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In this paper, we have examined the recently proposed modified symmetric teleparallel gravity, in
which gravitational Lagrangian is given by an arbitrary function of non-metricity scalar Q. We have
considered a constant jerk parameter to express the Hubble rate. Moreover, we have used 31 points of
OHD datasets and 1701 points of Pantheon+ datasets to constraint our model parameters by means of
the Markov Chain Monte Carlo analysis. The mean values and the best fit obtained give a consistent
Hubble rate and deceleration parameter compared to the observation values. In order to study the
current accelerated expansion scenario of the Universe with the presence of the cosmological fluid as
a perfect fluid, we have considered two forms of teleparallel gravity. We have studied the obtained
field equations with the proposed forms of f (Q) models, specifically, linear f (Q) = αQ + β and
non-linear f (Q) = Q + mQn models. Next, we have discussed the physical behavior of cosmologi-
cal parameters such as energy density, pressure, EoS parameter, and deceleration parameter for both
model. To ensure the validity of our proposed cosmological models, we have checked all energy con-
ditions. The properties of these parameters confirm that our models describe the current acceleration
of the expansion of the Universe. This result is also corroborated by the energy conditions criteria.
the Finally, the EoS parameter for both models indicates that the cosmological fluid behaves like a
quintessence dark energy model.

I. INTRODUCTION

A set of recent observations of Type Ia Supernova
(SN Ia) [1, 2], Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB)
[3, 4], large scale structure [5, 6], Baryonic Acoustic
Oscillations (BAO) [7, 8], and Wilkinson Microwave
Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) experiment [9, 10] show an
unexpected behavior of cosmic expansion. The cause of
this late-time cosmic acceleration is one of the most sig-
nificant unresolved problems in science today. The in-
troduction of a new type of energy known as dark en-
ergy (DE), which makes up a substantial portion of the
Universe’s total energy, is the first theory puted up to
explain the enigma of the cosmic acceleration within the
context of GR. DE can result a negative pressure (p < 0)
or equivalently its EoS (Equation of State) parameter is
negative (ω ≡ p

ρ < 0), where ρ is the energy density of
the Universe. According to recent WMAP9 [11] obser-
vations, collecting data from H0 measurements, SN Ia,
CMB, and BAO, prove that the present value of the EoS
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parameter is ω0 = −1.084± 0.063. Also, in the year 2018
Planck collaboration suggests that ω0 = −1.028± 0.032
[12]. The cosmological constant (Λ) with ωΛ = −1 that
Einstein incorporated into the field equations in another
context provides the best description for DE [13]. Other
DE alternatives, such as quintessence DE models with
EoS parameter value in the range −1 < ω < − 1

3 [14]
and phantom energy models with EoS parameter value
ω < −1 [15], have been developed in response to the
issues related to its expected order of magnitude from
quantum gravity contrasted to the observed value. Al-
ways within the framework of GR, and motivated by
these models other more attractive and interesting dy-
namical DE models have been suggested [16–25]. The
most widely accepted cosmological model today is the
”standard model” or ”ΛCDM” (Λ+ Cold Dark Mat-
ter), which states that at the beginning of the Universe,
photons predominated and that this period is known
as the ”radiation-dominated era”. With cosmic expan-
sion, however, another period known as the ”matter-
dominated era” appeared while Λ was initially slow.
However, as the Universe began to get older and expand
faster between five and six billion years ago, Λ eventu-
ally predominated matter [26]. A cosmic jerk is proba-
bly what caused the Universe to transition from its early
decelerating phase to its current accelerating phase. For
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several models with a positive sign for the jerk param-
eter and a negative sign for the deceleration parameter,
this transition happens in the Universe [27–31]. Jerk pa-
rameters are an important tool to distinguish between
dynamical models even if they are equivalent kinemati-
cally. In the case of ΛCDM, the matter-dominated phase
is an attractor in the past while the density of dark en-
ergy is an attractor in the future. This behavior is in
general not true for other alternative models, such as
modified gravity, which are kinematically degenerate to
ΛCDM. The degeneracy of the jerk parameter comes
from its definition as a third order differential of the
scale factor. This definition gives a large choice of so-
lutions. This is the kinematic degeneracy between dif-
ferent dynamical models. For the flat FLRW metric, the
cosmographic jerk parameter is given as,

j =
...
a

aH3 = 1. (1)

where the Hubble parameter, H = ȧ
a , represents the ex-

pansion rate of the Universe. Several authors have sug-
gested applications of the jerk parameter as a means of
reconstructing cosmological models in various cosmo-
logical contexts [32, 33]. The cosmological implications
of f (T, B) gravity have been investigated using the jerk
parameter in Ref. [34]. Some kinematic models have
been constrained by the most current observational data
by using the jerk parameter [35].

In the space-time manifold, we can outline the grav-
itational interactions using three types of concepts
namely curvature R, torsion T, and non-metricity Q. In
the famous theory of GR, the concept responsible for
gravitational interactions is the curvature of space-time.
The teleparallel and symmetric teleparallel equivalents
of GR are two additional options that, together with tor-
sion and non-metricity, provide an analogous explana-
tion of GR. It can be said that the f (R) gravity men-
tioned above is a modification of curvature-founded
gravity (GR) with zero torsion and non-metricity. Also,
we can say that the f (Q) gravity is a modification of
the Symmetric Teleparallel Equivalent of GR (STEGR)
with zero torsion and curvature, in other words, f (Q)
gravity is equivalent to GR in flat space [36] (for more
details, see Sec. II). Numerous articles on f (Q) grav-
ity have been written and published. The energy condi-
tions and cosmography under f (Q) gravity have been
tested by Mandal et al. [37, 38]. Harko et al. studied
the coupling matter in modified Q gravity by presum-
ing a power-law function [39]. Dimakis et al. examined
quantum cosmology for a f (Q) polynomial model [40].
Also, the idea of holographic dark energy in f (Q) sym-
metric teleparallel gravity has been discussed by Shekh

[41], while the late-time acceleration of the Universe can
be described by f (Q) gravity using the hybrid expan-
sion law [42], and the anisotropic nature of space-time
in f (Q) gravity has been investigated in [43].

Our aim in this paper is to exploit the above cosmo-
graphic jerk parameter relation for the flat FLRW met-
ric to construct cosmological models as alternatives to
the cosmic acceleration in the framework of f (Q) grav-
ity (or the so-called symmetric teleparallel gravity) that
has been recently proposed [44, 45] in which the non-
metricity scalar Q characterize the gravitational interac-
tions. The acceleration of the expansion of the Universe
may also be described by the parametrization method in
the context of standard cosmology or in modified grav-
ity. This approach is commonly referred to as the model-
independent way study of cosmological models [46, 47].
The parameterization method has no effect on the the-
oretical framework for this study and clearly provides
solutions to the field equation. It also has the benefit
of reconstructing the cosmic evolution of the Universe
and explaining some of its phenomena [48]. In the cur-
rent paper, we consider this kind of parametrization in
the case of f (Q) modified gravity, especially, the pa-
rameterization of the jerk parameter in Eq. (1), by de-
riving the general solution and adding the extra con-
straint to solve the field equations in f (Q) gravity. The
late-time behaviors of such modified gravity, which are
kinematically degenerate to ΛCDM, and its consistency
with the current acceleration of the Universe are the
main motivation of our paper. From this perspective,
we consider two forms of f (Q) gravity, specifically, lin-
ear f (Q) = αQ + β and non-linear f (Q) = Q + mQn

models, where α, β, m, and n are free parameters.
The current document is set up as follows: In Sec. II

we discuss some basics of f (Q) gravity and derive the
field equations for the cosmological fluid. Cosmologi-
cal solutions of the field equations are described with
the help of the jerk model parameter in Sec. III. In the
same section, we use OHD and Pantheon+ datasets to
estimate the model parameters by means of the Markov
Chain Monte Carlo and we discussed the energy condi-
tions for f (Q) gravity in the latter. Further, in Sec. IV we
discuss different behaviors of our cosmological models
according to the choice of linear and non linear form of
f (Q) function. Finally, Sec. V is used to recapitulate and
conclude the results.

II. SOME BASICS OF f (Q) GRAVITY

A general affine connection Γ̄ in differential geome-
try can be decomposed into the following three inde-



3

pendent components: the Christoffel symbol Γγ
µν, the

contortion tensor Cγ
µν and the disformation tensor Lγ

µν

and is given by [36]

Γ̄γ
µν = Γγ

µν + Cγ
µν + Lγ

µν, (2)

where Γγ
µν ≡ 1

2 gγσ
(

∂µgσν + ∂νgσµ − ∂σgµν

)
is the

Levi-Civita connection of the metric gµν, the contorsion
tensor Cγ

µν can be written as Cγ
µν ≡ 1

2 Tγ
µν + T(µ

γ
ν),

with the torsion tensor described as Tγ
µν ≡ 2Σγ

[µν]. Fi-
nally, the non-metricity tensor Qγµν is used to obtain the
disformation tensor Lγ

µν as,

Lγ
µν ≡

1
2

gγσ
(

Qνµσ + Qµνσ −Qγµν

)
. (3)

The non-metricity tensor Qγµν can be written as,

Qγµν = ∇γgµν , (4)

Qγ = Qγ
µ

µ , Q̃γ = Qµ
γµ . (5)

It is also useful to introduce the superpotential tensor

(non-metricity conjugate) as,

4Pγ
µν = −Qγ

µν + 2Q γ
(µ ν)

+ Qγgµν − Q̃γgµν − δ
γ
(µ

Qν) ,
(6)

where the non-metricity scalar can be obtained as,

Q = −QγµνPγµν . (7)

Within the current context, the connection is assumed
to be torsion- and curvature-free, making the contorsion
tensor Cγ

µν = 0.
The modified Einstein-Hilbert action in symmetric

teleparallel gravity can be considered as [44, 45]

S =
∫ √

−gd4x
[

1
2

f (Q) + Lm

]
, (8)

where f (Q) can be expressed as a arbitrary function of
non-metricity scalar Q, g is the determinant of the met-
ric tensor gµν and Lm is the matter Lagrangian density
assumed to be only dependent on the metric and inde-
pendent of the affine connection.

The description of the matter energy-momentum ten-
sor is

Tµν = − 2√−g
δ(
√−gLm)

δgµν . (9)

The gravitational field equations are now found by
varying the modified Einstein-Hilbert action (8) with re-
gard to the metric tensor gµν

2√−g
∇γ(

√
−g fQPγ

µν) +
1
2

f gµν + fQ(PνρσQµ
ρσ − 2PρσµQρσ

ν) = −Tµν. (10)

where we have used the following notation fQ =
d f /dQ. Thus, when there is no hypermomentum, the
connection field equations read,

∇µ∇ν
(√
−g fQ Pγ

µν

)
= 0. (11)

According to the cosmological principle, our Universe
is homogeneous and isotropic at a large scale. Here, we
consider the standard Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-
Walker (FLRW) metric,

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)
[
dx2 + dy2 + dz2

]
, (12)

where a(t) is the scale factor which measures how the
distance between two objects varies with time in the ex-
panding Universe. The non-metricity scalar Q is given
by

Q = 6H2. (13)

In cosmology, the contents of the Universe are often
considered to be filled with a perfect fluid, i.e. a fluid
without viscosity. In this case, the stress-energy momen-
tum tensor of the cosmological fluid is given by

Tµν = (p + ρ)uµuν + pgµν, (14)

where p symbolizes the isotropic pressure with cosmo-
logical fluid and ρ symbolizes the energy density of the
Universe. Here, uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) represent the compo-
nents of the four velocities of the cosmological fluid.

To derive the modified Friedmann equations in f (Q)
gravity in the case of a Universe described by the FLRW
metric (12) in the coincident gauge i.e. Γγ

µν = −Lγ
µν

[44, 45], we use Eqs. (10) and (14) to obtain,

3H2 =
1

2 fQ

(
−ρ +

f
2

)
, (15)
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Ḣ + 3H2 +
ḟQ

fQ
H =

1
2 fQ

(
p +

f
2

)
, (16)

where the dot (.) denotes the derivative with respect to
the cosmic time t. The energy conservation equation of
the stress-energy momentum tensor writes

ρ̇ + 3H(ρ + p) = 0. (17)

Now, by eliminating the term 3H2 from the previous
two Eqs. (15) and (16), we get the following evolution
equation for H,

Ḣ +
ḟQ

fQ
H =

1
2 fQ

(
p + ρ

)
. (18)

Again, by using Eqs. (15) and (16), we obtain the ex-
pressions of the energy density ρ and the isotropic pres-
sure p, respectively as,

ρ =
f
2
− 6H2 fQ, (19)

p =

(
Ḣ + 3H2 +

˙fQ

fQ
H

)
2 fQ −

f
2

. (20)

Using Eqs. (16) and (18) we can rewrite the cosmolog-
ical equations similar to the standard Friedmann equa-
tions in GR, by adding the concept of an effective energy
density ρe f f and an effective isotropic pressure pe f f as,

3H2 = ρe f f = − 1
2 fQ

(
ρ− f

2

)
, (21)

2Ḣ + 3H2 = −pe f f = −
2 ˙fQ

fQ
H +

1
2 fQ

(
ρ + 2p +

f
2

)
.

(22)
The equations above can be interpreted as an addi-

tional component of a modified energy-momentum ten-
sor Te f f

µν due to the non-metricity terms that behaves as
an effective dark energy fluid. Furthermore, the grav-
itational action (8) is reduced to the standard Hilbert-
Einstein form in the limiting case f (Q) = −Q. For this
choice, we regain the so-called STEGR [49], and Eqs. (21)
and (22) reduce to the standard Friedmann equations of
GR, 3H2 = ρ, and 2Ḣ + 3H2 = −p, respectively.

III. COSMOLOGICAL SOLUTIONS AND ENERGY
CONDITIONS

The equations (15)-(16) are a system of two indepen-
dent equations with four unknowns, namely: ρ, p, f ,

and H. It is therefore difficult to solve it completely
without adding other equations or constraints to the
model. Here we will build our model using the param-
eterization of the jerk parameter. Also in the literature,
an additional approach to define degenerate models to
ΛCDM is jerk parameter. Thus, the general solution of
Eq. (1) can be expressed as [34, 50],

a (t) =
(

Ceλt + De−λt
) 2

3 , (23)

which is an increasing function of the cosmic time de-
scribing the accelerated behavior of the Universe. In
Eq. (23), C, D, and λ are model parameters that will be
constrained by observational data. To obtain cosmolog-
ical results that give a direct comparison of model pre-
dictions with observational data, also, one of the most
useful approaches in cosmology is to determine cosmo-
logical parameters in terms of cosmological redshift z in
lieu of the cosmic time t. For this, we use the relation
between the scale factor of the Universe and the cosmo-
logical redshift as a (t) = (1 + z)−1, where the value of
the scale factor at present is a (0) = 1. However and in
order to illustrate our reconstruction f (Q) gravity from
the jerk parameter, we assume C = −D.

From Eq. (23) we obtain the cosmic time in terms of
the cosmological redshift as

t (z) =
1
λ

sinh−1

(
(1 + z)−3/2

2C

)
. (24)

Now, using Eq. (23), the Hubble parameter takes the
form

H (t) =
2λ
(

e2λt + 1
)

3
(
e2λt − 1

) . (25)

Thus, from Eqs. (24) and (25) we obtain the Hubble
parameter in terms of the cosmological redshift as

H (z) =

2λ

e
2 sinh−1

(
1

2C(z+1)3/2

)
+ 1


3

e
2 sinh−1

(
1

2C(z+1)3/2

)
− 1

 . (26)

The deceleration parameter q that describes the evo-
lution of the Universe can be gained as a function of the
cosmological redshift z as [36]

q (z) = −1 + (1 + z)
1

H (z)
dH (z)

dz
. (27)
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Using Eqs. (26) and (27), we get

q (z) = −−4e
2 sinh−1

(
1

2C(z+1)3/2

)
+ e

4 sinh−1
(

1
2C(z+1)3/2

)
+ 1e

2 sinh−1
(

1
2C(z+1)3/2

)
+ 1

2

(28)
Now, from expressions of the Hubble parameter and

the deceleration parameter in terms of the cosmological
redshift given by Eqs. (26) and (28), we will concentrate
in the next section on the constraint of the model param-
eters using observational data.

A. Observational constraints

To constrain the jerk model with two free parame-
ters i.e. C and λ, we perform the minimization of chi-
square function, χ2, using the Markov Chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) algorithm [51], where χ2 = −2 ln (Lmax)
with L is the likelihood function. We use the following
datasets:

Observational Hubble datasets (OHD): is a typical
compilation of 31 measures from Hubble data collected
using the differential age approach (DA). The expansion
rate of the Universe at redshift z may be calculated using

this approach [52–54]. The chi-square of OHD datasets
is given by

χ2
OHD(C, λ) =

31

∑
i=1

[
Hobs(zi)− Hth(C, λ, zi)

]2
σ2(zi)

, (29)

where Hth(C, λ, zi), Hobs(zi) and σ(zi) are the theoretical
values, the observed values predicted by the model of
the Hubble parameter at redshift zi and the standard
deviation, respectively. C and λ are the free parameters
of our theoretical model.

Pantheon+: we use the Pantheon+ datasets with 1701
light curves from 1550 Supernovae Type Ia (denoted as
SNIa) in the redshift range 0.0001 6 z 6 2.26 [55], with
the theoretical distance modulus

µth(z) = 5log10DL(z) + 25, (30)

DL is the luminosity distance defined by

DL(z) = (1 + z)
∫ z

0

cdz′

H(z′)
, (31)

where c is the speed of light
The χ2 of Pantheon+ is given by

χ2
SNe(C, λ, z) = (µth(C, λ, z)− µobs(z))C−1(µth(C, λ, z)− µobs(z))T , (32)

where µobs(z) is the observational distance modulus,
with µobs(z) = mobs − M, mobs and M are the observed
apparent magnitude and the absolute magnitude, re-
spectively. µth(C, λ, z) is the theoretical distance mod-
ulus value and C is the covariance matrix.

The χ2
tot will be the sum of χ2 of the OHD datasets,

χ2
OHD, and of the Pantheon+ datasets, χ2

SNIa

χ2
tot = χ2

OHD + χ2
SNIa. (33)

Fig. 1 displays the 1D posterior distributions and the
2D confidence contours at 1σ, 2σ and 3σ for our model
parameters i.e. C and λ using the OHD + Pantheon+
datasets, respectively. Tab. I shows the mean±1σ values
for our model and ΛCDM parameters, by using the data
combination OHD + Pantheon+. We obtain h = 0.71±
0.0082, Ωm = 0.282± 0.0118 and C = 0.3133± 0.0095,
λ = 90.74 ± 1.632 for ΛCDM and jerk model, respec-

tively. Moreover, we notice that the value of the absolute
magnitude, M, for our model i.e. M = −19.324± 0.0238
is consistent with the value obtained by the standard
model i.e. M = −19.3235± 0.02317.

In Fig. 2 we show the evolution of H(z) for the jerk
model compared to the standard model, ΛCDM, using
the results obtained by OHD + Pantheon+ datasets (see
Tab. I ).

Fig. 3 shows the evolution of the theoretical distance
modulus µ(z) for our model compared to the ΛCDM
model. Using the best-fit cosmological parameters ob-
tained by OHD + Pantheon+ datasets (see Tab. I). Fig. 4
displays the evolution of the deceleration parameter we
use the results obtained by OHD + Pantheon+ datasets.
It seems obvious that our Universe recently underwent
a transition from a decelerated phase to an accelerated
phase. According to the model parameter values con-
strained by the OHD + Pantheon+ datasets, the transi-
tion redshift is ztr = 0.7206. In addition, the current
value of the deceleration parameter is q0 = −0.5746.
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FIG. 1. The posterior distributions at 1σ, 2σ and 3σ for the jerk model using OHD+Pantheon+ datasets.

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
z

50

100

150

200

250

H(
z)

Jerk model
CDM

From Hubble datasets

FIG. 2. A good fit to the 31 points of the OHD datasets is displayed in the plot of H(z) versus the redshift z for our jerk model,
which is shown in red, and ΛCDM, which is shown in black dashed lines.

B. Energy conditions

The energy conditions (ECs) are a set of alternative
conditions that are used to put additional constraints on
the validity of the constructed cosmological model and
have many applications in theoretical cosmology. For

example these conditions play an important role in GR
as they help to prove theorems about the presence of
the singularity of space-time and black holes [56]. In the
context of this work, ECs are exploited in order to pre-
dict the acceleration phase of the Universe. Like these
conditions can be obtained from the famous Raychaud-
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0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
z

32

34

36

38

40

42

44

46
(z

)
Jerk model

CDM
From Pantheon+ datasets

FIG. 3. A good fit to the 1701 points of the Pantheon+ datasets is displayed in the plot of µ(z) versus the redshift z for our jerk
model, which is shown in red, and ΛCDM, which is shown in black dashed lines.

Datasets OHD + Pantheon+
Model ΛCDM Jerk model

Ωm 0.282± 0.0118 -

h 0.71± 0.0082 -

C - 0.3133± 0.0095

λ - 90.74± 1.632

M −19.3235± 0.02317 −19.324± 0.0238

χ2
min 1564.111 1564.13

TABLE I. Summary of the mean±1σ of the cosmological pa-
rameters for the ΛCDM and jerk models, using the OHD +
Pantheon+ datasets.

hury equations, which forms are [57–59]

dθ

dτ
= −1

3
θ2 − σµνσµν + ωµνωµν − Rµνuµuν , (34)

dθ

dτ
= −1

2
θ2 − σµνσµν + ωµνωµν − Rµνnµnν , (35)

where nµ, θ, ωµν and σµν are the null vector, the
expansion factor, the rotation and the shear associated
with the vector field uµ, respectively. In Weyl geometry
with the existence of non-metricity scalar Q, the Ray-
chaudhury equations take various forms, for more de-
tails see [60]. Next, the above equations (34) and (35)
fulfill the conditions

Rµνuµuν ≥ 0 , (36)

Rµνnµnν ≥ 0 . (37)

-1 0 1 2 3 4

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

z

q

FIG. 4. The graphical behavior of deceleration parameter in
terms of z i.e. Eq. (26) with the constraint values from OHD +
Pantheon+ datasets.

Thus, if we examine the perfect fluid distribution of
cosmological matter, the ECs for f (Q) gravity are given
as follows [37],

• Weak energy conditions (WEC) if ρe f f ≥ 0, ρe f f +
pe f f ≥ 0.

• Null energy condition (NEC) if ρe f f + 3pe f f ≥ 0.

• Dominant energy conditions (DEC) if ρe f f ≥ 0,
|pe f f | ≤ ρ.

• Strong energy conditions (SEC) if ρe f f + 3pe f f ≥ 0.

By taking Eqs. (21) and (22) in the WEC, NEC, and
DEC constraints, we can prove that
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• Weak energy conditions (WEC) if ρ ≥ 0, ρ+ p ≥ 0.

• Null energy condition (NEC) if ρ + p ≥ 0.

• Dominant energy conditions (DEC) if ρ ≥ 0, |p| ≤
ρ.

These results are in concordance with those of
Capozziello et al. [61]. In the case of the SEC condition,
we find

ρ + 3 p− 6 ḟQ H + f ≥ 0 . (38)

Now, using the above ECs, we can check the validity
of our cosmological models in the following sections.

IV. COSMOLOGICAL f (Q) MODELS

In this section, we will discuss the proposed cosmo-
logical models and some of their physical properties
such as the energy density, pressure and equation of
state (EoS) parameter using the general solution of the
jerk model parameter. In addition, we will verify our
cosmological models with the help of the ECs described
in the previous section. Here, we will propose two mod-
els of f (Q) gravity. In the first model, we will assume a
linear form of f (Q). Then, in the second model we will
take a non-linear functional form of f (Q) gravity.

A. Linear model f (Q) = αQ + β

In this subsection, we presume the following simplest
linear form of the f (Q) function i.e.

f (Q) = αQ + β (39)

where α and β are free parameters. The motivation be-
hind this linear form is the cosmological constant, de-
spite the problems it faces, it is considered to be the most
successful model among the alternatives offered in cos-
mology. The results of this model have been discussed
in several contexts [42, 43, 62, 63].

Using Eqs. (19) and (25), we get the energy density of
the Universe in the form

ρ =
3β
(

e2λt − 1
)2
− 8αλ2

(
e2λt + 1

)2

6
(
e2λt − 1

)2 . (40)

Again, using Eqs. (20) and (25) we get the isotropic
pressure of the Universe as

p =
1
6

(
8αλ2 − 3β

)
. (41)

Thus, the EoS parameter (p = ωρ) for our model is

ω = −

(
e2λt − 1

)2 (
3β− 8αλ2

)
3β
(
e2λt − 1

)2 − 8αλ2
(
e2λt + 1

)2 . (42)
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FIG. 5. The graphical behavior of energy density in terms of
z with α = −0.5 and β = 2 for the specific case of f (Q) =

αQ + β.

From Fig. 5, we can observe that as the Universe ex-
pands, its energy density stays positive and decreasing
function of cosmic time (or increasing function of red-
shift). Also, they tend to zero in the future. Moreover,
the plot for EoS parameter in Fig. 6 shows quintessence-
like behavior in the present, converges to the ΛCDM
model in the future and to the dust matter in the past.
Also, the present value of the EoS parameter corre-
sponding to the OHD+Pantheon+ is ω0 = −0.7161.
Now, using Eqs. (40) and (41) in the above ECs, we have
plotted the behavior of NEC, DEC, and SEC in terms of
the cosmological redshift in Fig. 7. From this figure, it
can be clearly seen that all the ECs are satisfied while the
SEC is violated. This violation of the SEC is the evidence
of the validity of the proposed cosmological model, and
thus predicts the accelerating phase of the Universe.

B. Non-linear model f (Q) = Q + mQn

Here, for the second model, we discuss the non-linear
functional form of f (Q),

f (Q) = Q + mQn (43)

where m and n are free parameters. Also, this specific
form has been considered in many cosmological con-
texts [38, 41, 63].

Thus, for this specific choice, we get the energy den-
sity, the isotropic pressure and the EoS parameter as
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FIG. 6. The graphical behavior of EoS parameter in terms of
z with α = −0.5 and β = 2 for the specific case of f (Q) =

αQ + β.
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FIG. 7. The graphical behavior of ECs in terms of z with α =

−0.5 and β = 2 for the specific case of f (Q) = αQ + β.

ρ =

23n−13−n−1
(
−3m(2n− 1)

(
e2λt − 1

)2 ( 9
4 H2

)n
− λ23n81−n

(
e2λt + 1

)2
)

(
e2λt − 1

)2 , (44)

p =

3−n−1
(

3m8n(2n− 1)
(
(2− 4n)e2λt + e4λt + 1

) (
9
4 H2

)n
+ 8λ23n

(
e2λt + 1

)2
)

2
(
e2λt + 1

)2 , (45)

and

ω = −

(
e2λt − 1

)2
(

3m8n(2n− 1)
(
(2− 4n)e2λt + e4λt + 1

) (
9
4 H2

)n
+ 8λ23n

(
e2λt + 1

)2
)

(
e2λt + 1

)2
(

3m8n(2n− 1)
(
e2λt − 1

)2
(

9
4 H2

)n
+ 8λ23n

(
e2λt + 1

)2
) , (46)

respectively.

From Fig. 8, it is clear that the energy density of the

Universe is an increasing function of cosmological red-
shift and remains positive as the Universe expands. In
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FIG. 8. The graphical behavior of energy density in terms of
z with m = −5 and n = 1.08 for the specific case of f (Q) =

Q + mQn.
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FIG. 9. The graphical behavior of EoS parameter in terms of
z with m = −5 and n = 1.08 for the specific case of f (Q) =

Q + mQn.

addition, it tends to zero in the future. Further, the plot
for EoS parameter in Fig. 9 shows quintessence-like be-
havior in the present and converges to the ΛCDM model
in the future and to the dust matter in the past. Further,
the present value of the EoS parameter corresponding to
the OHD+Pantheon+ is ω0 = −0.7009. For this case, us-
ing Eqs. (44) and (45) in the above ECs, we have plotted
the behavior of NEC, DEC, and SEC in terms of cosmo-
logical redshift in Fig. 10. From this figure, it is clear
that all the ECs are satisfied but SEC is violated. This
violation of the SEC is the evidence of the validity of the
proposed cosmological model, and thus predicts the ac-
celerating phase of the Universe.

V. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

The standard model of cosmology (ΛCDM) is most
widely accepted today as it has been able to explain

NEC
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E
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s

FIG. 10. The graphical behavior of ECs in terms of z with m =

−5 and n = 1.08 for the specific case of f (Q) = Q + mQn.

a large number of observed phenomena: the expan-
sion of the Universe, the existence of the cosmic mi-
crowave background and the big bang nucleosynthesis.
However, as we have pointed out in the introduction,
ΛCDM could not explain dark energy (DE) and other
issues [64, 65]. These puzzles prompted many authors
to search for suitable alternatives, and some scientists
went so far as to suggest a modification of general rela-
tivity, the theoretical basis of the ΛCDM model.

In this paper, we have discussed one of these recently
proposed theories which has attracted the attention of
many researchers i.e. f (Q) gravity where the non-
metricity Q is the basis of gravitational interactions with
zero curvature and torsion. We have studied a homoge-
neous and isotropic FLRW space-time in the framework
of this modified theory and the help of the jerk param-
eter. The jerk parameter can be employed in a number
of scenarios. Chakrabarti et al. [50] proposed a recon-
struction of extended teleparallel f (T) gravity using this
parameter. In this scenario, we used the jerk parameter
to study the late-time expansion of the Universe in f (Q)
gravity. So, we have briefly described the mathemati-
cal formalism of f (Q) gravity, then we have derived the
field equations in the FLRW space-time for the content
of the Universe in the form of a perfect fluid. More-
over, we have used 31 data points of OHD and 1701
data points of Pantheon+ to constrain the model pa-
rameters. The current Hubble rate and the deceleration
parameter derived from the best fit of Markov Chain
Monte Carlo (MCMC) are in agreement with those of
the Planck data [12]. Moreover, we combined OHD +
Pantheon+ datasets with recently published Pantheon+
datasets to get the model parameters that fit the data the
best. The results of the best fit is λ = 90.74± 1.632 and
C = 0.3133 ± 0.0095. In the same context, Mukherjee
et al. [66] constrained a variables jerk parameters by
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means of MCMC. Furthermore, Ayuso et al. [67] em-
ployed the MCMC approach to constrain the general
power model of f (Q) gravity and determine the best-fit
of cosmological parameter.

Next, we have considered two functional forms of
f (Q) gravity, specifically, a linear and a non-linear form.
We have analyzed the behavior of different cosmologi-
cal parameters such as energy density, pressure and EoS
parameter for both models. we have also checked all
energy conditions in order to ensure the validity of our
proposed cosmological models. For both models, Figs.
5 and 8, we have found that the energy density of the
Universe is a decreasing function of cosmic time (or in-
creasing function of redshift) and remains positive as
the Universe expands. Furthermore, from Figs. 6 and 9,
we have observed that the EoS parameter behaves like
a quintessence dark energy model in the vicinity of our
present time, while in the future and in the past it be-
haves as the ΛCDM model and the dust matter, respec-

tively for both models. Finally, from the energy condi-
tions as shown in Figs. 7 and 10 we can conclude that all
the energy conditions are satisfied for both models while
SEC is violated. The results above demonstrate that our
proposed cosmological models are in strong agreement
with today’s observations.
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