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The problem of cosmic acceleration and dark energy is one of the mysteries presently posed in
the scientific society that general relativity has not been able to solve. In this work, we have consid-
ered alternative models to explain this late-time acceleration in a flat Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-
Walker (FLRW) Universe within the framework of the f (Q, T) modified gravity theory (where Q is
the non-metricity and T is the trace of the energy-momentum tensor) recently proposed by Xu et
al. (Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (2019) 708), which is an extension of f (Q) gravity with the addition of the
T term. Here, we presume a specific form of f (Q, T) = αQ + βQ2 + γT where α, β and γ are free
model parameters, and obtained the exact solutions by assuming the cosmic time-redshift relation as

t(z) = nt0
m g(z) which produces the Hubble parameter of the form H(z) = mH0

m+n

[
1

g(z) + 1
]

where m
and n are the non-negative constants, we find the best values for them using 57 data points of the
Hubble parameter H (z). Also, we find the behavior of different cosmological parameters as the de-
celeration parameter

(
q
)
, energy density

(
ρ
)
, pressure

(
p
)

and EoS parameter (ω) and compare them
with the observational results. To ensure the validity of the results, we studied the energy conditions
along with jerk parameter. Finally, we found that our model behaves similarly to the quintessence
Universe.

I. INTRODUCTION

General Relativity (GR) is based that space and time
constitute a unified structure assigned on Riemannian
manifolds with the metric and the Levi-Civita connec-
tion. As we know GR is established on some main
assumptions like Relativity principle, Equivalence princi-
ple, General Covariance principle, Causality principle and
Lorentz covariance. Moreover, it is well-known that GR
has two other equivalent descriptions, that are based
on different connections. When we investigate a met-
ric compatible but flat connection (i.e. the curvature
is zero), we get the Teleparallel Equivalent of General
Relativity (TEGR), where gravity is formulated through
torsion [12]. Finally, the last description is Symmetric
Teleparallel Equivalent of GR (STEGR) which works in
a flat and torsion-free connection where non-metricity is
assumed as gravitational interactions [13] . On the other
hand, modern observations in cosmology of SNIa (type
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Ia Supernova) [1, 2], LSS (Large Scale Structure) [3, 4],
WMAP (Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe) data
[5–7], CMB (Cosmic Microwave Background) [8, 9], and
BAO (Baryonic Acoustic Oscillations) [10, 11] show that
the expansion of the Universe has entered an accelera-
tion phase. Moreover, the same observational data dis-
play that everything we see around us is only 5% of the
total content of the Universe, and the remaining content,
i.e. 95% is in the form of unknown species dubbed Dark
Matter (DM) and Dark Energy (DE). The results of these
observations contradict GR, in particular the standard
Friedmann equations, which are part of the applications
of GR on a homogeneous and isotropic Universe on a
large scale. Consequently, GR is not the final theory of
gravity, it might be a special case of a more general the-
ory of gravity.

To account for the recent observational data associ-
ated with the acceleration of the Universe, in recent
years in the literature, there is a huge effort to mod-
ify gravity in order to be able to describe the evolu-
tion of the Universe and solve the mysteries of DE and
DM. Most of the works start from the curvature-based
Einstein-Hilbert action formulation and extend it in the
form f (R) [14]. Also successfully built a gravitational
modification torsion-based on TEGR namely f (T) grav-
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ity [15, 16]. Note that TEGR at the level of equations co-
incides completely with general relativity, but equations
of their modifications are different because field equa-
tions of f (T) gravity are of second order while those of
f (R) are of fourth-order. Very recently new modified
f (Q) gravity theory was proposed as a geometric inter-
pretation and attracted a lot of attention in which grav-
ity is attributed to non-metricity, which geometrically
describes the variation of the length of a vector in the
parallel transport i.e. Qγµν = ∇γgµν [17, 18]. The dif-
ferential geometry in this case is called Weyl geometry
which is a generalization of Riemannian geometry i.e.
the geometric basis of GR. These non-metricity-based
f (Q) theories represent a generalization of the STEGR,
like f (R) and f (T) gravity. The theory f (Q) gravity has
been explored in different contexts and cosmological ap-
plications. In [19] investigated the evolution of linear
perturbations in the f (Q) gravity and considered dif-
ferent evolutions of the effective dark energy equation
of state. Non-metricity scalar Q and the equations of
motion for generic static and spherically symmetric ge-
ometry with an anisotropic fluid is derived in [20]. Ap-
plication of Diracs method for the quantization of con-
strained systems in the context of f (Q) gravity is pre-
sented in [21]. In [22, 23] derived the gravitational equa-
tions for f (Q) gravity in the homogeneous, anisotropic
locally, rotationally, symmetric Bianchi-I Universe in the
presence of a single anisotropic perfect fluid.

One of interesting extensions of symmetric teleparal-
lel gravity newly proposed as geometric alternatives to
DE based on the coupling between non-metricity Q and
the trace of the energy-momentum tensor T, i.e., consid-
ering an arbitrary function f (Q, T) in the gravitational
action [24]. It is clear that for T = 0 i.e. the case of
vacuum, this theory reduces to the f (Q) gravity, which
is equivalent to GR and passes all solar system tests.
The full set of field equations of this theory are obtained
by varying the gravitational action with respect to both
metric and connection, separately. The covariant diver-
gence of the gravitational equations are obtained. Such
coupling can lead to the non-conservation of the energy-
momentum tensor. This conservation violation has sub-
stantial physical clues that predict large changes in the
thermodynamics of the Universe similar to those pre-
dicted by f (R, T) gravity. Note that the resulting the-
ory differs from well-known f (R, T) gravity [25] and
f (T, T ) gravity [26] in that it is a novel modified gravita-
tional theory based on a more general geometric frame-
work than Riemannian geometry (Weyl geometry), with
no curvature-equivalent and no torsion-equivalent, and
its cosmological implications are very interesting. In
the literature, there are active works in the framework

f (Q, T) gravity theory [27–31]. Thus, there is a moti-
vation to examine several theoretical, observational and
cosmological aspects of f (Q, T) gravity. It has newly
been found out that f (Q, T) gravity dramatically alters
the nature of tidal forces and the equation of motion in
the Newtonian limit [32]. In [33] authors developed the
cosmological linear theory of perturbations for f (Q, T)
gravity. They claim that results might also enable to test
with CMB and standard siren data. Energy conditions
constraints on different forms of f (Q, T) gravity was in-
vestigated in [34, 35]. This analysis were carried using
the actual values of the deceleration parameters, Hubble
and verify the compatibility with ΛCDM model. Weyl
form of f (Q, T) gravity model in which the scalar non-
metricity is fully determined by a vector field wµ pro-
posed in [36]. This gravity theory can be considered as
an useful and alternative approach for the description of
the early phases and late phases of cosmological evolu-
tion.

In this work, we have also investigated the cosmolog-
ical model with Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker
(FLRW) Universe in f (Q, T) theory taking into account
the coupling of the form f (Q, T) = αQ + βQ2 + γT,
where α, β, and γ are free model parameters. This sup-
ported by f (R, T) gravity form f (R, T) = αR + βR2 +
γT in which the presence of square term of R reveals
the existence of the late-time acceleration phase. Using
the hybrid expansion law of the scale factor which leads
to the time-redshift relation in the form of the Lambert
function i.e. t(z) = nt0

m g(z) that has been studied in sev-
eral modified theories of gravity [37, 38], we have ana-
lyzed the various cosmological parameters like deceler-
ation parameter, energy density, pressure, and the equa-
tion of state (EoS) parameter with the energy conditions
for our cosmological model. In addition, we try to con-
strain the model parameters using the recent 57 Hubble
datasets points by minimizing the chi-square function.

The manuscript is organizing in the following form:
In Sect. II presented field equations of the theory by
varying action. Gravitational field equations along with
it’s solution for the FLRW line element are shown in
Sect. III. Comparison with observational data con-
straints from H(z) datasets demonstrated in Sect. IV. In
Sect. V, we studied some physical parameters including
energy conditions and the Cosmographic jerk parame-
ter for particular case of f (Q, T) theory while the con-
clusions is given in the last section in detail.
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II. BASIC FORMALISM IN f (Q, T) GRAVITY

The modified Einstein-Hilbert action for the f (Q, T)
extended symmetric teleparallel gravity is given by [24]

S =
∫ ( 1

16π
f (Q, T) + Lm

)√
−gd4x, (1)

where f (Q, T) being the general function of the
non-metricity scalar Q and the trace of the energy-
momentum tensor T, g is the determinant of the metric
tensor gµν i.e. g = det

(
gµν

)
, and Lm is the usual matter

Lagrangian. The non-metricity scalar Q is defined as

Q ≡ −gµν(Lβ
αµLα

νβ − Lβ
αβLα

µν), (2)

where the disformation tensor Lδ
αγ is given by

Lβ
αγ = −1

2
gβη(∇γgαη +∇αgηγ −∇η gαγ). (3)

The non-metricity tensor is defined by the following
form

Qγµν = ∇γgµν, (4)

and the trace of the non-metricity tensor is obtained as

Qβ = gµνQβµν Q̃β = gµνQµβν. (5)

Further, we define the superpotential tensor as fol-
lows

Pβ
µν = −1

2
Lβ

µν +
1
4
(Qβ − Q̃β)gµν −

1
4

δ
β

(µ
Qν), (6)

and using this definition above, the non-metricity scalar
is given as

Q = −QβµνPβµν. (7)

Here, the definition of the energy-momentum tensor
of the matter is given by

Tµν = − 2√−g
δ(
√−gLm)

δgµν , (8)

and

Θµν = gαβ
δTαβ

δgµν . (9)

The variation of energy-momentum tensor with re-
spect to the metric tensor gµν read as

δ g µν Tµν

δ g α β
= Tαβ + Θ α β. (10)

In addition, the fleld equations of f (Q, T) gravity are
given by varying the action (S) with respect to metric
tensor gµν

− 2√−g
∇β( fQ

√
−gPβ

µν −
1
2

f gµν + fT(Tµν + Θµν)− fQ(PµβαQ βα
ν − 2Qβα

µ Pβαν) = 8πTµν, (11)

where fQ = d f (Q,T)
dQ , fT = d f (Q,T)

dT , and ∇β denotes the
covariant derivative. From Eq. (11) it appears that the
field equations of f (Q, T) extended symmetric telepar-
allel gravity depends on the tensor θµν. Therefore, de-
pending on the nature of the source of matter, differ-
ent cosmological models of f (Q, T) gravity are possi-
ble. Originally, Xu et al. [24] obtained three models us-
ing following functional forms of f (Q, T): (i) f (Q, T) =
αQ + βT, (ii) f (Q, T) = αQn+1 + βT, (iii) f (Q, T) =
−αQ− βT2 where α, β and n are constants.

III. FLAT FLRW UNIVERSE IN f (Q, T) COSMOLOGY

To solve field equations in f (Q, T) extended symmet-
ric teleparallel gravity it is usually necessary to make
simplifying assumptions such as the choice of a metric.

Therefore, in this work, we consider the spatially homo-
geneous and isotropic flat FLRW Universe given by the
following metric,

ds2 = −N2 (t) dt2 + a2(t)
(

dx2 + dy2 + dz2
)

, (12)

where a (t) is the scale factor of the Universe, depend-
ing only on cosmic time (where the cosmic time is mea-
sure in Gyr) and N (t) is the lapse function considered
to be 1 in the standard case. The rates of expansion

and dilation are determined as H ≡
.
a
a , T ≡

.
N
N respec-

tively. Thus, the corresponding non-metricity scalar is
given by Q = 6 H2

N2 . In this article, we presume that the
content of the Universe as a perfect fluid whose energy-
momentum tensor is given by

Tµ
ν = diag

(
−ρ, p, p, p

)
, (13)
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Here, p is the perfect fluid pressure and ρ is the energy
density of the Universe. Thus, for tensor θ

µ
ν the expres-

sion is obtained as θ
µ
ν = diag

(
2ρ + p,−p,−p,−p

)
. Con-

sidering the case as N = 1, the Einstein field equations
using the metric (12) are given as,

8πρ =
f
2
− 6FH2 − 2G̃

1 + G̃

( .
FH + F

.
H
)

, (14)

8πp = − f
2
+ 6FH2 + 2

( .
FH + F

.
H
)

. (15)

where, we used Q = 6H2 and (·) dot represents a
derivative with respect to cosmic time (t). In this case,

F ≡ fQ and 8πG̃ ≡ fT represent differentiation with re-
spect to Q and T respectively. The evolution equation
for the Hubble function H can be obtained by combin-
ing Eqs. (14) and (15) as,

.
H +

.
F
F

H =
4π

F

(
1 + G̃

) (
ρ + p

)
. (16)

Einstein’s field equations (14) and (15) can be con-
strued as extended symmetric teleparallel equivalents
to Friedman’s equations with additional terms from the
non-metricity of space-time and the trace of the energy-
momentum tensor T which behaves as an effective com-
ponent. Thus, the effective energy density ρe f f and ef-
fective pressure pe f f are defined by

3H2 = 8πρe f f =
f

4F
− 4π

F

[(
1 + G̃

)
ρ + G̃p

]
, (17)

2
.

H + 3H2 = −8πpe f f =
f

4F
− 2

.
FH
F

+
4π

F

[(
1 + G̃

)
ρ +

(
2 + G̃

)
p
]

. (18)

In order to obtain the exact solutions to the field equa-
tions above, we assume the Lambert function distribu-
tion for the time-redshift relation t (z) as following

t (z) =
nt0

m
g (z) , (19)

and

g (z) = LambertW
[

k (1 + z)−
1
n

]
, (20)

where k = m
n e

m
n , n and m are non-negative constants and

t0 represents the present age of the Universe. Using the
relation between the scale factor and redshift of the Uni-
verse a (t) = a0 (1 + z)−1 where a0 represent the present
value of scale factor, we find the Hubble parameter as

H =

.
a
a
=

m
t0

+
n
t

. (21)

The motivation behind the above choice is that the
relation (21) produces the scale factor of the hybrid
type, and it is known in the literature that this type de-
picts the transition from the early decelerating phase
to the present accelerating phase, which create a time-
dependent deceleration parameter. Also, the ansatz re-
duces to the usual power law for m = 0 and de Sitter
solutions for certain values of m and n. The correspond-

ing deceleration parameter is given as

q = −1 +
d
dt

(
1
H

)
= −1 + nt2

0 (nt0 + mt)−2 . (22)

For the model constant parameters m and n, we found
the appropriate values in the next section using the ob-
servational Hubble data H (z) (OHD) as m = 0.2239
and n = 0.6886. Fig. 1 clearly shows the transition of
the Universe from the deceleration phase

(
q > 0

)
to the

acceleration phase
(
q < 0

)
with the transition redshift

ztr = 0.5234 for m = 0.2239. Thus, the transition redshift
value for our model is in conformity with the observa-
tional data.

In addition, in Fig. 1 we examine the effect of pa-
rameter m on the model through three different values,
namely m = 0.2239, 0.3, 0.4.

IV. OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS FROM H(z)
DATASETS

To get the best fit value of the model parameters m
and n of our model under study and to compare our re-
sults with observation data, we need to constrain the pa-
rameters using some observational datasets. In this sec-
tion, we will use Hubble datasets with 57 data points. In
[39] Sharov and Vasiliev prepared a list of 57 data points
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of measurements of the Hubble parameter in the cosmo-
logical redshift range 0.07 ≤ z ≤ 2.42, 31 points from the
differential age method (DA method) and the other 26
points were evaluated using BAO data and other meth-
ods (See Tab. I).

Using Eqs. (19)-(21), the Hubble parameter H in terms
of the cosmological redshift z as

H(z) =
mH0

m + n

[
1

g (z)
+ 1

]
, (23)

where H0 = m+n
t0

is the present value of Hubble param-
eter. From Eq. (23) we can see that the parameters of
the model which are needed to constrain are m, n and
H0. Thus, the best fit values of model parameters m, n
and H0 are determined by minimizing the following chi-
square function

χ2
OHD(m, n, H0) =

57

∑
i=1

[
Hth(m, n, H0, zi)− Hobs(zi)

]2
σ2

i
,

(24)
where Hth(m, n, H0, zi) and Hobs(zi) are theoretical and
observed values of Hubble parameter respectively, and
σ2

i represents the standard error in the observed Hub-
ble parameter measurements. Also, σ2

i errors of dif-
ferential age method and BAO and other methods are
represented in Tab. I. The best fit values of model
parameters m, n and H0 is obtained as m = 0.2239
(−0.0962, 0.544), n = 0.6886 (0.4018, 0.9754) and H0 =
62.73km.s−1.Mpc−1 (54.3, 71.16) respectively. Fig. 2
shows the best fit curve of H (z) versus the cosmological
redshift z using 57 Hubble parameter measurements..

m = 0.2239

m = 0.3

m = 0.4

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5

-1.0

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

0.0

0.2

z

q

FIG. 1. Deceleration parameter
(
q
)

versus redshift (z) with
n = 0.6886.
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FIG. 2. Best fit curve of Hubble function H (z) versus redshift
z. The blue dots represents error bars of 57 data points, the red
line is the curve gained for our model.

V. COSMOLOGICAL f (Q, T) MODEL

Many researchers have studied several models of
f (R, T) gravity in the form f (R, T) = αR + βR2 + γT
(where R is the Ricci scala and T is the trace of energy-
momentum tensor) and obtained good results, with the
factor R2 is added to explain the late time acceleration
in the expansion of the Universe. Motivated by this re-
search and by replacing R by Q, we obtain

f (Q, T) = αQ + βQ2 + γT (25)

where α, β and γ are model parameters. The values of
fQ and fT in the field equations (14) and (15) are derived
as F = fQ = α+ 2βQ and 8πG̃ = fT = γ. Using Eq. (25)
in Eqs. (14) and (15 the values of the energy density ρ,
pressure p and equation of state (EoS) parameter ω = p

ρ
are obtained as

ρ =
αγ

.
H − 3H2(8πα + γ(α− 12β

.
H))− 54β(γ + 8π)H4

2(γ + 4π)(γ + 8π)
,

(26)

p =
(3γ + 16π)

.
H
(

α + 36βH2
)
+ 3(γ + 8π)H2

(
α + 18βH2

)
2(γ + 4π)(γ + 8π)

,

(27)

ω =
(3γ + 16π)

.
H
(

α + 36βH2
)
+ 3(γ + 8π)H2

(
α + 18βH2

)
αγ

.
H − 3H2(8πα + γ(α− 12β

.
H))− 54β(γ + 8π)H4

.

(28)

A. Evaluation of ρ, p, ω, T and f (Q, T):

By using Eq. (21) in Eqs. (26)-(28) the expressions for
ρ, p, ω, T and f (Q, T) model are obtained as follows:
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Energy density (ρ):

ρ =− 1
2(γ + 4π)(γ + 8π)

[
36βγn(mt + nt0)

2t−4t−2
0 + 3α (γ + 8π)

(
m
t0

+
n
t

)2

+ 54β (γ + 8π)

(
m
t0

+
n
t

)4
+ αγnt−2

]
,

(29)

Pressure (p):

p =− 1
2(γ + 4π)(γ + 8π)

[
βn (108γ + 576π) (mt + nt0)

2 t−4t−2
0 − 3α (γ + 8π)

(
m
t0

+
n
t

)2

− 54β (γ + 8π)

(
m
t0

+
n
t

)4
+ αn (3γ + 16π) t−2

]
.

(30)

Fig. 3 represents the evolution of the energy density of
the Universe as a function of redshift for three values of
the parameter m = 0.2239, 0.3, 0.4. From this figure, we
can see that the energy density remains positive for all z
values and is an increasing function of the cosmological
redshift. It starts with a positive value and approaches
zero when z → −1. The pressure behavior as a func-
tion of redshift is shown in Fig. 4, we observe that the
pressure in the current model is a decreasing function
of the cosmological redshift, and it starts from a large
negative value and approaches zero at the present time.
According to recent observations, the Universe is in an
accelerating expansion phase due to the so-called dark
energy that has negative pressure. Thus the pressure for
our model is consistent with recent observations.

m = 0.2239

m = 0.3

m = 0.4

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

0.12

z

r

FIG. 3. Energy density
(
ρ
)

versus redshift (z) with n = 0.6886,
α = −3, β = 0.003 and γ = −π.

m = 0.2239

m = 0.3

m = 0.4

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5

-0.020

-0.015

-0.010

-0.005

0.000

z

p

FIG. 4. Pressure
(

p
)

versus redshift (z) with n = 0.6886, α =

−3, β = 0.003 and γ = −π.

m = 0.2239

m = 0.3

m = 0.4

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5

-1.0

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

z

w

FIG. 5. EoS parameter (ω) versus redshift (z) with n = 0.6886,
α = −3, β = 0.003 and γ = −π.



7

EoS parameter (ω):

ω =
βn (108γ + 576π) (mt + nt0)

2 t−4t−2
0 − 3α (γ + 8π)

(
m
t0
+ n

t

)2
− 54β (γ + 8π)

(
m
t0
+ n

t

)4
+ αn (3γ + 16π) t−2

36βγn (mt + nt0)
2 t−4t−2

0 + 3α (γ + 8π)
(

m
t0
+ n

t

)2
+ 54β (γ + 8π)

(
m
t0
+ n

t

)4
+ αγnt−2

.

(31)

The EoS parameter is an essential tool for describ-
ing the epochs the Universe has gone through, and un-
derstanding the nature of dark energy. This parameter
takes various values for each different model of dark
energy. In the case that the nature of dark energy is
the cosmological constant (ΛCDM), ω = −1. While
if −1 < ω < −0.33, we say that the nature of dark
energy is quintessence, and ω < −1, indicates phan-
tom nature of the model. From Fig. 5, we can see that

−1 < ω < −0.2, it indicates quintessence nature of the
model in the present, and in the future the model ap-
proaches to the ΛCDM region. The current value of ω

is obtained as ω0 = −0.5079 for the values of the con-
stants constrained by the observational Hubble param-
eter H (z) data i.e. m = 0.2239 and n = 0.6886. Thus,
the current value of EoS parameter of the model is con-
sistent with Planck’s 2018 results.

The value of the trace of energy-momentum tensor T
is obtained as

T =3p− ρ =
1

(γ + 4π)(γ + 8π)t4t4
0

[
2
(

54β(γ + 8π)m4t4 + 216β(γ + 8π)m3nt3t0

+ 3m2t2t2
0

(
γ
(

12βn(9n− 2) + αt2
)
+ 8π

(
18βn(6n− 1) + αt2

))
+ 6mntt3

0

(
γ
(

12βn(3n− 2) + αt2
)

+ 8π
(

18βn(2n− 1) + αt2
))

+ nt4
0

(
γ
(

18β(3n− 4)n2 + α(3n− 2)t2
)

+ 12π
(

36β(n− 1)n2 + α(2n− 1)t2
)))

(32)

Using the definition of non-metricity Q for flat FLRW Universe and Eq. (25), the function f (Q, T) is obtained as

f (Q, T) =
1

(γ + 4π)(γ + 8π)t4t4
0

[
4
(

36β
(

γ2 + 9πγ + 8π2
)

m4t4 + 144β
(

γ2 + 9πγ + 8π2
)

m3nt3t0

+ 3m2t2t2
0

(
16π2

(
36βn2 + αt2

)
+ γ2

(
12βn(6n− 1) + αt2

)
+ 2πγ

(
36βn(9n− 1) + 5αt2

))
+ 6mntt3

0

(
16π2

(
12βn2 + αt2

)
+ γ2

(
12βn(2n− 1) + αt2

)
+ 2πγ

(
36βn(3n− 1) + 5αt2

))

+ nt4
0

(
36β

(
γ2 + 9πγ + 8π2

)
n3 − 36βγ(γ + 6π)n2 + 3α

(
γ2 + 10πγ + 16π2

)
nt2 − αγ(γ + 6π)t2

))
(33)

The behavior of f (Q, T) gravity model versus redshift
(z) and m is clearly shown in Fig. 6.

B. Energy conditions (ECs):

We previously studied some cosmological parameters
that plays an important role in studying the evolution
of the Universe, such as the deceleration parameter, EoS
parameter, etc. But in order to predict the cosmic ac-
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FIG. 6. f (Q, T) gravity model versus versus redshift (z) and m.

celeration in modern cosmology, a set of energy con-
ditions appeared that relates the energy density of the
Universe and pressure and can be derived from equa-
tion of Raychaudhuri [40]. In GR, the role of these en-
ergy conditions is to prove the theorems for the exis-
tence of space-time singularity and black holes [41]. Sev-
eral authors have worked on energy conditions in var-
ious backgrounds [33–35]. In this paper, we will con-
sider the famous energy conditions in order to check the
validity of the model in the context of cosmic accelera-
tion. There are different forms of energy conditions such
as the weak energy conditions (WEC), null energy con-
dition (NEC), dominant energy conditions (DEC), and
strong energy conditions (SEC) are given for the con-
tent of the Universe in form of a perfect fluid in f (Q, T)
modified gravity as follows

• WEC: ρ ≥ 0,

• NEC: ρ + p ≥ 0,

• DEC: ρ− p ≥ 0,

• SEC: ρ + 3p ≥ 0.

The significance of these energy conditions above
shows that when the NEC is violated, all other energy
conditions are violated. This violation of the NEC rep-
resents the depletion of energy density as the Universe
expands. Also, the violation of the SEC represents the
acceleration of the Universe. We can see this from the
standard Friedmann equations, in order to explain the
late-time cosmic acceleration with ω ' −1, it must be
ρ + 3p = ρ (1 + 3ω) < 0. In Fig. 7, we can see the evolu-
tion of the energy conditions WEC, NEC, DEC and SEC
as functions of the cosmological redshift and m, respec-
tively. From the figures, we observe that WEC, NEC and
DEC are satisfied while the SEC is violated in the present
and future. Hence, the violation of SEC leads to the ac-
celeration of the Universe (see Fig. 7)

C. Cosmographic jerk parameter

The jerk parameter is one of the basic physical quan-
tities to explain the dynamics of the Universe. The
Jerk parameter is a dimensionless third derivative of the
scale factor a (t) with respect to cosmic time t and is
specified as [35]

j =
...
a

aH3 . (34)

Eq. (34) can be written in terms of a deceleration pa-
rameter q as

j = q + 2q2 −
.
q
H

. (35)

Using Eqs. (21) and (22), the jerk parameter for our
model is

j =
[

m3t3 + 3m2nt2t0 + 3m(n− 1)ntt2
0 + n

(
n2 − 3n + 2

)
t3
0

]
(mt + nt0)

−3 (36)

The value of the jerk parameter is j = 1 for ΛCDM
model. The Universe is transitioning from an early
deceleration phase to the current phase of acceleration
with a positive jerk parameter j0 > 0 and a negative DP
q0 < 0 corresponding to ΛCDM model. From Fig. 8
we can see that the jerk parameter remains positive for
m = 0.2239 and n = 0.6886 and approaches 1 later. The

current jerk parameter value j0 is positive. Thus, our
model is similar to the ΛCDM model in the future.
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(ρ + p ≥ 0) (ρ ≥ 0)

( ρ− p ≥ 0) (ρ + 3p ≥ 0)

FIG. 7. Energy conditions versus redshift (z).

m = 0.2239

m = 0.3

m = 0.4
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FIG. 8. Jerk parameter (j) versus redshift (z).

VI. CONCLUSION

In the current analysis, we studied one of interesting
extension of f (Q) gravity theory in form f (Q, T) for ge-
ometric alternatives to dark energy in which the term
Q is non-metricity scalar and T is the trace of the mat-
ter energy-momentum tensor using a source as perfect
fluid. In this analysis, we found the best fit value of the
model parameters m and n or constrain this parameters
using some observational datasets such as 57 data points
in the cosmological redshift range 0.07 ≤ z ≤ 2.42, 31
points from the differential age method (DA method)
and the other 26 points were evaluated using BAO data
and other methods. In the derived model, the transition
of the Universe from the deceleration phase

(
q > 0

)
to

the acceleration phase
(
q < 0

)
with the transition red-

shift ztr = 05234 for m = 0.2239 which is the evidence
that the transition redshift value for our model is in con-
formity with the observational data.
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In addition, we have studied the evolution of the en-
ergy density of the Universe as a function of redshift
which remains positive for all z and is an increasing
function of the cosmological redshift. The pressure be-
havior as a function of redshift of the model was also
studied and is a decreasing function of the cosmolog-
ical redshift, and it starts from a large negative value
and approaches zero at the present time. Thus, the
model is consistent with recent observations. As for the
EoS parameter behavior of our model, it is in the range
−1 < ω < −0.2 which indicates a quintessence nature
of the model at present, and in the future the model ap-
proaches ΛCDM region whereas the current value of ω

is obtained as ω0 = −0.5079 for the values of the con-
stants m = 0.2239 and n = 0.6886. Therefore, the cur-
rent value of EoS parameter of the model is consistent
with Planck’s 2018 results. Finally, the energy condi-
tions: WEC, NEC, and DEC are satisfied while the SEC
is violated in the present and future. The violation of
SEC leads to the acceleration of the Universe while the
jerk parameter remains positive and approaches 1 later.

Thus, our model is similar to the ΛCDM model in the
future.
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z H(z) σH z H (z) σH

0.070 69 19.6 0.4783 80 99
0.90 69 12 0.480 97 62

0.120 68.6 26.2 0.593 104 13
0.170 83 8 0.6797 92 8

0.1791 75 4 0.7812 105 12
0.1993 75 5 0.8754 125 17
0.200 72.9 29.6 0.880 90 40
0.270 77 14 0.900 117 23
0.280 88.8 36.6 1.037 154 20

0.3519 83 14 1.300 168 17
0.3802 83 13.5 1.363 160 33.6
0.400 95 17 1.430 177 18

0.4004 77 10.2 1.530 140 14
0.4247 87.1 11.2 1.750 202 40
0.4497 92.8 12.9 1.965 186.5 50.4
0.470 89 34

z H (z) σH z H (z) σH

0.24 79.69 2.99 0.52 94.35 2.64
0.30 81.7 6.22 0.56 93.34 2.3
0.31 78.18 4.74 0.57 87.6 7.8
0.34 83.8 3.66 0.57 96.8 3.4
0.35 82.7 9.1 0.59 98.48 3.18
0.36 79.94 3.38 0.60 87.9 6.1
0.38 81.5 1.9 0.61 97.3 2.1
0.40 82.04 2.03 0.64 98.82 2.98
0.43 86.45 3.97 0.73 97.3 7.0
0.44 82.6 7.8 2.30 224 8.6
0.44 84.81 1.83 2.33 224 8
0.48 87.90 2.03 2.34 222 8.5
0.51 90.4 1.9 2.36 226 9.3

TABLE I. 57 points of H(z) data: 31 (DA) and 26 (BAO+other)
[39].
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