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Scalar-tensor theories have shown great potential in inducing tailored modifications compared to
cosmic evolution in the ACDM model. We reconsider quintessence models in this work in the context
of three driving potentials. We center the action of these models in the late Universe which leaves
early ACDM cosmology unchanged. The effects show the potential of producing a faster expanding
cosmology with a high Hubble constant. The models are constrained using the cosmic chronometer
data, Pantheon plus, and transversal baryonic acoustic oscillation data.

I. INTRODUCTION

The wealth of evidence gathered over the last few decades both at the astrophysical and cosmological scale support
the standard model of cosmology [1, 2] in which cold dark matter (CDM) acts as a stabilizing agent in galactic scales
systems [3, 4] while dark energy appears through a cosmological constant A [5, 6]. Despite these successes, the
prospect of directly measuring dark matter particles remains elusive [7], while internal consistency issues persist in
the cosmological constant realization of dark energy [8]. Recently, other issues have arisen with the standard model
of cosmology. These problems first appeared in the form of statistically significant differences in the expansion rate
of the Universe, in the value of the Hubble constant [9]. One perspective is that cosmology-independent local, or
late-time, measurements of the Hubble constant Hy [10, 11], and measurements based on a ACDM using global, or
early time, survey data [12, 13], are showing a discrepancy in the fundamental physics associated with describing
cosmic evolution. While the issue may be related in some part to systematics, other measurements [14-16] may give
further information on the nature of the possible new physics that may describe the breadth of data available [17].
Along a similar vein, there are also growing questions on whether this tension has permeated into the description of
the large-scale structure and its evolution [17-23].

It is increasingly becoming less likely that the series of cosmological tensions is the result of a single systematic
issue with the statistical treatment, there have been a diversity of possibilities of directions beyond ACDM in terms of
additional or new physical mechanisms. In the latter case, there have been several promising proposals including the
modification of physics beyond recombination such as in early dark energy [24], the additional of extra relativistic
degrees of freedom [25], as well as the modification of gravitational physics [26-31] at various scales. In these
scenarios, scalar-tensor theories [32-34] have been prominent as providing a possible avenue for confronting the
problem of cosmic tensions. The simplest of these models involves a canonical scalar field as an additional ingredient
to ACDM. In these scenarios, the cosmological constant is supplanted by the scalar field. This is analogous to the
action of scalar fields in inflation theory [35, 36].

Both canonical and nonminimally coupled scalar-tensor theories can be collectively studied through Horndeski
gravity [37-39] where a single scalar field is used to construct the most general framework in which second order
equations of motion are produced. While complex, this framework can produce concise expressions for different
phenomenology. On the other hand, recent multimessenger constraints from the gravitational wave sector have put
severe constraints on the most exotic elements of this formulation [40, 41]. While alternative geometric formulations
[42, 43], and beyond Horndeski gravity [44, 45] proposals have yielded interesting results in this sector, it may also
be the case that a simple canonical scalar field should be reassessed. These scalar field theories give very promising
results when their action is considered in the early Universe [19, 20, 46, 47].
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In this work, we reconsider the action of a single scalar field in the local Universe through the realization of
different potentials for a canonical scalar field. This is performed by considering the Friedmann and Klein-Gordon
equations in Sec. II together with a series of late time data sets in Sec. III. A Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
approach is taken in Sec. IV where three potentials are considered for the scalar field. These are firstly a regular
power-law form, then a hyperbolic form inspired by its tracker-like solution behavior in some circumstances, and
finally an axion-like potential. Through these potentials, we hope to generally reassess the potential of these scalar
field cosmologies to meet some elements of the observational challenges posed in recent years. In Sec. V we compare
these models in the context of ACDM, and then finally close with a summary in Sec. VL.

II. SCALAR-TENSOR COSMOLOGY

The global cartesian coordinate system aligned with the Friedman-Robertson-Walker (FRW) cosmological model
defines the spacetime interval between two events as follows

ds* = —N(t)2dt* + a(t)?(dx® + dy? + dz?), 1)
where a(t) define the scale factor and N(t) stands for lapse function. We have taken the following quintessence
model [48-51]
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Where ¢ is the determinant of the metric gy, R is the Ricci scalar, S;; denotes the matter Lagrangian, and S,
denotes the radiation Lagrangian. If we vary the action (2) with respect to scalar factor a(t) and lapse function N(t),
we get the following motion equations,
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Where H = £ is the Hubble parameter and over dot defines the derivative for cosmic time t. p,, and p, stand

2
for the matter and radiation energy density respectively. In this context, % denotes the kinetic term, while V(¢)
represents the potential function. Furthermore, by varying (2) for scalar field ¢, we have obtained the following the
equation

$+3Hp+ V' (p)=0. (5)

Where prime (') denotes the derivative to scalar field ¢. In this work, we will study various cosmological observation
data sets, including Hj prior, in the context of the quintessence model. Formalisms for the data sets are described in
the section-III. To do so, we need to calculate the Hubble parameter H(z) in terms of redshift z with the help of Egs. (
3,5). Additionally, we need to specify the particular form of the potential function V(¢). Therefore, we will use three
different potential function forms and constrain their parameters using observation data. As a function of redshift z,
the Klein-Gordan Eq. (5) can be written as
d>¢ dH d¢ d¢ d¢
1 2 H2 - r 1 2 H - r 1 H2 L _ =
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where V(¢) represents the derivative with respect to scalar field ¢. The Eq. (3) can be written as a function of
redshift z as,

_ 3H3(Quo(1 +2)> + Quo(1 +2)*) + 871GV (¢)

3—4nG(1 +2)2 (‘%)2 7

H(2)

In the above equation, Hy refers to the Hubble parameter value, (2,0, and (), refers to the matter density parameter
and the radiation density parameter, respectively, at present.



III. OBSERVATIONAL DATA

The ensuing work will concentrate on data sets obtained through observational studies. This study used the Hub-
ble data set H(z), Pantheon+ data set [PN&SHOES], the BAO data set, and the Hy priors. We used the publicly
available emcee software, found at Ref. [52], to conduct an MCMC analysis for the combination of the data sets and
three different potential functions V(¢). One of current cosmology’s most significant open questions is the discrep-
ancy between the Hubble constant Hy from early-Universe probes and those obtained from late-time observations.
Scalar-tensor theories extend Einstein’s general relativity by introducing a dynamic scalar field that interacts with
gravity and represents a well-founded and adaptable class of models for investigating such extensions. These theo-
ries can seamlessly incorporate time-dependent changes to the effective gravitational constant and permit evolving
behaviors of dark energy that can impact the late-time expansion history of the Universe. Specifically, the scalar
field can be configured to remain insignificant during the early Universe, thereby maintaining the effectiveness of
ACDM in explaining CMB and structure formation while becoming dynamically important in recent cosmic history.
This gravity modification at late times may result in an accelerated expansion rate in the nearby Universe, effectively
raising the inferred value of Hy and possibly aligning it with local measurements.

Additionally, scalar-tensor theories commonly appear as low-energy limits of higher-dimensional or string-
inspired frameworks, which adds theoretical validity to their exploration. Their adaptability also facilitates the
inclusion of screening mechanisms that ensure alignment with local gravity tests. Consequently, examining scalar-
tensor theories in late-time cosmology is both timely and necessary, as it presents a potential solution to the Hy
tension while aligning with a wide array of cosmological and astrophysical observations. In this regard, exploring
the dynamic influence of scalar fields on recent expansion history could yield important insights into the character-
istics of dark energy and the fundamental principles governing our Universe.

Cosmic Chronometers (CC): We utilized 31 data points, estimated using the CC method, as reported in [53-59].
Using this approach, we may directly understand the Hubble function at various redshifts, up to z < 2. Since CC
data relies on measuring the age difference between two passively evolving galaxies that formed simultaneously but
are separated by a small redshift interval ( %), it is more effective than other methods that depend on determining
the absolute age of galaxies [60]. The Hubble data set is linked to star ages, which are derived from robust stellar
population synthesis models [61, 62], even though they do not rest on a cosmological model or the Cepheid distance
scale. The related estimate of x? is provided by
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There are two categories of Hubble parameters: H(z;, ®), referring to the theoretical values of the Hubble param-
eter at redshift z;, and Hgps(z;), which indicates the observed Hubble parameter values at z;, accompanied by an
observational error of opy(z;).

Type Ia Supernovae data set : The PN & SHOES collection comprises 1701 light curves [63-65] from 1550 spectro-
scopically verified Type Ia supernovae (SNe Ia), which will be utilized to derive cosmological parameters as part of
the Pantheon+ SN study and the SHOES distance-ladder assessment. The relative luminosity distance observations
span the redshift range of 0.01 < z < 2.3. The consistent intrinsic brightness of these supernovae renders them
valuable for cosmological studies, as they enable us to determine distances to far-off galaxies by serving as standard
candles. In particular, the distance modulus function is defined as the difference between the observed apparent
magnitude m and its absolute magnitude M. At redshift z;, the distance modulus function y(z;, ®) can be expressed
as,

u(z;,®) = m — M = 5log,, [Dr(z;,©)] +25, )
the luminosity distance Dy (z;, ®) can be written as

dz'

Dy (2,0) = ¢(1 + z) /Ozi Az o) (10)

Where ¢ represents the speed of light, we may also marginalize M as a nuisance parameter since each SNla’s
apparent magnitude must be verified using a random fiducial absolute magnitude. The related estimate of xy; is



given by [66]

X = (B1(z,9)) 7Y (Ap(z;,0)) (11)

where C is the relevant covariance matrix that takes into account the systematic and statistical uncertainties, and
Ap(zi, ©) = p(zi, ©) — 1(2i)obs-

BAO data set : We also consider a joint data gathering of independent baryon acoustic oscillations (BAOs). The
BAO data set includes observations from the six-degree field Galaxy Survey at an effective redshift of z,¢; = 0.106
[67], the BOSS DR11 quasar Lyman-alpha measurement at z, ff = 2.4 [68], and the SDSS Main Galaxy Sample at z, ff
=0.15 [69]. Additionally, we consider the H(z) measurements and the angular diameter distances from the SDSS-IV
eBOSS DR14 quasar survey at z, ff = {0.98,1.23,1.52,1.94} [70], along with the consensus BAO measurements of
the Hubble parameter and corresponding comoving angular diameter distances from the SDSS-III BOSS DR12 at
Zeff = {0.38,0.51,0.61} [71], where our MCMC analyses account for the complete covariance matrix in these two
BAO data sets. To study the BAO data set, it is necessary to define the Hubble distance Dy (z), the comoving angular
diameter distance Dy(z), and the volume-average distance Dy (z).
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where the angular diameter distance is defined as D (z) = (1+z)~2Dr(z). To utilize the reported BAO results for

MCMC analyses, we need to take into account the relevant combination of parameters F (z;) = [:V(Z’)) , ISSV(Z _)) ,Dp(z)),
s 1

Dm(z;) (r‘“fsigz(;;’) ,H(z;) r:;f(g) ,Da(z) rsr'f:‘(iz(;;’ )> } To compute this, we needed to find the comoving sound

horizon r,(z) at the redshift z; ~ 1059.94 [72] after the baryon drag epoch.

) 5 1/(1+z)
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where the following values have been taken: (o = 0.02242 [72]; Ty = 2.7255K [73]; and a fiducial value of
75 5id(24) = 147.78 Mpc. The related estimate of )(% 40 is given by [66]

Xeno(®) = (AF(2,0)) Col AF(2;,0). (14)

The covariance matrix for all considered BAO observations is denoted as Cppao, and AF(z;, ®) is defined as
]:(Zi/ ®) - ]:obs(zi)'

We will examine how the choice of an Hy prior value affects the parameter constraints of our potential function
V(¢) and the data sets mentioned earlier. We will consider the recent local measurement from SHOES which gives
Hy =73.04 £1.04km s’lMpc_1 R21 [64] and the estimate of Hy = 69.8 £ 1.7 km s’lMpc_1 F21[74, 75] derived from
supernovae in the Hubble flow.

IV. COSMOLOGICAL MODELS

In this section, we present and examine the results based on the approach described in Sec. III and utilizing the
observational data mentioned earlier. Each subsection emphasizes the most promising models of potential functions
V(¢), featuring contour plots of the constrained parameters with uncertainties 1o and 20 and tables displaying the
results. These models have become significant in literature and are often examined due to their ability to reflect the
cosmological history closely. In all the tables and posterior plots, we present results for the Hubble constant Hy, the
current matter density parameter ()9, and the model parameters. This setup will enable us to evaluate how various
independent data sets and cosmological models influence the Hubble tension.



A. Model-I: Power Law Potential

Let us consider the power law potential [6], where the potential function is defined as

V() = Vog". (15)

This specific form of the potential is defined by its reliance on the scalar field ¢ raised to the power of n, with Vj
serving as the constant coefficient. This potential is frequently utilized in inflation and dark energy models, as it
accommodates various dynamical behaviors based on the selection of n. Many authors have studied cosmological
evolution history [76-78] by considering power law potential function. In our investigation, we will examine the
consequences of this potential on cosmological development and the associated observational data set. For this
potential, the Hubble parameter H(z) is expressed as a function of redshift z

_ BH2(Quo(1+2)% + Qro(1 +2)*) + 871G V9"
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using this potential, we can find the value of Vj to be:
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The Hubble parameter function described in Eq. (16) reduced to the standard ACDM model when we set the
model parameter n = 0 and utilize the corresponding Vj value as indicated in Eq. (17). In this analysis, we have
fixed the parameter Vj due to the difficulties associated with adequately constraining it across the available data
sets. Subsequently, we employed the MCMC approach to constrain the model parameters, specifically Hyp, (), and
n. In this scenario, the Hubble parameter H(z) (16) is influenced by the scalar field function ¢(z) and its derivative
¢'(z). Consequently, we have derived the solutions for ¢(z) and ¢'(z) from the Klein-Gordon Eq. (6). To find the
solution to the second-order non-linear differential equation, we utilized numerical methods to determine ¢(z) and
¢'(z) based on Eq. (6). We simultaneously solved the Hubble parameter H(z) and the Klein-Gordon equation for
each redshift value z; within the range 0 < z < 2.4 to obtain the posterior distribution and the best-fit values of the
model parameters for various combinations of data sets using the MCMC technique.

The constraints on the defined parameters for the power law model are illustrated in Fig. 1. This figure displays the
confidence regions along with the posteriors for various combinations of observational data sets. In these figures, we
additionally display the outcomes for each prior on Hy discussed earlier. In these illustrations, we observed the effect
of the Hy prior when combining different data sets. We also noted that when the BAO data set was included, the Hy
and Q)0 values were lower than the CC + PN " & SHOES results due to the impact of the early Universe measurement
data set. The 10 and 2¢ contour plots reveal clear correlations among the parameters in the power-law model. A
strong negative correlation is observed between Hp and ()9, particularly when BAO data is included, indicating
a compensatory behavior between the expansion rate and matter density. The model parameter n shows a mild
inverse correlation with both Hy and ()0, reflecting sensitivity to background evolution. The nuisance parameter M
is tightly constrained and strongly anti-correlated with Hy, consistent with their degeneracy in luminosity distance
relations. The inclusion of BAO significantly sharpens the contours, improving parameter constraints and breaking
degeneracies.

The exact values for the model parameters, along with the nuisance parameter M, for the power law model are pre-
sented in Table I. The results indicate that the Hy values for data set combinations that involve CC+PN™& SHOES are
notably higher than those for their respective Hy values. This observation aligns with the elevated H value reported
by the SHOES team (R22), which presents Hy = 73.30 & 1.04 km s~ Mpc~! [64]. The results suggest that the max-
imum value of Hy is attained with the combination CC+PN ™' & SHOES+R21, yielding Hy = 71.21“%:‘; km s~ Mpc 1.
This value is somewhat elevated compared to the data set combination CC+PN™ & SHOES due to the addition of the
Hy prior R21. Meanwhile, for CC+PN & SHOES+F21, we find Hy = 70.22:2 kms! Mpc_l, which is slightly lower
than the value from the CC+PN™ & SHOES data set combination. From these findings, we deduce that the R21 prior
increases the Hy value, while the F21 prior decreases it. A comparable pattern was noted with the inclusion of the
BAO data set, further reinforcing these conclusions, although including the BAO data set shifts the Hy value down-
ward. The upcoming section will present a more in-depth statistical examination of these results and a comparison
to the ACDM model.



TABLE I. The table displays outcomes for the power law model, with the initial column enumerating the combinations of data
sets. The second column indicates the restrictions on the Hubble constant Hj, while the third and fourth columns show the values
for the matter density (),,,0 and the model parameter , respectively. The final column illustrates the Nuisance parameter M.

Data sets Hykm s_lMpcf1 Q0 n M
CC+PN*& SHOES 710115 03617003 —0.917072  —19.263700%
CC+PN*+& SHOES+R21 712114 0.360700%  —0.93707%  —19.257 +0.022
CC+PN+& SHOES+F21 702777 03647001 —0901970  —19.2827002
CC+PN+& SHOES+BAO 67.937092 0294£0.023 —13170%  —19.383+£0.016
CC+PN*& SHOES+BAO+R21 68.8210 58 0279100%0  —1.28T041  —19.36070012
CC+PN*& SHOES+BAO+F21 67.9870%% 029240022 —13170%  —19.3827001¢
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FIG. 1. Left: Confidence intervals and posterior distributions for the power law model derived from the combined data sets
CC and PN & SHOES, incorporating the Hy priors R21 and F21. Right: Confidence intervals and posterior distributions for the
power law model utilizing CC + PNt & SHOES + BAO, again under the same prior assumptions.

TABLE II. This table presents a statistical comparison between the selected model and the standard ACDM model. Further
information about the ACDM model can be found in Appendix. The first column lists the data sets, including the Hy priors. The
second column shows the values of sznin. The third and fourth columns columns demonstrate the values for AAIC and ABIC.

Data sets X AAIC  ABIC
CC+PN*&SHOES 1539.22 2 3.25
CC+PN ' &SHOES+R21 1539.27 202 325
CC+PN*&SHOES+F21 154143 188  3.12
CC+PN*&SHOES+BAO 1588.78  23.61  24.85

CC+PN*&SHOES+BAO+R21 1597.61 29.65 30.92
CC+PN*&SHOES+BAO+F21 1588.81 23.24 24.49




B. Model-II: Hyperbolic Potential function

The hyperbolic function discussed in Ref. [79] is characterized by
V(¢) = Vosinh®(¢7), (18)

where «, ¢, and V) represent the parameters of the model. This potential is applied in the early Universe context,
where the scalar field ¢ dynamics can trigger cosmic inflation [80]. According to Ref. [81], this model is also suitable
for examining the dark energy domain or explaining late-time acceleration of the Universe. Therefore, we have
chosen a power law sinh function inspired by this. For this model, we have obtained the following form of Hubble
parameter H(z)

_ BHF(Qmo(142)% + Qy0(1 + 2)*) + 872G Vy sinh® (¢ y)

H?(z)
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. (19)

This model is reduced to ACDM model when & = 0, alongside the specific value of 1 outlined in Eq. (17). Fig. (2)
illustrates the posterior distributions and confidence intervals of the constrained parameters for model-II. In contrast
models I and II yield more tightly constrained parameters, owing to the periodic-like behavior of the sinh function.
As with model-I, we have also fixed the V}) value, as outlined in Eq. (17). The 1¢ and 2¢ confidence contours for
the hyperbolic potential model reveal distinct correlations among the model parameters. The model parameter «
shows a mild correlation with both Hy and (), reflecting its influence on the late-time dynamics of the Universe.
The parameter <y exhibits relatively weak correlations with the other parameters, implying that its impact is more
localized and less dependent on variations in the background cosmology.

Table III displays the precise numerical values for the parameters illustrated in Fig. (2), encompassing the nuisance
parameter M. The findings indicate that the estimated values of Hy and (), are similar to those derived from model-
I. The Hubble constant Hy in this model is slightly increased, while the matter density parameter (o is somewhat
lower than in model-I. The analysis of the data set reveals an inverse correlation between Hy and (2,,0: when Hj rises,
Qo usually falls, and vice versa, a decrease in Hy is linked to an increase in ),,9. For this model, the combination
of the CC+PN & SHOES+R21 data set yields a higher estimate for Hy, specifically Hy = 72.83:&2; kms ' Mpc~L As
observed in model-], including the Hy prior significantly influences the results similarly for model-II. Additionally,
the inclusion of the BAO data set leads to a reduction in the estimated value of Hy. Additional comparisons and
statistical evaluations involving the ACDM are presented in Sec. V.
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FIG. 2. Left: Confidence intervals and posterior distributions for the hyperbolic model derived from the combined data sets
CC and PN & SHOES, incorporating the Hy priors R21 and F21. Right: Confidence intervals and posterior distributions for the
hyperbolic model utilizing CC + PN'& SHOES + BAO, again under the same prior assumptions.



TABLE III. The table displays results about the hyperbolic potential function, where the first column lists the combinations of
data sets. The second column indicates the Hubble constant Hy, while the third and fourth columns provide the values for the
matter density Q0,0 and the model parameter «, respectively. The fifth column represents <. Finally, the sixth column shows the
nuisance parameter M.

Data sets Hykm s_lMpcf1 Qo o 0% M

CC+PN"& SHOES 72.743% 03341003 —0.07702% 078703 —19.2601( 037

+3.8 +0.041 0.48 0.37 —+0.020

CC+PN*& SHOES+R21 728735 03347705  —0.057)¢2  0.787 —19.258" 53
CC+PN+& SHOES+F21 720753 0.337£0.041  —0.0170¢7 0757593 —19.283+£0.025

CC+PN+& SHOES+BAO 69.4+£45 0.26170:932 0.027060 0787938 —19.3860016

CC+PN+& SHOES+BAO+R21 703749 02484+0.033  —0.02703%0 0837032  —19.3647001%

+4.1 +0.036 +0.69 +0.45 +0.016

CC+PN & SHOES+BAO+F21 694731 026175036 —0.0470% 070701 —19.3867091°

TABLE 1V. This table provides a statistical comparison between the chosen model and the standard ACDM model. More details
about the ACDM model can be found in Appendix. The first column displays the data sets, which include the Hy priors. The
second column presents the values of 2. . The third and fourth columns represent the values for AAIC and ABIC.

Data set X ~ DAIC  ABIC

CC+PN ' &SHOES 1539.22 4 6.48
CC+PNT&SHOES+R21 1539.25 4 6.47
CC+PN*&SHOES+F21 1541.55 4 6.48
CC+PN " &SHOES+BAO 1591.95 2828  30.77

CC+PNt&SHOES+BAO+R21 1600.35 34.39 36.9
CC+PN+&SHOES+BAO+F21 1591.48 2791 30.29

C. Model-III: Axion-like potential

The axion-like potential function addressed in Ref. [82] is formulated as follows:

B
Vip) =W (1 — cos <¢>> , (20)
Fepe

where B, Frpg, and V) represent the parameters of the model. Numerous researchers have examined the cos-
mological timeline, including cosmic inflation, late-time cosmology, and the Hubble constant tension issue in the
context of the axion-like potential function. Poulin et al. [83] analyzed how the axion-like field (ULA) influences
cosmological observations as it becomes dynamic at various times in the axion-like potential function for specific
values of B = (1,2,3). In Ref.[84], they investigated how the early dark model can address the Hubble tension. They
selected the axion-like potential function with § values (2,3, o). Herold and Ferreira [85] studied how the axion-like
potential function offers a solution to the Hubble tension for the particular value of f = 3. Inspired by these studies,
we have focused on the axion-like potential function. However, in this investigation, we explore without fixing the
value of B. We have determined the best-fit value for all these model parameters through various combinations of
data sets. For the axion-like potential function, we have derived the following H(z)

FEpE
H%(z) = : (21)
347G (1 +2)? (27)2

B
3H§(Qm0(1+z)3+0r0(1+z)4)+87TGV0<1—cos( ¢ ))

This model is reduced to the ACDM model when B = 0, along with the specific value of V specified in Eq. (17).
Fig. (3) displays the posterior distributions and confidence intervals for the constrained parameters of model-III. The



behavior shown in Fig. (3) is similar to model-II. Consistent with models I and II, we have also fixed the V} value,
as described in Eq. (17). The 1o and 20 confidence contours for the axion-like model highlight several important
parameter correlations. The model parameter 3, associated with the dynamics of the axion-like field, shows relatively
weak correlations with both Hy and ()9, implying that current data places only mild constraints on its value. The
Frpg exhibits a mild to moderate positive correlation with Hy, suggesting that increased contributions from early
dark energy support higher values of the Hubble constant. This trend aligns with the underlying motivation of early
dark energy models in addressing the Hy tension.

Table III provides the precise numerical values for the parameters illustrated in Fig. (2), including the nuisance
parameter M. The analysis reveals that the model parameters  and Frpr are tightly constrained, as shown by
the contour plots. Notably, the inclusion of the R21 prior results in a higher Hy value for the data set combina-
tion CC+PN™& SHOES+R21 compared to CC+PN*& SHOES. Similarly, the addition of F21 to CC+PN™*& SHOES
slightly lowers the Hj value relative to CC+PN & SHOES. The findings suggest that R21 increases the estimate of
Hy, whereas F21 restricts it to a lower value. This highlights the substantial impact that the chosen Hy priors have
on the selected model.

The Hj estimate derived from the CC+PN*& SHOES combination, augmented with Hy priors, aligns closely with
the elevated Hj reported by the SHOES team (R22), specifically Hy = 73.30 = 1.04 km st Mpc_1 [64]. Consistently
with models I and II, the incorporation of the BAO data with the CC+PN™ & SHOES combination yields a reduction
in the Hy values when compared to the CC+PN & SHOES data set. The Hj values derived from the combination of
the CC+PN " &SHOES+BAO data sets, along with the relevant priors, align with the higher estimates of Hy reported
in [72].

i CC+PN*& SHOES CC+PN*& SHOES+BAO

CC+PN*& SHOES+F21 CC+PN*& SHOES+BAO+F21
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FIG. 3. Left: Confidence intervals and posterior distributions for the axion-like model derived from the combined data sets CC
and PN & SHOES, incorporating the Hy priors R21 and F21. Right: Confidence intervals and posterior distributions for the
axion-like model utilizing CC + PN & SHOES + BAO, again under the same prior assumptions.
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TABLE V. The table displays results related to the axion-like model, where the first column identifies the combinations of data
sets. The second column indicates the Hubble constant Hy, while the third and fourth columns provide the values for the matter
density Q)0 and the model parameter j, respectively. The fifth column represents fepg. The sixth column presents the Nuisance
parameter M.

Data sets Hykm s_lMpcf1 Qo B FepE M
CC+PN*& SHOES 726137 0.33575:9%1 02+12 0.631015 —19.261105%8
CC+PN™* & SHOES+R21 72838 033470053 0271 0.624709%%  —19.259100%2
CC+PN+& SHOES+F21 72.0734 0.33770018 0,067 )52 0.637019 —19.28370:0%¢
CC+PN+& SHOES+BAO 693740 0.26370:0% 0214 0.6377019%  —19.386 £ 0.016
CC+PN*& SHOES+BAO+R21 702148 0248750 0037138  063+011  —19.36370013
CC+PN & SHOES+BAO+F21 695743 026170020 —0117357  0.63+0.12  —19.38610019

TABLE VI. This table provides a statistical comparison between the chosen model and the standard ACDM model. More details
about the ACDM model can be found in Appendix. The first column displays the data sets, which include the Hy priors. The
second column presents the values of 2. . The third and fourth columns represent the values for AAIC and ABIC.

Data set X~ DAIC  ABIC
CC+PN " &SHOES 1539.22 4 6.48
CC+PN*&SHOES+R21 1539.25 4 6.48
CC+PN " &SHOES+F21 154151 396 648
CC+PN " &SHOES+BAO 159144 2827 3076

CC+PNt&SHOES+BAO+R21 1600.35 34.39 36.91
CC+PN*&SHOES+BAO+F21 1591.49 27.92 30.42

V. MODEL COMPARISON

We assess the effectiveness of every potential function and data set by calculating their corresponding minimum
)(fnin values derived from the maximum likelihood L., as sznin = —2InLyax. We also evaluate the models in
comparison to the standard ACDM by utilizing the Akaike Information Criteria (AIC), which considers both the fit
quality (assessed through x? . ) and the model’s complexity (defined by the number of parameters k). The AIC is
expressed as a

AIC = 2, + 2k, (22)

In essence, a smaller AIC value suggests that a model better fits the data while accounting for its complexity. The
AIC applies a penalty to models with more parameters, even if they show an improved fit to the data. Consequently,
a model showcasing a lower AIC is favored over one with a higher AIC, provided that the difference in AIC is
meaningful enough.

Furthermore, we analyze the Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC), which resembles AIC but places greater em-
phasis on the model’s complexity compared to AIC and is defined as

BIC = x2,,, + kInN, (23)

In this context, N represents the number of samples in the combination of observational data. The BIC aims to
achieve the same objective as the AIC: to balance the model’s accuracy about the data with the model’s complexity.
Nevertheless, the BIC imposes a greater penalty on models with an increased number of parameters than the AIC
due to its use of the logarithm of the sample size. As a result, the penalty for additional parameters becomes more
pronounced as the sample size rises. In practical terms, evaluating the BIC values between two models can assist in
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identifying which model is more consistent with the data, with models exhibiting lower BIC values being preferred
as long as there is a significant difference.

To evaluate the performance of different models with various combinations of data sets, we determine the dif-
ferences in AIC and BIC between each model and the reference model, ACDM. The constrained parameters for the
ACDM model corresponding to each combination of data sets are detailed in Table VII of the Appendix. Lower
values of AAIC and ABIC indicate that the model using the selected data set aligns more closely with the ACDM
model, reflecting superior performance. Tables II, IV, and VI present the values for different statistical measures,
including anin, AAIC, and ABIC for each model. The quantities AAIC, and ABIC can be defined as,

AAIC = Ax2,;, +2 Ak, (24)
ABIC = Ax?%;, + Ak InN. (25)

In Table 11, we observe that the combination of CC+PN*& SHOES with HO priors yields lower values for both
AAIC and ABIC. This suggests that this data set configuration aligns more closely with the standard ACDM model.
Conversely, when incorporating the BAO data set alongside CC+PN*& SHOES, we see an increase in AAIC and
ABIC, which implies that this particular observational combination provides weaker support for the model com-
pared to the ACDM model.

In Tables IV and VI, we present the statistical results for models II and III, respectively. Both models exhibit com-
parable values for sznin/ AIC, BIC, AAIC, and ABIC, indicating that they demonstrate similar performance relative
to the ACDM model. When contrasting the values of AAIC and ABIC for models II and III with those of model-], it
becomes evident that model-I aligns more closely with the ACDM model than either models II and III.

In models II and III, similar to the model-I, we find that the combination of CC+PN*& SHOES with HO priors
results in lower values for both AAIC and ABIC. This indicates that this data set aligns more closely with the
standard ACDM model. On the other hand, when we include the BAO data set together with CC+PN +& SHOES,
there is an increase in AAIC and ABIC, suggesting that this particular combination of observations offers less support
for the model in comparison to the ACDM model.

To simplify the cross-analysis of the different models, data sets, and prior selections, we present a whisker plot in
Fig. 4 that displays each cosmological parameter against one another. Additionally, we illustrate the value of each
prior in shaded areas, which helps clarify their direct influence on the cosmological parameters for each model. In

the Whisker plot, the yellow vertical dashed line in the third column indicates the ACDM limit at b; = 0, as well

2(1-0),0—
as the value of V) = W applicable to all three models. In all three models, we observed that the value

of Hy is higher for the data set combination CC + PN"&SHOES and Hj priors, as opposed to when the BAO data
set is included. Specifically, integrating the BAO data set with CC + PN &SHOES yields a lower Hy value relative
to the CC + PNT&SHOES combination. This reduction can be attributed to the influence of the early Universe
measurements provided by the BAO data set. Additionally, we found a correlation where an increase in Hy to a rise
in Oy,0. Conversely, a decrease in Hy decreases (),,9. This relationship implies that as the Universe’s expansion rate
accelerates, the contribution of dark matter diminishes. In contrast, a deceleration in the expansion rate is associated
with increased dark matter’s influence.
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FIG. 4. The whisker plot illustrates the distribution of model parameters Hy, (0,0, b1, and b,. The parameters b and b, correspond
to different functional forms of the potential function across various models. Specifically, for model-1, b; = n; for model-II, b; = «;
and for model- III, b; = B. In terms of the b, parameter, model-II utilizes by = <y and model-IIl employs by = Frpg. The first
column features a cyan-shaded region that represents the R21 prior, while the blue-shaded region delineates the F21 prior.

VI

DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSION

In recent years, scalar-tensor theories have shown great promise in meeting the growing challenges in the obser-
vational predictions of ACDM. This has taken various forms in terms of coupled and uncoupled scalar fields, as
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well as both early and late time centered fields. In this work, we explore the possible observations and impacts of
a late time acting scalar field by adopting 3 physically motivated potentials and using data sets located in the late
Universe.

The models explored in this work are driven by a power-law potential, a hyperbolic sinh function, and an axion-
like function, which encompass many of the different possible general behaviors that are of interest in the literature.
The power-law model incorporates the general trend of models that have a healthy ACDM limit but which may
express deviations when the scalar field takes on large values such as in the late Universe. The hyperbolic model
produces a smooth transition in the sign of the potential for different values of the scalar field, rescaled by the 7y
model parameter. As for the final axion-like function, this incorporates possible oscillatory behavior in this regime
of the Universe.

These potentials are constrained by the consideration of CC, PN+ &SHOES, and BAO data sets together with priors
imposed using R21 and F21 literature estimates. These priors consistently raise the value of the Hubble constant
while the data sets alone produce lower values of this parameter and a correspondingly lower value of the matter
density parameter. For the power-law model, the models are largely consistent with each other to a high statistical
confidence level. This is also true for the other two models. On the other, the hyperbolic and axion-like potentials
produce a wider fit for these parameters while also giving good fits for the model-specific parameters.

The three models show good performance in comparison with A as evidenced by the statistical metrics under
consideration. These show promising possibilities for the models. The next phase of this analysis would be to
consider the effect of the perturbative sector in comparison with observational data and how large-scale structure
formation would be impacted. We intend to do this in future work, which will provide a more robust analysis of the
models.

APPENDIX

The results of the ACDM model are presented in this section. All three potential functions have also been com-
pared with the standard ACDM model. A visualization of the MCMC posteriors and confidence regions for the
CC+PN™" & SHOES and CC+PN*& SHOES+BAO data sets with the Hy prior can be seen in Fig. 5. Table-VII presents
the results for different data set combinations with the AIC and BIC statistical terms.
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FIG. 5. Confidence levels and posterior distribution for the ACDM model using the combination of the data sets CC, PN &
SHOES and BAO along with the Hy prior R21 and F21.
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TABLE VIL The table presents results for the ACDM model, with the first column listing the data set combinations. The second
column shows the constraints on the Hubble constant Hy, while the third and fourth columns present the values for the matter
density Q)0 and nuisance parameter M respectively. The fifth, sixth and seventh columns display the statistical terms an ins AIC
and BIC respectively.

Data sets Hokms Mpc™? Qo M Xiin AIC BIC
CC+PN*& SHOES 72.811926 0335+£0018  —19.261+£0.029 153922 154522  1548.93
CC+PN*& SHOES+R21 72.90 £ 0.71 033375019 19258 £0.021 153925 154525  1548.97
CC+PN*& SHOES+F21 71.99102 03371008 —19.284700%7 154155 154755  1551.26
CC+PN*+& SHOES+BAO 70937072 0313+£0.011  —19.3217009  1567.17 157317  1576.90
CC+PN*& SHOES+BAO+R21 71.5910:63 03140011  —19.30275917  1569.96 157596  1579.67
CC+PN*+& SHOES+BAO+F21 70.837029 031375915 —19.327400) 156757 157357  1577.29
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