rameters from supernova, Hubble data and BAO data.
The model incorporated differential equations describ-
ing the cosmological evolution, including parameters
for the dark energy density (ΩV 0), Hubble constant
(H0), and equation of state parameters (ω0). Likeli-
hood evaluation was based on the distance modulus
difference, weighted by the inverse covariance matrix,
and the Hubble constant measurement weighted by
the corresponding standard deviation. The Markov
Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) [95] sampling provided
posterior distributions for each parameter, ensuring
uncertainty quantification. The best-fit parameters
were extracted from the posterior means and the
chi-squared statistic evaluated the goodness-of-fit of
the model, while the distribution plots visualized the
confidence contours of 1σ and 2σ.
The optimized best-fit parameters are summa-

rized in comprehensive detail in Table IV, provid-
ing a detailed comparison of the derived values
from different datasets. From the results of the
Planck Collaboration (CMB data, 2018), we get
H0 ≈ 67.4 ± 0.5km/s/Mpc [96] and for the local
distance ladder measurement (SHOES) the accepted
value is H0 ≈ 73.2± 1.3km/s/Mpc [97].

Our analysis demonstrates that incorporating mul-
tiple cosmological datasets significantly refines pa-
rameter constraints, offering deeper insights into the
expansion history of the universe and the nature
of dark energy. Each dataset provides unique con-
straints on key parameters such as the Hubble con-
stant (H0), dark energy equation of state parameter
(ω0), and vacuum energy density parameter (ΩV 0).
The first graph (Fig. 1a), based solely on Hubble
data, suggests a lower value of H0 = 70.5 ± 1.5
km/s/Mpc, reflecting the results from direct mea-
surements of cosmic expansion. The second graph

(Fig. 1b) constrained using only Pantheon supernova
data, produces a higher estimate of H0 = 72.84±0.22
km/s/Mpc, consistent with SH0ES results, which are
based on Type Ia supernovae calibrated with Cepheid
variables [68]. The third graph (Fig. 1c), which com-
bines Hubble and Pantheon data, results in an inter-
mediate constraint of H0 = 73.76± 0.17 km/s/Mpc.
The fourth graph (Fig. 1d), which includes Hub-
ble, Pantheon, and BAO data, yields the tightest
constraints, with H0 = 74.39 ± 0.16 km/s/Mpc,
which indicates a high expansion rate, demonstrat-
ing that different datasets yield varying estimates,
contributing to the well-known Hubble tension—the
discrepancy between locally measured values of H0

and those inferred from the cosmic microwave back-
ground (CMB) via the Planck 2018 results, which
favor a much lower value of 67.4 ± 0.5 km/s/Mpc
[96] under the standard ΛCDM model. This per-
sistent deviation suggests that new physics beyond
standard cosmology may be required to resolve the
tension. Possible explanations include modifications
to early universe physics, such as the existence of an
Early Dark Energy (EDE) component, which could
increase the expansion rate before recombination, or
new dark sector interactions affecting cosmic evolu-
tion. Late-time modifications to dark energy, such
as phantom models (ω < −1) [98] or decaying dark
matter [99], could also play a role. Furthermore,
systematic uncertainties in observational methods,
such as Cepheid calibrations and supernova evolu-
tion effects, may contribute to the discrepancy. Our
results favor a higher H0, closely aligning with direct
measurements from Pantheon+SHOES, rather than
the CMB-inferred value from Planck. The inclusion
of BAO data further improves constraints, indicating
that a higher expansion rate is supported by multiple
independent probes. This suggests that modifications
to cosmic expansion, including the impact of a dy-
namical equation of state parameters for dark energy,
play a crucial role in addressing these discrepancies.
Nevertheless, the model suggests a compelling depar-
ture from the standard cosmology and thus indicates
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(a) Fitting of model parameters to Hubble data

(b) Fitting of model parameters with respect to SN Ia
data (Pantheon)

(c) Fitting of model parameters concerning the
combined data set of Hubble and Pantheon

(d) Fitting of model parameters for the combined data
set of Hubble+ Pantheon+ BAO data

Figure 1: This plot represents 1σ(dark region) and 2σ(lighter region) confidence level plot for the four
parameter using Hubble, Pantheon+SHOES and Hubble+Pantheon dataset for the first three graph and the
fourth plot includes BAO data where the sound horizon (rd) is introduced as a fifth parameter to refine the

model fit

at new physics beyond the standard ΛCDM model.

The fourth graph (Fig. 1d), incorporating Hub-
ble, Pantheon, and BAO data, reveals both a higher
sound horizon (rd = 175.5± 1.3 Mpc) and a higher
Hubble constant (H0 = 74.39 ± 0.16 km/s/Mpc),
which presents an intriguing deviation from the stan-
dard ΛCDM expectation, where these parameters
are typically inversely correlated. A larger rd sug-
gests a slower expansion in the early universe, which
allows the acoustic waves to propagate farther before
recombination, while a higher H0 indicates an accel-
erated late-time expansion. This dual effect hints at

possible modifications to both early and late cosmic
evolution, which is likely influenced by the dynam-
ical equation of state of dark energy of the model.
If dark energy exhibited a nontrivial evolution, it
could have subtly altered the balance of radiation
and matter at early times, shifting the sound horizon
while simultaneously enhancing late-time accelera-
tion. Additionally, variations in pre-recombination
physics, such as altered photon-baryon interactions,
early dark energy, or modified gravity, could have
impacted rd, leading to the observed anomaly. The
fact that the BAO model assumes a standard rd de-
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Parameter Initial Cond. Hubble Data PANTHEON+SHOES Hubble+PANTHEON Hubble+PANTHEON+BAO
H0 Uniform[50,99] 70.5± 1.5 72.84± 0.22 73.76± 0.17 74.39± 0.16

ΩV 0 Uniform[0.6,0.8] 0.740+0.025
−0.023 0.640± 0.018 0.7333± 0.0095 0.7792± 0.0069

ω0 Uniform[-1.2,-0.8] −0.99977+0.00015
−0.00024 −0.9967+0.0013

−0.0037 −0.99977+0.00013
−0.00019 −0.999816+0.000071

−0.000088

n Gaussian[6,0.1] 5.99± 0.099 5.99± 0.10 5.99± 0.10 6.007± 0.099

rd Uniform[100,300] - - - 175.5± 1.3

Table IV: Comparison of cosmological parameters from different data sources.

rived from CMB-based ΛCDM model may also lead
to the above discrepancies.
The initial conditions for the parameters are pre-

sented in Table IV. In this setup, all parameters,
except for n, have been assigned uniform prior distri-
butions within specific ranges. However, the parame-
ter n is modeled using a Gaussian prior distribution
rather than a uniform one. This choice is driven by
the need to validate our theoretical predictions.
By adopting a Gaussian prior for n, centered

around its expected value with a small standard
deviation, we avoid imposing a rigid constraint, such
as fixing n = 6. This approach introduces a degree
of freedom, enabling the parameter n to vary slightly
while remaining close to its theoretically motivated
value. Consequently, other parameters in the model
can adjust accordingly, which leads to a more compre-
hensive exploration of the parameter space and also
potentially uncover subtle correlations or deviations
that might be overlooked by fixing its value.

An important point to emphasize is that the Gaus-
sian prior provides a soft constraint on the parameter,
meaning if the likelihood (χ2) strongly favors a n
value outside the prior’s typical range, the posterior
distribution can still shift accordingly. This reflects
the Bayesian approach’s capacity to update beliefs
based on empirical evidence, ensuring that the fi-
nal inference remains primarily data-driven while
incorporating reasonable theoretical expectations.
With the carefully chosen initial conditions out-

lined in Table IV, we find that the resulting value
of n remains very close to 6 or nearly identical to it,
which validates our theoretical prediction through
the scaling relation (41) with the field. This agree-
ment not only serves as a strong consistency check
but also highlights the robustness of our approach in
capturing the expected physical behavior within the
model.
In this regard, we also want to examine how the

deceleration parameter changes concerning redshift
distance. The expression for the deceleration param-
eter is :

q = − äa

a2
= −1−

dH
dt

H2
= −1 +

1 + z

H

dH

dz

=
1

2
(1 + 3ΩV w̃V ) +

n2

36
(w̃V + 1)(4w̃V + 3)(61)

where we have to use Eq. (49) to write the last ex-
pression . We now plot the deceleration parameter
(q) vs. redshift by using the best fit parameter ob-
tained from the combined dataset (PANTHEON +
Hubble+BAO).

Figure 2: Deceleration parameter (q) vs. Redshift
(z) graph with parameter scheme H0 = 74.39,
ΩV 0 = 0.7792, ω0 = −0.999816 and n = 6.007.

The deceleration parameter q(z) describes how the
universe’s expansion changes over time. At high red-
shifts (z > 0.92), matter dominates, causing deceler-
ation (q > 0), as shown in the blue region in Fig. (2).
At the transition point i.e., zt = 0.92, dark energy
started influencing expansion, marking the transition
to acceleration. For z < 0.92, dark energy became
dominant, driving acceleration (q < 0), represented
by the red region. The current value q0 = −0.67
confirms an accelerating universe, which is nearly
consistent with the ΛCDM model and observations
of dark energy’s influence.

VI. EMERGENT OSCILLATORY
DYNAMICS FROM K-ESSENCE

This section analyzes the reformulation of the mod-
ified RE into a harmonic oscillator model. This
method not only presents a fresh mathematical view-
point but may also provide substantial scientific in-
sights on the influence of the k-essence scalar field
on cosmic evolution.

Following [6], we redefine θ̃ = 3
˙̃F
F̃

and using Eqs.

(19)–(23), we can express the modified RE (23) as:

¨̃F − κ ˙̃F +
1

3
(R̃µρṽ

µṽρ −Dµ
˙̃vµ + σ̃2)F̃ = 0

(62)

The given differential equation describes the evo-
lution of F̃ , a function related to the expansion of a
bundle of flow curves, in a non-affine parametrization.
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This Eq. (62) resembles a damped Hill-type equa-
tion, with κ acting as a damping or anti-damping
(depending on sign of κ) term that depends on the
k-essence scalar field, which modifies the dynamics
of congruence. The presence of the Ricci curvature
term R̃µν ṽ

µṽν accounts for the influence of spacetime
curvature on the flow curves, while the shear scalar
σ̃2 introduces anisotropic distortions that tend to
amplify the convergence of flow curves. Addition-
ally, the term Dµ

˙̃vµ reflects the acceleration of the
flow curves in the presence of non-affinity, caused by
non-gravitational forces or modified gravity effects
in k-essence models. The term κ, determined by
the k-essence field, plays a crucial role in regulating
the rate at which the congruence evolves, affecting
whether it collapses (leading to singularity formation)
or expands indefinitely. In contrast to the standard
Riccati-type equation for geodesic expansion [6], the
non-affine parametrization introduces additional com-
plexity, as κ modifies the natural evolution of the
congruence, potentially leading to deviations from
classical singularity theorems. This modification is
significant when considering exotic matter scenarios,
such as k-essence models, where violations of stan-
dard energy conditions (vig., SEC, NEC, WEC) may
allow for geodesic defocusing, preventing singularity
formation. The interplay between κ, spacetime curva-
ture, and the k-essence field determines whether the
flow curves focus or diverge, ultimately shaping the
causal structure of the spacetime and also influence
scenarios such as late-time cosmic acceleration, avoid-
ance of singularities, and modifications to focusing
conditions beyond General Relativity.

Now, in this harmonic oscillator setup we can write
ω2(t) = 1

3 (R̃µρṽ
µṽρ −Dµ

˙̃vµ + σ̃2). Where ω2(t) can
be interpreted as a time dependent frequency which
represents the dynamical influence of space time cur-
vature, shear and acceleration. Physically, it deter-
mines whether geodesics tend to converge, diverge,
or oscillate over time. Therefore, we can rewrite the
Eq. (61) in the form:

¨̃F − κ ˙̃F + ω2(t)F̃ = 0 (63)

In this equation, two competing time-dependent
terms (viz. κ(t) and ω2(t) (= 1

3 (R̃µρṽ
µṽρ −Dµ

˙̃vµ +

σ̃2))) exist which govern the dynamics of the evolu-

tion equation. Though R̃µρ is dependent on both

space and time, but the term R̃µρṽ
µṽρ is solely time

dependent via the Eq. (27), which can easily verified
through the Eq. (34). In the context of non-geodesic
flow curves with non-affine parametrization, where
κ represents an external acceleration-related damp-
ing or anti-damping term, different regimes emerge
depending on the sign of ω2(t).
A positive ω2(t) corresponds to a stabilizing ef-

fect, meaning flow curves are influenced by curva-
ture and shear, tending to bring neighboring curves
back toward equilibrium. This regime is relevant in
cases where external forces act to stabilize the sep-
aration between flow curves, such as in a uniformly
expanding universe or perturbation evolution in a
gravitational potential. A negative ω2(t) indicates

an effective repulsive behavior, meaning flow curves
tend to exponentially diverge rather than oscillate.
This scenario occurs in cases of strong repulsive grav-
ity (such as in inflationary models), anti-trapped
surfaces (inside black hole interiors), or violations
of energy conditions leading to repulsive effects and
when ω2 = 0, we can write the general solution of
Eq. (62) as: F̃ (t) = c1 + c2

∫
f(t)dt with f being de-

fined as

√
1− ϕ̇2 which will always remain positive

thus leading to a runway divergence under external
acceleration.
Some important physical consequences also arise

depending on the sign of κ(t):
When κ(t) is negative, the system dissipates energy

over time. This dissipation leads to a gradual stabi-
lization of the scalar expansion. The scalar expansion
begins to converge, reducing the divergence of the
flow curves. Over time, this convergence may lead to
the formation of caustics, regions where non-geodesic
flow curves cross and density becomes extremely high.
Caustic formation could signify the clustering of mat-
ter or the formation of structures such as galaxies
and stars in the universe.
When κ(t) is positive, the system exhibits anti-

damping, meaning energy is injected into the system.
The scalar expansion grows with time, causing the
flow curves to diverge rather than converge. This di-
vergence prevents the formation of caustics, ensuring
that the universe remains smooth and avoids density
singularities. Such behavior is consistent with phases
of accelerated cosmic expansion, such as inflation or
the current dark energy-dominated epoch. Note that
in our situation, κ(t) ̸= 0 since we consider non-affine
parametrization of the geodesic congruences.

We can write κ using Eqs. (28) and (41) as,

κ =
ḟ

f
= − ϕ̈ϕ̇

(1− ϕ̇2)
=

nHϕ̇2

2
. (64)

While, κ = − ϕ̈ϕ̇

(1−ϕ̇2)
may be positive or negative

depending on the sign of ϕ̈ but here we use a scaling
relation via Eq. (42) which make κ to always stay
positive. Hence, in our scenario, the Eq. (59) serves
as an anti-damping equation. Thus, we may infer
that in our situation, the non-affine parametrization
in the presence of the k-essence field assures that
the expansion scalar continues to grow indefinitely,
ultimately leading to expanding divergence.

We can express the Eq. (62) in terms of the redshift
parameter by using the transformation (from 46)

d

dt
≡ −H(1 + z)

d

dz
(65)

and Eqs. (29), (30), (34), (35), (36), (42), (44), (45),
(46), (47) as:

d2F

dz2
+

1

2(1 + z)

dF

dz

[
3(1 + ΩV ω̃V ) +

n2

18
(ω̃V + 1)(4ω̃V + 3) + 2 + n(ω̃V + 1)

]
+

1

2(1 + z)2

[
3ΩV ω̃V + 1 +

n2(ω̃V + 1)

3

]
= 0(66)
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Figure 3: Expansion scalar (θ) vs. Redshift (z)
graph with parameter scheme H0 = 74.39,

ΩV 0 = 0.7792, ω0 = −0.999816 and n = 6.007.

We solve the Eq. (64) numerically and plot

θ̃ =
˙̃F
F̃

vs. z (redshift parameter), where we put

the present value of expansion scalar (θ̃) calculated
by using the best-fit parameter we obtain from
Hubble + PANTHEON + BAO data. The graph
(Fig. 3) reflects the universe’s expansion history,
showing a transition from a slower, matter-dominated
phase at high redshift to the current accelerated ex-
pansion driven by dark energy. This is consistent
with the ΛCDM model and observations from super-
novae, baryon acoustic oscillations, and the cosmic
microwave background. Though in our study we have
not used the conventional ΛCDM model. In one of
our cited paper, Mukohyama et al. [23] showed that,
unlike generic k-essence theories, DBI scalar fields
avoid caustic formation, similar to standard canoni-
cal scalar fields. The findings suggest that effective
field descriptions of brane dynamics (via DBI) remain
valid longer than previously assumed, as they avoid
caustic singularities. Our model supports their claim
as we also get the prevention of caustic formation
in this setup. Alternatively, the work by Das et al.
[24] shows that, under some circumstances, affinely
connected geodesics investigated within the context
of the k-essence model may generate caustics. The
study also occurs with the conditional existence of
expansion, resulting in a singularity-free universe.

In classical cosmology, caustics form when the
flow curve of a fluid converges, leading to infinite
density regions. However, in non-affinely connected
studies of k-essence models, the non-canonical kinetic
terms modify the equation of state to add an effective
pressure factor, preventing such singularities. This
trend might indicate a possible existence of quantum
phenomena in the cosmos.

Therefore, k-essence field dynamics, influenced by
its non-canonical kinetic form, can be understood as
a macroscopic manifestation of underlying quantum
properties, such as uncertainty or non-locality. This
non-local behavior of k-essence models arises due to
their higher-derivative kinetic terms, which modify

causal propagation in the early universe. This leads
to a smearing of energy density fluctuations, similar
to how quantum wave functions extend non-locally
in space.
In the standard inflationary scenario, quantum

fluctuations of the inflaton field get stretched to su-
perhorizon scales due to rapid expansion, becoming
classical density perturbations [11, 100]. A simi-
lar mechanism arises in k-essence cosmology. The
k-essence field, due to its non-canonical kinetic struc-
ture, experiences quantum fluctuations at subhorizon
scales. Unlike standard slow-roll inflation, k-essence
can exhibit sound speeds different from the speed
of light, altering the growth of perturbations and
modifying the power spectrum of inhomogeneities
[65].

These effects indicate that the formation of large-
scale structures in k-essence cosmology is fundamen-
tally linked to quantum mechanics, as the initial
inhomogeneities arise due to quantum fluctuations.
This supports the idea that the prevention of caustics
in k-essence theories is not purely a classical effect
but also a quantum mechanical consequence of field
fluctuations.

VII. CONCLUSION

The investigation of non-affine parametrization in
the Raychaudhuri equation (RE) offers a fresh view-
point on the dynamics of cosmic expansion, especially
in the context of a k-essence scalar field. The con-
ventional method for analyzing the RE utilizes affine
parametrization, which presumes that congruences
exhibit purely geodesic motion determined by space-
time curvature; however, the inclusion of non-affine
parametrization permits the consideration of extrin-
sic forces and non-geodesic influences. Our study
is particularly relevant in modified gravity scenarios
and alternative dark energy models, where deviations
from classical general relativity become significant.
One of the most profound consequences of non-

affine parametrization is its role in modifying the
expansion dynamics through an additional acceler-
ation term. This term, introduced by the k-essence
field, directly affects the equation of state parameter,
which determines whether the universe undergoes
accelerated or decelerated expansion. Unlike the
standard ΛCDM model, where dark energy is rep-
resented by a constant vacuum energy density with
an equation of state parameter fixed at ω = −1, the
k-essence framework allows for a dynamical evolution
of ω. The non-affine parameter, in this context, alters
the effective stress-energy tensor and introduces new
contributions to the energy-momentum dynamics,
leading to a scenario where the dark energy equation
of state can evolve over time.
Moreover, the modifications induced by the non-

affine parameter highlight the rich interplay between
k-essence and corresponding emergent spacetime ge-
ometry. The additional degrees of freedom intro-
duced by non-affine flows modify the standard con-
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vergence and divergence behavior, allowing for a
more flexible and physically motivated description
of cosmic acceleration. This approach helps address
key challenges in cosmology, such as the late-time
acceleration of the universe and potential deviations
from the standard model predictions.
From an observational standpoint, the effects of

the non-affine parameter may provide testable predic-
tions in future cosmological surveys. By influencing
the growth rate of cosmic structures and the expan-
sion history, these modifications could be constrained
using Type Ia supernova data, baryon acoustic os-
cillations, and Hubble data. The model also has
implications for addressing the Hubble tension, as
the dynamical nature of the equation of state could
allow for a reconciliation of the observed discrepan-
cies in the local and early-universe measurements of
the Hubble constant. Furthermore, this model fitting
(n = 6) also validates our theoretical prediction of the
scaling relation provided in Eq. (41). This successful
match between theory and data could be hinting at
strong evidence supporting the underlying framework
governing the evolution of the scalar field through
the modified RE in our cosmological scenario.

From the harmonic oscillator viewpoint, including
a k-essence scalar field with a non-affine parametriza-
tion prevents caustic formation by introducing an
effective repulsive interaction, akin to quantum me-
chanical effects. This can be attributed to a quantum-
like pressure which is analogous to how the uncer-
tainty principle prevents trajectory collapse in quan-
tum systems. The k-essence field modifies the phase-
space structure, introducing corrections that counter-
act singularity formation, similar to quantum gravity
effects where Planck-scale corrections prevent singu-
larities. This mechanism ensures a well-behaved evo-
lution, which prevents classical singularities through
an effective repulsive force emerging from the modi-

fied dynamics.

In conclusion, the non-affine parameter extends
the traditional Raychaudhuri framework and offers a
powerful tool for understanding the evolution of dark
energy in the k-essence paradigm. By enabling a non-
trivial interaction between the scalar field and the
background metric, it enhances our comprehension of
the fundamental forces governing cosmic acceleration.
This work paves the way for further investigations
into emergent geometries, non-standard fluid dynam-
ics, and their implications for future observational
tests of dark energy models.
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[47] L. Garćıa, et al. ’K-Essence Scalar Field as Dy-
namical Dark Energy’, (2012). https://doi.org/
10.48550/arXiv.1210.5259.

[48] A. Panda, et al. ‘Reconstruction of f ( R , T )
Gravity Model via the Raychaudhuri Equation’.
Phys. of the Dark Univ., 43, 101397, (2024). https:
//doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2023.101397

[49] A.H.Guth, ‘Inflationary Universe: A Possible Solu-
tion to the Horizon and Flatness Problems’. Phys.
Rev. D, 23, 2, 347–56, (1981).https://doi.org/
10.1103/PhysRevD.23.347

[50] A. D. Linde, ‘A New Inflationary Universe Scenario:
A Possible Solution of the Horizon, Flatness, Homo-
geneity, Isotropy and Primordial Monopole Prob-
lems’. Phys. Lett. B, 108, 6, 389–93, (1982).https:
//doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(82)91219-9

[51] S. Panpanich, et al. ‘Cosmological Dynamics
of D-BIonic and DBI Scalar Field and Coinci-
dence Problem of Dark Energy’. Phys. Rev. D,
95, 10,103520, (2017).https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevD.95.103520.

[52] T. Padmanabhan, ‘Thermodynamical Aspects of
Gravity: New Insights’. Reports on Progress in
Physics, 73, 4, 046901, (2010). https://doi.org/
10.1088/0034-4885/73/4/046901.

[53] E. Verlinde, ‘On the Origin of Gravity and the
Laws of Newton’. Journal of High Energy Physics,
2011, 4, 29, (2011). https://doi.org/10.1007/
JHEP04(2011)029.

[54] E. Verlinde, ‘Emergent Gravity and the Dark Uni-
verse’. SciPost Physics, 2, 3, 016, (2017). https:
//doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.2.3.016.

[55] C.Armendariz-Picon, et al. ‘Dynamical Solution
to the Problem of a Small Cosmological Constant
and Late-Time Cosmic Acceleration’. Phys. Rev.
Lett., 85, 21, 4438–41, (2000).https://doi.org/
10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.4438

[56] T. Chiba, ‘Tracking k -Essence’. Phys. Rev. D,
66, 6, 063514, (2002).https://doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevD.66.063514

[57] Z. Davari, et al. ‘Cosmological Constrains on Min-
imally and Non-Minimally Coupled Scalar Field
Models’. MNRAS, stz3096, (2019). https://doi.
org/10.1093/mnras/stz3096

[58] J. D. Bekenstein, Relation between physical
and gravitational geometry, Phys. Rev. D 48,
3641, (1993) https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.
48.3641

[59] R. De Putter,, and Eric V. Linder. ‘Kinetic K-
Essence and Quintessence’. Astroparticle Phys., 28
, 3, 263–72, (2007).https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
astropartphys.2007.05.011

[60] E. Babichev. ‘Formation of Caustics in K-Essence
and Horndeski Theory’. Jour. of High Ener. Phys.,
2016 , 4, 1–18, (2016).https://doi.org/10.1007/
JHEP04(2016)129

[61] M. Blau, Lecture Notes on General Relativity
,(8thOctober,2022) , http://www.blau.itp.unibe.
ch/GRLecturenotes.html,

[62] Eric. Poisson,. A Relativist’s Toolkit: The Mathe-
matics of Black-Hole Mechanics. Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, (2004).https://doi.org/10.1017/
CBO9780511606601

[63] R. M. Wald, General Relativity, The Univer-
sity of Chicago Press, (1984) (Indian Edition,
(2006)), https://doi.org/10.7208/chicago/

9780226870373.001.0001

[64] J. L. Synge and Alfred Schild. Tensor Calculus.
Nachdr., Dover Publ., (2009).

[65] J. Garriga and V. F. Mukhanov. ‘Pertur-
bations in K-Inflation’. Phys. Lett. B, 458,
2–3, 219–25, (1999). https://doi.org/10.1016/

S0370-2693(99)00602-4.

[66] C. Armendariz-Picon,, V. Mukhanov, and P.J.
Steinhardt, ’ Essentials of k-essence’. Phys. Rev.
D. ,63, 10, (2001). https://doi.org/10.1103/

physrevd.63.103510

[67] Poulin, Vivian, et al. ‘Early Dark Energy Can
Resolve the Hubble Tension’. Phys. Rev. L.
, 122, 22, 221301, (2019).https://doi.org/10.
1103/PhysRevLett.122.221301

[68] D.Brout et al. “The Pantheon+ Analysis: Cos-
mological Constraints.” The Astrophysical Jour-
nal, 938, 2, 110, (2022). http://doi.org/10.3847/
1538-4357/ac8e04

[69] T. M. C. Abbott, et al. ‘Dark Energy Survey
Year 1 Results: A Precise H0 Estimate from
DES Y1, BAO, and D/H Data’. MNRAS, 480
, 3, 3879–88, (2018).https://doi.org/10.1093/
mnras/sty1939.

[70] Shadab Alam, et al. ‘The Clustering of Galaxies in
the Completed SDSS-III Baryon Oscillation Spec-
troscopic Survey: Cosmological Analysis of the
DR12 Galaxy Sample’. MNRAS, 470, 3, 2617–52,
(2017). https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx721.

[71] Fotios K. Anagnostopoulos, and Spyros Basilakos.
‘Constraining the Dark Energy Models with H ( z
) Data: An Approach Independent of H 0’. Phys.
Rev. D, 97, 6, 063503, (2018).https://doi.org/
10.1103/PhysRevD.97.063503.

[72] Metin Ata, et al. ‘The Clustering of the SDSS-IV
Extended Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Sur-
vey DR14 Quasar Sample: First Measurement
of Baryon Acoustic Oscillations between Redshift
0.8 and 2.2’. MNRAS, 473, 4, 4773–94, (2018).
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx2630.
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