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Given the remarkable success of the ACDM model in fitting various cosmological observations, a
pertinent question in assessing the phenomenological viability of modified gravity theories is whether
they can reproduce an exactly ACDM-like cosmic background evolution. In this paper, we address
this question in the context of f(Q) gravity, where ) denotes the nonmetricity scalar. It is known
that there are three possible symmetric teleparallel connection branches that respect the cosmological
principles of spatial homogeneity, isotropy, and global spatial flatness. By enforcing a ACDM-like
background evolution via the cosmographic condition j(z) = 1, where j is the jerk parameter, we
reconstruct the ACDM-mimicking f(Q) theory for each of the three possible connection branches.
For the first connection branch, also known as the “coincident gauge” in cosmology, we recover the
previously known result that a theory of the form f(Q) = —2A + aQ + 8v/—Q can exactly reproduce
a ACDM-like cosmic evolution. Furthermore, we establish that the stability of the ACDM-like
cosmic solution within this reconstructed f(Q), as well as the robustness of the reconstructed f(Q)
form with respect to small errors in the astrophysical measurements of the jerk parameter. For the
second connection branch, we analytically reconstruct the ACDM-mimicking f(Q) to be of the form
F(Q) = —2A + aQ — BQ?. For the third connection branch, we could decouple the evolution equation
for the dynamical connection function, which enabled us to perform a numerical reconstruction. Our
analysis proves that, at least at the background level, it is possible to obtain ACDM-mimicking f(Q)
models for all the three possible connection branches. These models effectively reduce to (STE)GR
in the past while possessing a positive effective gravitational coupling throughout.

I. INTRODUCTION

General Relativity (GR), based on the curvature of spacetime, has been fundamental in understanding the physics
of gravitational interaction and the dynamics of the universe’s large-scale structure. Its achievements encapsulated
within the ACDM cosmological model include the successful description of the cosmic microwave background (CMB),
baryonic acoustic oscillations (BAO), and the accelerating expansion of the universe [1, 2]. Still, specific unresolved
theoretical problems such as the cosmological constant problem [3] and observational tensions such as the Hubble
tension [4] provide reasons to study alternatives to GR.

The geometric foundation of GR is, however, part of a broader “Trinity of Gravity” that also includes two equivalent
formulations of GR: the teleparallel equivalent of GR (TEGR) and the symmetric teleparallel equivalent of GR
(STEGR) [5]. In the TEGR framework, gravity is described through the torsion of the spacetime [6], while in STEGR,
it is interpreted in terms of nonmetricity of the spacetime [7]. These alternative formulations of non-Riemannian
geometry provide fertile grounds for developing modified gravity theories based on arbitrary scalar functions of their
respective scalar quantities, such as f(7T') or f(Q), where T and @ represent the torsion and nonmetricity scalars,
respectively [8-10].

There has been tremendous interest in f(Q) gravity in recent years due to its exceptional geometric interpretation
without using curvature or torsion. However, we point out that recently there has been a discussion about potential
presence of ghost and strong coupling issues in f(Q) gravity [11], and whether such ghost degrees of freedom can
actually propagate [12]. In fact, similar issues also showed up in the study of f(7T') gravity, where certain degrees of
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freedom lose their kinetic terms on the FLRW background [13]. It was pointed out in [14] that a direct coupling of the
matter field to the connection or a nonminimal coupling between the matter and the geometry sector might alter the
situation leading to a healthy theory. A class of ghost free theories in symmetric teleparallel geometry was recently
investigated in [15]. Strong coupling and ghost issues, as well as the question of the actual number of propagating
degrees of freedom underscore the need for perturbative stability analysis and Hamiltonian analysis in f(Q) theory.
Investigating these issues are important from the theoretical point of view for establishing the viability of modifying
gravity in the symmetric teleparallel framework. Indeed, this is an active area of research currently.

Although we are aware of the above theoretical issues, this is not the main focus of our investigation here. Rather, our
focus is to examine the phenomenological viability of modifying gravity in the symmetric teleparallel framework, along
a line of similar works [16-20]. The framework of symmetric teleparallelism gives promising insights into cosmological
dynamics. f(Q) gravity has proven to be compatible with the observational data at the level of the background and
of the perturbations, such as CMB, supernovae, BAO, redshift-space distortions, growth measurements [21-23]. In
addition, it does not have problems with the constraints imposed by Big Bang Nucleosynthesis, which means it could
successfully compete with other modified gravity theories [24].

The ACDM model based on Einstein’s GR remains a very good fit with available cosmological datasets at least
according to Planck 2018 [25]'. In the context of modified gravity theories, from a phenomenological point of view, an
important question is whether a modified gravity theory can give rise to exactly the same kind of background evolution
as the GR-based ACDM model. Such modified gravity theories will then be indistinguishable from the ACDM model
at the background level, and typically one needs to go to the perturbation level to find any distinctive signature. This
particular question has been addressed in the context of f(R) gravity [28-30], F(R, G) and modified Gauss-Bonnet
gravity [31] and coincident gauge f(Q) gravity (i.e. considering only the trivial connection branch where Q = —6H?)
[17, 32]. However, in general there are three different symmetric teleparallel connection branches respecting spatial
flatness, homogeneity and isotropy [33], which we denote later as I'1, I'y, I's, with I's, I'3s commonly being referred
to in the literature as the so-called non-coincident gauges [34]%. In this paper, we reconstruct the f(Q) gravity that
reproduces exactly a ACDM-like background evolution for each of the three connection branches, recovering also the
earlier reconstructed f(Q) for I';.

There has been some work on the cosmological reconstruction of f(Q) gravity, primarily within the trivial connection
branch Ty, i.e., the so-called coincident gauge. For instance, [35] numerically reconstructed f(Q) starting from a
cosmographic series with Padé approximations, while [36] presented reconstruction algorithms for Bianchi-I and FLRW
cosmology. In [17], a designer approach was adopted to reconstruct f(Q) corresponding to various dark energy equation
of state parametrizations, and [37] explored cosmological reconstruction of both f(Q) gravity and mimetic f(Q) gravity.
Similarly, [32] reconstructed f(Q) gravity that reproduces a ACDM-like background evolution.

To our knowledge, the paper [38] is the first study to attempt reconstruction beyond the coincident gauge. Using the
OHD dataset and assuming vanishing hypermomentum, the authors numerically reconstructed f(Q) for the connection
branch T's [38, Eq.30]. In the general case with nonvanishing hypermomentum, they numerically reconstructed the
dynamical connection function for I'y and I's by assuming particular forms of f(Q).

In this paper, we perform the cosmological reconstruction of f(Q) starting from the ACDM-like cosmic evolution
for all three connection branches. For the connection branch I';, we recover the results earlier obtained in [17, 32].
For the connection branch I's, we could perform an analytical reconstruction and obtain a functional form for the
ACDM-mimicking f(Q). For the connection branch I's, which we found to be the most complicated, we could obtain
a decoupled evolution equation for the dynamical connection function, which ultimately enabled us for a numerical
reconstruction of the ACDM-mimicking f(Q).

The paper is organized as follows: In sections II, III, we give some brief and self-contained exposures to the
cosmographic condition corresponding to the ACDM-like cosmic evolution and f(Q) gravity respectively. In section
IV, we introduce the three connection branches of the FLRW cosmology in the symmetric teleparallel framework and
write down the corresponding cosmological field equations in section V. The sections VI, VII, VIII are dedicated to
the reconstruction of the ACDM-mimicking f(Q) for the connection branches I';, 'y and T's respectively. In each
case, we identify the free parameters of the reconstructed f(Q) model and possible bounds for them, as much as
possible. We also show the evolution of the effective gravitational coupling in each case. For the case of I';, we also
investigate the stability of the ACDM-like cosmological solution in the reconstructed f(@Q) in the subsection VID and
the robustness of the reconstructed f(Q) against astrophysical errors of the measurement of the jerk parameter in
section VIE. Finally, we conclude in section IX summarizing the key takeaways from our paper and adding some
relevant discussions. Additionally, in appendix A, we comment on how one can go ahead to investigate the stability of

1 The recent DESI data [26] apparently favours an evolving dark energy, although there has been arguments that their conclusion is highly
driven by the choice of the priors [27].

2 There is a slight misnomer here. For any particular connection branch I';, one can find a coordinate system in which the connection can
be trivialized [33]. This particular coordinate system is the coincident gauge of the connection branch in question. It happens that the
coincident gauge for the connection branch I'j is the usual Cartesian coordinate system.



the ACDM-like cosmological solution in the reconstructed f(Q) for the case of I'y and add some comments about the
dynamical connection function for I'; in appendix B.

Throughout the paper, we use the metric signature (—, 4+, +, +) and the geometrized unit system 87G =c=1, G
being Newton’s gravitational constant and c is the speed of light in vacuum.

II. HUBBLE RATE FROM COSMOGRAPHIC RECONSTRUCTION

Cosmography is a model-independent approach to derive the universe’s expansion history from astrophysical datasets,
characterized by a hierarchy of parameters involving time derivatives of the scale factor a(t). The first two terms of
this hierarchy are the Hubble rate and deceleration function, respectively:

a ia )ig
=12 S 1
R 2 ik (1)
while the third one is the so-called jerk parameter [39]:
. a H H
I=am S i s @)

The cosmographic parameters characterize the ‘kinematics’ of the universe, capturing information from the time
derivatives of its scale factor. However, they do not provide an understanding of its dynamics. A relationship of the
cosmographic parameters to the matter abundance parameters can be found only if a specific ‘model’; as characterized
by the Friedmann and Raychaudhuri equations , is specified [40]. In other words, while the cosmographic parameters
are completely kinematic, the particular relationship between the matter abundance parameter to the cosmographic
parameters depends on the ‘dynamics’. For example, in the ACDM model, the matter abundance parameter is related
to the cosmographic deceleration parameter as

Qo = ;(14-%), (3)

where the subscript ‘0’ implies present day values. For alternative late time models, this relationship will change, as
we will see later on in the text for f(Q) gravity. It is worth mentioning that a different algebraic combinations of the
time derivatives could also be considered as in statefinder diagnostic approach [41].

The evolution of the cosmographic functions with respect to the redshift can be inferred in a model-independent (or
non-parametric) manner directly from relevant datasets. Deviations from the a ACDM/ike evolution being constrained
to be no more than 10 (per cent) [42, Fig.11]-[43, Fig.10]-[44, Fig.4]-[45]. The spatially flat ACDM model exhibits a
very special cosmographic property of a constant jerk parameter j(z) = 1 all along its evolution. A stout theory should
not be fine-tuned to just a very specific numerical value of the jerk, but rather be applicable to all its astrophysical
values within an interval of observational uncertainty. We shall therefore set j = 1 + € = const. for “small” ¢; the
latter should nevertheless be regarded as the previously mentioned largest possible uncertainty in the observational
estimate of the jerk function so that the evolution provided by different redshift parametrization would all fall within
this interval. This choice has been shown not to trouble the clustering properties of dark matter accounting for a
consistent structure formation cosmic epoch [46], but sill allowing for small departures from a ACDM-like evolution
which may come in handy in taming current observational tensions [47]. By integrating (2), we obtain [48, Eq.(8)]:

3EV1+8)
H?(2) = HZ[e1(1 4 2)M + (1 — e1)(1 + 2)*2], ko= f]’

: (4)
with ¢, for now, an arbitrary mathematical constant of integration to be determined through appropriate boundary
conditions. By computing the deceleration function
H2[erky(1+2)F + (1 — ¢))ka(1 + 2)k2 kiH?(2) + (1 —¢1) (ko — ky) HE(1 4 2)*2
g(z) = -1+ oleika( ) 2( 1)ka( ) ]:—1+ 1H(2) + ( 1)(22 1) Hy( ) G

we can actually relate this mathematical integration constant to the present day value of the deceleration parameter
and the jerk parameter

k1 —2(1 + qo)

=1
C1 + kQ*kl )

(6)



where k1 2 have been given in Eq.(4). From the above equation, it is seen that the constant ¢; is completely kinematical
in nature. It is determined in general by the present day values of the deceleration and jerk parameters, both of which
can be estimated from astrophysical datasets without referring to any particular model.

To reconstruct a modified gravity theory in the context of the late-time universe, one can proceed two ways. Firstly,
one can reconstruct starting from a particular cosmic evolution a(t) or H(t) [28, 29, 32, 49-51]. One can also start
by specifying a cosmographic condition [52], since a particular cosmic evolution can also be specified by a particular
cosmographic condition [53] (e.g. the condition j(z) = 1 corresponds to a ACDM-like evolution). On the contrary,
one can also start the reconstruction starting from a given form of the dark energy equation of state parameter (e.g.
wpg(z) = —1). The later is the so-called designer approach [16, 17, 30, 54-56]. The approach adopted in this paper
is the first one. In particular, we make use of the cosmographic condition j(z) = 1. We prefer the former approach
because it is more grounded on available astrophysical datasets e.g. the luminosity distance-redshift data, which gives
us bounds on the cosmographic parameters.

The Hubble rate (4) smoothly reduces to the following ACDM-like behavior in the limit € — 0:

H?(2) = HZh?(2) = Hi[ecr(1+2)2 + (1 — 1)), (7)

with 0 < ¢; < 1. We define a ACDM-like evolution to be a cosmic evolution which admits well-defined asymptotic past
and asymptotic future epochs at which H(z) oc (1 + 2)® and H(z) — const., respectively [40]. It is important at this
point to clarify the distinction between the ACDM-like evolution and the ACDM ‘model’ itself. Of course, the ACDM
model based on Einstein’s GR does give rise to the ACDM-like evolution (7), but it is possible for other models, in
particular modified gravity based models to give rise to a ACDM-like evolution as well. See, for example, Ref.[57] for
f(R) gravity or Ref.[32] for coincident gauge f(Q) gravity reproducing ACDM-like evolution. How the mathematical
integration constant c; is related to €,,0 and Qpgg is model dependent. For the particular ACDM ‘model’, one has
c1 = Qmo, and hence the mathematical constant ¢; assumes the physical meaning of the present-day abundance of dark
matter. However, in general, and one would obtain ¢; = ¢1 (20, 2pE0), and consequently its physical interpretation
will change. The particular function ¢1 (20, Do), and consequently its physical interpretation, is, therefore, model
dependent® While the parameter c; is a purely kinematical and model-independent parameter (Eq.(6)), the available
estimates of the present-day abundance of dark matter €,,9 are model-dependent. The latter constitute possible
sources to the Hubble tension [59].
It can be checked that for a ACDM-like evolution (4) the deceleration parameter is

o),
where we have used the relation % = —H(1 + z)-. For ACDM-like evolution we have
09— (ag-1)(g+ 1), Q
and consequently ¢ decreases monotonically from g = % to ¢ = —1. It can be calculated that c; is related to qg as
2
€= 5(1 +qo0) , (10)

whose relationship is consistent with (6) for j = 1. Indeed, in the ACDM-like paradigm, Cosmology is a search for two
numbers, Hy and qg, [60]. Therefore, we can express the ACDM-like cosmic evolution as

H2(2) = HEW(2) = G | S(1+ a0) (14 2)° + 51~ 2a0) ()
such that it guarantees H(z = 0) = Hy, q(z = 0) = qo.

Lastly, we propose a definition for the “almost” ACDM-like evolution. We define it such that all its cosmographic
quantities and relations between them are “almost” like that in the ACDM-like evolution modulo regular terms with
respect to a small parameter e. Whether the same is also true for the reconstructed theory function f(Q) or the
dynamical connection function (z) and the non-metricity variable Q(z), is, however, not a trivial question due to the
non-linearity of the field equations and demands explicitly investigation. In a clearer manner, the question can be
posed as: does small deviation in cosmological kinematics also imply small deviation in cosmological dynamics?

3 For some discussion about this important conceptual point, the reader is referred to the discussion around Eq.(8) of Ref.[58] and [40,
Sec.2].



III. BASICS OF f(Q) GRAVITY THEORY

In metric-affine theories, the affine connection can be decomposed into three distinct components as follows:

rh, =0, +K), +L,, (12)

where I‘fw is the Levi-Civita connection of the metric g,

2 = 36 Ougan + g — Osn) (13)
K* uv is the contorsion tensor

KAW = %g/\ﬁ (_TMBV - thﬂu + Tﬁw) ) (14)
and L* uv is the disformation tensor

LAy = %gw (=Qupv — Qupp + Qppuv) - (15)

It may be noted that the contorsion is constructed from the torsion tensor 7 uv Which is due to the anti-symmetric
nature of the connection i.e.

T =T, —T*,,. (16)
On the other hand, the disformation tensor is constructed from nonmetricity tensors as
Qpuv = Vpguw = Opguv — Fﬁp 9pv — F,l/i)p Gup - (17)
One may also defined curvature tensor of the connection as
Ry = 0,17, — 0,17 11y +T7 0T, —T7 3T, (18)

In analogy to the Ricci scalar obtained in GR due to the Levi-Civita connection, in nonmetrcity theory, one can
obtain the non-metricity scalar @) due to the affine connection Fﬁu which is defined as the trace of the non-metricity
tensor and given by [7]

Q = Qayupa’“j y (19)

where P, the non-metricity conjugate given by
P, = —ire (e " ! go 20
w =Ty ‘“’+1 Q" -Q guV_Z(MQV)a (20)

with Qo = Qauwg"”, Qn = Quuag”” as traces of the non-metricity tensor.
In this work, we consider an affine connection with vanishing curvature and torsion but a non-vanishing nonmetricity.
Under such connection, a generic non-metricity f(Q) theory was formulated whose action is given by [33, 61, 62]

5= [ a5 [11@)+ L] (21)

where £, is the matter Lagrangian density, g is the determinant of the metric g,,, and f(Q) is an arbitrary function
of the invariant non-metricity scalar Q. The particular case f(Q) = @ differs from Einstein-Hilbert action by only a
boundary term. Therefore, at the level of the field equation, they are equivalent formulations [5]. Hence, the theory
given by f(Q) = @ is called the Symmetric Teleparallel Equivalent of GR (henceforth STEGR in short).

Since the action (21) is constructed from the metric and the connection, so there are two equations of motion. One
of the equations of motion is due to variation with respect to the metric given by

1
FaGus + 590 (FaQ = £) + 2000V aQP 0, = T (22



where G, is the Einstein tensor and T}, is the energy-momentum tensor of matter. Here, fo = 0f/0Q, foq =
0 f/0Q".

Another equation of motion due to variation with respect to the connection is

V.V, (V=gfeP",) =0. (23)

Since, the matter Lagrangian is not coupled to the connection, the energy momentum tensor is separately conserved
ie. V,I" =0, here covariant derivative with respect to the Levi-Civita connection. On performing the Levi-Civita
covariant derivative of (22) and using Bianchi identity, one can obtain the connection equation (23) [63]. Thus, the
two equations of motion are related to each other.

Let us mention an important physical viability condition here which will be used extensively later on to put
constraints on the free parameters of the reconstructed f(Q). The effective gravitational constant % dictates how

the geometry responds to matter energy-momentum in f(Q) gravity. The situation fo < 0 may be interpreted as
anti-gravity. The borderline case fg = 0 implies infinite gravitational “constant” and corresponds to a singularity.
Hence, physically viable models should obey the requirement fg > 0 [64].

IV. FLRW COSMOLOGY IN f(Q) THEORY

In this work, we consider the most general forms of the metric and connection in the context of symmetric telleparallel
gravity, which are compatible with the cosmological principle on homogeneity and isotropy. The homogeneity and
isotropy nature is determined by the invariance of the metric and the connection with respect to the spatial rotational
and translational transformations. Mathematically, the condition is equivalent to the vanishing Lie derivatives of the
connection with respect to the Killing vectors corresponding to spatial rotations and translation [33].

A general form of spatially flat metric with homogeneous and isotropic condition is the FLRW metric given by

ds® = —dt* + a(t)? (dr? 4 12d6? + r?sin® 0d¢?) . (24)

The non-zero components of a general non-vanishing torsion, affine connection respecting homogeneity and isotropy
are [33]

I, =Cy, T, =Cy Tty =Cor? Ft¢¢ = Cyr?sin® 6,

F:’!‘ = C(3 7F50 =-r, F?q;qb = _TSinze ’

1
F?e = Csfgr = *,Fgw = —cosfsinb,

r
1
¢ _ ¢ _ ¢ _

Ft¢_CS7F¢T_;’F9¢__COt9’

where C1, Cs, C3 are purely temporal functions. Imposing a curvature free condition, the above affine connection has
three possible branches depending on the values of C7,Cs, Cs.
The first type of connection I'; corresponds to:

(Cla 027 03) = (’7? 07 O) .

The second type of connection I'y corresponds to

(Cy,Cs, C3) = <7+ }m) :

and the third type of connection I's corresponds to

(01702503) = <_za770> .

For details, the reader is referred to the paper [33].



V. COSMOLOGICAL FIELD EQUATIONS

To derive the cosmological field equations for the different branches of connections in f(Q) gravity, we follow the
conventions laid out in [34]. Specifically, we adopt the expression Q = —6H? for I';. In what follows, we write the

field equations for each set of connections:

e Branch 1 (I'y):

For the first branch, the nonmetricity scalar @ is related to the Hubble parameter H as:
Q= —6H?,
leading to the Friedmann and Raychaudhuri equations:
3H2fq + 5 (f ~ Qfa) = pm

d

92
dt

(Hig) ~3Hfq — 5 (f —~ Qfa) = 0.
e Branch 2 (T'5):

In this branch, the scalar @) acquires additional terms from the time-dependent function ~y(t):
Q= —6H” + 9vH + 37,
modifying the Friedmann and Raychaudhuri equations as:

31Qfeq _
9 Pm »

NQfeq _
2

3Hfq + 5 ( ~ Qo) +

28 (Hjq) ~ 8 fq — 5 (f ~ Qfa) +

0
dt ’

with an additional equation governing the evolution of @:
Q*fogq + (Q +3HQ) foq = 0.
e Branch 3 (T's):

For the third branch, @ depends on both the time-dependent function ~y(t) and the scale factor a(t):

3 33
Q=—6H?+ 3 H + 5,
with the corresponding Friedmann and Raychaudhuri equations:

 3vQfqq

1
BH”fo + 5 (f = Qfq) 5a2

= Pm >
2 (Hjg) 310 — (7 - Q1) + TH2 o,

2a?

Here, the equation for @ evolution is given by:

Q*foqq + {Q + (H + 23) Q] foq =0.

(25)

(26a)

(26b)

(27)

(28a)

(28b)

(30)

(31a)

(31b)

(32)



On the redefinition v — a2y *, the equations become
Q= 76H2 +9vH + 3%, (33a)
3Qfeq _

3o+ 5 (- Qfg) — 1 —p,,, (33b)

2% (Hg) ~3Hfq — 3 (f ~ Qo) + VQgQQ =0, (33¢)

Q*faqq + [Q + <5H + 27) Q] fae=0. (33d)
The energy conservation for pressureless matter reads as p = —3Hp and it can be separately integrated into

That the energy conservation equation remains the same as in GR is due to the fact that particles still follow geodesics
governed by the Levi-Civita connection [65, p.3].

VI. RECONSTRUCTING ACDM-MIMICKING f(Q) WITH I

For the connection T'y, it is possible to formulate a general reconstruction method for f(Q) gravity. By combining
Egs.(26a) and (26b), we obtain

d
H
2= (HQ) = —pm, (35)
which can be expressed in terms of the redshift z
pmo(1+ 2)?
o) = Lo (36)
Using the chain rule and noting that for T'y, Q = —6H? we can express fq as
f'(z
fo = S A - (37)

12H(2)H'(2)’
where a ’ denotes derivative with respect to z. If the background evolution H(z) is known, Eq.(36) can now be
integrated to obtain fg(z). With the relation (37), we can now integrate Eq.(36) to obtain
(1+2)*
H(z)

where A; is a constant of integration and we have used Q,,0 = gg% A second integration yields

F(2) = —18H20 H'(2) / dz + AVH'(2), (38)

f(2) = —18HZ Qo <H’(z) / %dz) dz+ A1H(z) + As, (39)

where A, is another constant of integration.
As an example, let us now investigate the case of a ACDM-like evolution (7). Then we have

129, 682,
f(z)=— O/H/ z)dz + At H ()—|—A2:_TO
1

H?*(2) + A1H(2) + Ay . (40)
Redefining 4 f — B, Ay — —2A, the reconstructed f(Q) takes the form

1@ =20+ 0Q+ 8=G. (a1)

Note that the reconstruction method does not impose any constraints on the sign of the coefficient § or the the
cosmological constant term A.

4 Essentially what we do is to redefine v — 4 = 2 ; since the dynamical connection function «(t) is a free function of time, we have this
freedom of redefinition.



A. Identifying the free parameters in the reconstructed f(Q) (I'1)

The way the reconstructed f(Q) is expressed in Eq.(41) may give one an impression that the reconstructed f(Q)
is characterized by four independent parameters (.0, c1, 3, A. However, this is not the case. In this subsection we
identify the free parameters of the reconstructed f(Q) (41).

For the reconstructed theory (41), writing the Friedmann equation (26a) at z =0

3HEQmo Qo A 2A ( 1+ qo )

- = Pm Av = - o172 = 512
e pmo + o 3H? 3H2 \1— 2¢9

(42)

° where at the last step we used the relation (10). One can get the same equation from the Raychaudhuri equation
(26b) as well, which is expected, since in the presence of a nondynamical connection like I'1, the Friedmann and the
Raychaudhuri equations are not independent, given the conservation of the energy-momentum tensor. For a particular
cosmological trajectory specified by a given value of ¢; (which delivers the observed value o), the above equation
determines the value of the matter abundance parameter €,,o in terms of the model parameter A. In other words, the
model parameter A, though not affecting the effective gravitational constant kg = i, actually determines the value

of the present day matter abundance §2,,,9. Alternatively, one can demand that the class of reconstructed f(Q) (41) to
deliver any preferred value of the present day matter abundance €2,,9 by suitably choosing the value of the model
parameter A.

Therefore the reconstructed f(Q) (41) is characterized by only two free model parameters, namely 8 and A, which
are related respectively to the effective gravitational coupling and the present day value of the matter abundance.
Taking into account the relation (10), the reconstructed f(Q) that reproduces the ACDM-like cosmic evolution (11)
can ultimately be expressed as

f(Q)2A+(A/Hg )me. (43)

1—2%

For the theory (43), the Friedmann equation is

A/H?

sz (A _ pmo(1+2)* +A. (44)
1—2qo

If we demand that at high redshift, GR acts as a cosmological past attractor for the theory, then the relation 3H? ~ p,,

must hold at high redshift, which demands setting the value of the model parameter A as A = HZ(1 — 2qp). In that

case we have the following identification

(520 0} = {30+ @) 31 2m) | (45)

where we have defined Qg = ﬁ For this particular case, the model parameter A as well as the present day matter
0

abundance €,,9 is completely determined in terms of a single quantity, namely the cosmographic parameter gy, whose
value can be estimated in a model-independent manner from cosmographic data sets. 3 is the only free parameter in
the reconstructed theory that could not be determined in terms of ¢q.

Note that, setting A = HZ(1 — 2qp) is not necessary a-priori as long as obtaining a particular ACDM-like solution
giving rise to the required value of go (see (11)) is concerned. The requirement A = H3(1 —2qg) comes from demanding
that GR acts as a past cosmological attractor. If we do, however, set A = HZ(1 — 2qp), then the reconstructed f(Q)
(43) simplifies to

£(Q) = —2H2(1 - 2q0) + Q + Bv/~Q. (46)

The above f(Q) admits the ACDM solution (11) with the present day value of the deceleration parameter qg, as well
as admits GR (more precisely, STEGR) as the cosmological past attractor.

One might wonder if successive derivatives of the Raychaudhuri equation might give rise to a new constraint that
help us determine 8. But this is not the case. Since Raychaudhuri equation is identically satisfied by the reconstructed
f(Q) (43) for all z, all it’s successive derivatives are satisfied as well. § is truly a free parameter.

5 Even though the Friedmann equation at z = 0 (42) looks very close to that in GR, in general it is different from GR. This is because in
general one cannot naively set €,,0 = c1, as neither of them are the free parameters as we have shown in this section.
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B. Constraints on the free model parameters of the reconstructed f(Q) (I'1)

Now that we have identified the free model parameters in the reconstructed f(Q) (43), namely 8 and A, in this
subsection we try to find possible constraints they need to satisfy.
e Eq.(42) pins down the sign of the model parameter A. Since gg ~ —0.55 and 0 < Q,,,0 < 1,

A 3 /1-2g
< —=5< = . 47
HZ 2<1+(J0> (47)

e One must have fg > 0, otherwise the effective gravitational constant would be negative [64]. Substituting the
explicit form of f(Q) gives the condition

— > , o = <2v6
a1 2V/6H Hy 1—2q9

h(z) Vz. (48)

where in the last step we have used Eqgs.(42) and (10). This, however, does not pin down the sign of 3.

e One has the following two conditions coming from the Friedmann and the Raychaudhuri equation (26a) and
(26D)

p

I —2Qfq=2pm >0, fQ+2QfQQ:W71n+q)>O~ (49)

However, taking into account (10) and (42), one can check that these equations are satisfied. Therefore, they do
not put any additional constraint on the free model parameters.

C. Effective gravitational coupling in the reconstructed f(Q) (I'1)

Lets us consider the f(Q) in Eq.(46). The effective gravitational constant is ke = % b with

8, _B/Hy
2v/-Q 2\/6h(z)

Now, suppose we consider the f(Q) theory that reproduces the ACDM-like cosmology with go = —0.55, which
corresponds to ¢; = 0.3. Because we have chosen the f(Q) form from Eq.(46), this also implies from (45) that
{0, 20} = {0.3,0.7}. Amazingly, we have arrived at the same value of 2,0 and Q¢ even without the underlying
theory being GR. To respect the physical viability condition (48) for all values of z, one needs to enforce the following
condition on the model parameter

fo(z) =1~

(50)

LR 2V6 hnin = 2V/6 x 0.7 ~ 3.43. (51)

0
For various values of the model parameter 5 (taken from [17]), all of which satisfy the above mentioned condition, we
show in Fig.1 the evolution of the effective gravitational constant, along with that for the actual General Relativistic
ACDM model. It is possible to constrain the quantity keg — 1 at z = 0 using astrophysical datasets, which is expected
to put some constraints on the model parameter f3.

D. Stability of a solution in the reconstructed f(Q) for I'y

In general, a solution H () is characterized by a phase trajectory in the phase space, whereas fixed points characterize
the asymptotic states of the solutions that are interpreted as cosmological epochs. For example, in the ACDM phase
space, ACDM solutions are trajectories, whereas matter and A-dominated phases are fixed points (see [66, Fig.2]). In

6 kef = 87Geg = %. Since we are working in the geometrized unit system, keg = %
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Kefr—1

1+z

FIG. 1: Evolution of kegr for the 1-parameter family of reconstructed f(Q) (46) that reproduces a ACDM-like cosmic evolution (11) for the
connection I'y. The evolution shows (STE)GR as a cosmological past attractor.

this section, following the idea of [67, 68], we analyze the stability of the ACDM cosmological solution as a whole
against small homogeneous and isotropic perturbations.
Eq.(26b) can be written as

. . 1
2H fq — 24HH* foq + 6H fo + 5 = 0. (52)
For a given f(Q), this is a differential equation in H(t). Consider any given solution of this equation H(t), and take a
homogeneous and isotropic perturbation around it: H(t) — H(t) + 6 H(t). Substitute it back to the above equation.
Keeping terms of only linear order we get (keep in mind that Q = —6H? = 6Q = —12HJH)
SH 4+ XNQ)SH =0. (53)

where

- foq —4H* fooq sfoq + 3Qf0q
ANQ) = 3H — 36HII g3I9Q T 3%J0QQ 54
@ fo —12H? foq fo +2Qfqq (54)

A(Q) determines the stability of the given solution H (t). For stability of this solution with respect to small homogeneous
and isotropic perturbations, one needs A\(Q) > 0.
Consider, now, the theory given by Eq.(43). For this theory, we have

= 3H +36(1 + q)

NQ) =3H, (55)

which is always positive for an expanding cosmology. This implies that within the theory (43), any expanding
cosmological solution, ACDM-like solution included, is always stable’. If we start with a particular trajectory and
move to a neighboring trajectory in its vicinity by a small homogeneous and isotropic perturbation at any point during
its course of evolution, the new trajectory will show the same qualitative behavior (notably, the same past and future
attractor) as the original trajectory we started with.

E. Robustness of the reconstructed f(Q) against slight deviation from the condition j =1

Building upon our discussion from Sect.Il, we will now demonstrate explicitly the robustness of our reconstructed
f(Q) in the framework of I'y, by investigating the a slightly more general scenario j = 1 + ¢ = const. for “small” e.
This will be done by checking explicitly that there exists a smooth matching between the non-metricity function @) and

7 Even though we reconstructed the theory (43) starting from the ACDM-like evolution, the theory can in principle admit as a solution not
only the ACDM-like evolution but many other different kinds of evolution.
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the reconstructed f(Q) for the “almost ACDM” case to their exactly ACDM-mimicking counterpart®. The smoothness

of the non-metricity directly follows from that of the Hubble rate via (25), and it reads as

2e[(2® + 322 + 32 + 2)c1 — 1]
3

Next, for assessing the Raychaudhuri equation (26b), we recall the deceleration function (5) for the cosmic rate
reconstructed from a general constant jerk, where we should also use (34), and re-write the redshift by using the
Friedmann equation (26a) with the conservation of dark matter, that is

(1+2) = (pm)l/g = <f_2QfQ>1/3 . (57)

Pmo 2me

Q= —6H?= —6Hicpy + In(1+2) +O(e?). (56)

Then, from the Raychaudhuri equation

Q
2H*(1+q)fq — 24(1 + q)H" foq — g ~Qfe=0 = S{+9(fo+2Qfeq)+ g - Qfg=0, (58)
we can obtain the following closed-form differential equation for the reconstruction of the theory f(Q):
k1 Q —2Qfo\""*
21— et~ ki (L3222) 7 g +20700) + § — Q0 =0. (59)
This equation can be recast in terms of the deviation ¢ from the exact ACDM-like jerk parameter
1 9+8¢
3+ v9+ 8¢ -2 278
%4'(1—01)\/94‘851{3 <f2p6ifQ> (fQ“‘QQfQQ)“‘g_QfQ:O- (60)

The non-linear nature of the above equation and its dependence on the value of the jerk parameter j = 1 + ¢ should be
appreciated. It allows for an explicit confirmation that it consistently reproduces the case ¢ = 0 with

1@ =20+ 2209 + 5V (61)

which is basically what we obtained in Eq.(41). By plugging the latter into the reconstruction differential equation
(60) which holds for a general constant j, we obtain

1 \/T8e

1-— o oQ 2 3Q VvI+38
VO F 8 Qo [ ——CL) (22 - 20 _ 0 8mog2 (VIFEE 1) 30, —0. (62)

1 c1 Qo 2 ¢ 3
For |e| < 1, linearizing the left hand side of the above equation with respect to e, we arrive at the following condition
20, h  Q
O{(l—cl)(Q—ln—A0>—h2}6+0(52)z0. (63)
3¢t C1 m0

Taking into consideration the expression (7), the relations (10) and (42), the above condition can be expressed as
1 2
[3(1 —2q0)(1 —In(1 + 2)) — 5(1 +qo)(1+ 2)3] e+0(?) ~0. (64)

For the term linear in e, the quantity inside the square bracket is regular for —1 < z < co. Therefore the term
as a whole remains small, of the order O(g). Hence, the reconstruction solution (41) for j = 1 “almost solves” the
reconstruction differential equation for a constant j = 1 + ¢ for any redshift —1 < z < oo. Hence, we conclude that our
reconstructed LCDM-like f(Q) (41) holds within small observational error in the astrophysical estimate of j, and that
“almost ACDM” can be achieved by “almost the same f(Q)”.

Note that, we could not have inferred the same if the quantity inside the square bracket was divergent at any redshift
within the range —1 < z < 0o. Also, one can consider more accurate variation in the astrophysical estimate of the jerk
parameter e.g. j(z) = 1+¢(z) (e.g. see [43]) or j(z) = 1 +eq(z), which also characterize an “almost ACDM” evolution.
Such deviations are not considered here.

8 For the case of T'1, the dynamical connection function is always set to zero as a geometrical property while constructing the f(Q) theory:
this applies regardless of the cosmic history and consequently a variation on the astrophysical value of the jerk does not bear any
consequence on it. For the case of I'o which we will consider in the next section, the smooth matching of the dynamical connection
function will also have to be taken into consideration, allowing for potential discrimination between the two scenarios.
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VII. RECONSTRUCTING ACDM-MIMICKING f(Q) WITH I';

For I's, we were not able to formulate a generic reconstruction method unlike the I'y case. Fortunately, we could
perform the analytical reconstruction for the ACDM-like background evolution. Eq.(29) can be written as

0 = % (QfQQ) +3H(Qfqq) = % (fé) +3H fq

d*fq dfq
p7D +3 7 0 (65)
Eq.(65) can be integrated for any generic cosmic history as [38, Eq.(17)]
dfo _ ., 5 dfg _ (1+2)° _ /(1+Z)2d2
e Ca™", 5 = C T folz) =-C ) + D, (66)

where C is a dimensionful integration constant and D is a dimensionless integration constant. From the second equality

above, we see that the sign of the integration constant C' determines how the effective gravitational coupling keg = %

evolves with time in an expanding universe. A positive (negative) C' implies that the effective gravitational coupling
decreases (increases) with time”.

Now, we try to reconstruct the ACDM-mimicking f(Q) for I's. Therefore, in whatever follows in this section, H
actually refers to the ACDM-like H(z) as given in (7), unless stated otherwise explicitly'’. Then we get

2 2
fo2) =D — = \/er(z+ 1P+ (1—c1) = D — —h(2), (67)
3¢y 3¢
where we have defined ¢ = HQO, which is now dimensionless. Taking the sum of (28a) and (28b):
. d
31Qfeq = pm =22, (foH) =0, (68)
that can be re-written as
: d
37fq = pm — 2. (foH) = 0. (69)
Now use the conservation for dust and the result for the reconstruction from (67):
4 v Der 2¢ h 3
“h—— —— | —— —3Qno(1 =0. 70
<3 H() C >61 HO 0( +Z) ( )
For the time derivative of the Hubble function we use
h dh/dz 3ci(1+2)3
— = (=h)1 = — . 71
= b+ ; ()
Consequently, we reconstruct
Y 4 Qo Dey
— =-h4+ — - — 72
Hy 3 c c (72)
Therefore
=20 (142 =2(1—¢; — h?). (73)
Hy
Inserting the above equations into Eq.(29), we get
Q 2 v ¥
= _ _6h L hag
2 6h° + 9H0 + 3H§

4 Qn
= —6h2+9h<3h+C()—Dccl>+6(1—cl—h2)

= 6(1 — Cl) + % (QmO — ClD) . (74)

9 C = 0 gives a constant effective gravitational coupling, which can be reduced to GR with a constant rescaling of the metric.
10 When there is a scope of confusion, we will specify the ACDM-like H as Hacpm-
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Thus, both the reconstructed ACDM-like dynamical connection function and non-metricity for I'; are linear in the
Hubble parameter and monotonically increasing with respect to the redshift. Having in mind the previously established
negativity of the constant ¢, we also understand that they are both allowed to vanish at some cosmic epoch as
well as possibly switch their sign. For the nonmetricity, this constitutes a sharp difference than its behavior for I'y,
which is negative all along the comic history by construction (25), and may provide a viable astrophysical route for
discriminating among these scenarios. Next, using Eq.(67) we get

af 2c?
ol D+ 31 (o — 1 D) {6(1 —c)— HS} , (75)

which allows us to ultimately reconstruct the ACDM-mimicking f(Q) theory for the connection I'y

B 4 62(1 701) C2 2
fQ)=—2A+ <D + 9 ¢1(Qmo — C1D)> 271 Qo — ClD)Hon .

(76)

Screening mechanisms are likely to kill the effects of the cosmological constant A on galactic length scales, in which
context therefore our reconstructed theory is of quadratic nature, constituting a realistic and healthy model [69,
Eq.(13)].

A. Identifying the free parameters in the reconstructed f(Q) (I'2)

The way the reconstructed f(Q) is expressed in Eq.(76) may give an impression that the reconstructed f(Q) is
characterized by five independent parameters 2,0, ¢1,¢, D, A (Hy is not a “free” parameter as it is obtained from data
in a model-independent way). However this is not the case. In this subsection we identify the free parameters of the
reconstructed f(Q) (76).

Eqgs.(28a) and (28b) can be combined such that «y is eliminated. In the resulting equation, using the reconstructed
form of various quantities from Eqs.(67), (72), (73), (74), (75), as well as the ACDM-like evolution (7), after some
steps of straightforward manipulations, we arrive at the following expression, which is, surprisingly, independent of the
redshift z:

4 (1= ¢1)> 432D (=3(1 — ¢1) D +2)) — 661 A0 + 9 (1 — 1) (no)> = 0, (77)

where A = A/H2. The same equation can be obtained by evaluating the Friedmann equation (28a) at z = 0. The
above equation can be solved for €,

2 1+qo 2 A 2
Qo = A + 201+ q0)? —D) =<1 -2, 78
e 3% ra? (g - D) - G0 2m) (78)

where at the last step we have used the relation (10). For a particular cosmological trajectory specified by a given value
of ¢; (which delivers the observed value qp), Eq.(78) determines the value of the matter abundance parameter €2,,,0
in terms of the model parameters A, ¢, D. The model parameter A, although not affecting the effective gravitational
constant Keg = %, contributes towards determining the value of the present day matter abundance €,,0 via Eq.(78).
Alternatively, one can demand that the class of reconstructed f(Q) (76) to deliver any preferred value of the present
day matter abundance €,,0 by suitably choosing the values of the free model parameters A, ¢, D that satisfy Eq.(77).
Therefore the reconstructed f(Q) (76) is characterized by three free model parameters, namely ¢, D and A. Taking
into account the relation (10), the reconstructed f(Q) that reproduces the ACDM-like cosmic evolution (11) can
ultimately be expressed as

1@ =2+ (045 (7550 (=3 w9)| @ [srwi0ms s rwm | @

with Q,,,0 given by Eq.(78). This clearly shows that the reconstructed f(Q) is a 3-parameter model; the free parameters
being A, ¢, D.

The parameter D is actually related to the redshift z, at which the reconstructed f(Q) coincides with STEGR.
Supposing that fg(z.) =1 at some redshift z,, we get from Eq.(67)

p1_2d, (80)

*
301
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where h, = h(z.). Therefore, instead of D, z. (or equivalently h,) can also be used as a free parameter of the
reconstructed f(Q)) model.

One may wonder, and justifiably so, what is the meaning of the two “branches” of €2,,9 given by the ‘+’ sign in
Eq.(78). Since A, ¢, D are free parameters, it is possible for both branches to produce a physically consistent value of
Qmo € (0,1) for some range of values of the parameters A, ¢, D. This particular question demands some explanation.
Applying Eq.(80) to Eq.(72), we get

o 4h 2h*+Qm0_Cl
Ho_ 3 3 C '

(81)

Eq.(81) shows that the different value of §2,,,9 leads to different constant term in the expression for v/Hy. Inserting D
from Eq.(80) into Eq.(74), we get

:6ﬂ—cr%mm)—wmmw_cﬁ:6ﬂ—cﬁ—h<

]

9(Qm0 — 01)

]

H—g + 6h*) , (82)
which shows that  always varies with h linearly, but with different rates for different values of €2,,9. In other words,
different value of €,,q, can lead to the same kinematic ACDM evolution, while different quantitative evolution of
Q=)™

Since A, ¢, D are free parameters of the reconstructed f(Q) (79), we have some freedom to choose them. Let us
consider the parameter choice

3(1- D)% (1 2
A=1-2g, 2= 11§%+%). (83)

It can be verified by straightforward substitution in Eq.(78) that the above parameter choice yields a unique value
for Qmo; Qmo = %(1 + qo) = ¢1. The particular choice of the model parameters in Eq.(83) gives us back the same
identification as in Eq.(45)

{Qmo, o} = {§(1 +qo0), %(1 - 21]0)} ~ (84)

Moreover, it can be checked that the choice (83) also make the coefficient of the linear term in the reconstructed f(Q)
(79) unity, so that the reconstructed f(Q) is of the form f(Q) = —2A + Q + F(Q) with F(Q) o« —Q?. Indeed, in many
works found in the literature f(Q) is indeed taken in the form f(Q) = @ + F(Q) [16-18, 38, 70], to make it explicit
that at some limit the f(Q) matches with the STEGR with the correct Newtonian gravitational constant *?. For the
parameter choice (83), the reconstructed f(Q) (79) simplifies to

1 1-D
=—2H3(1-2 - — ) Q% 85
1Q) =230~ 2a0) + @ g7 (=50 ) @ (55)
The above f(Q) is a 1-parameter f(Q) model, parametrized by the single model parameter D, that admits the ACDM
solution (11) with the present day value of the deceleration parameter ¢ for the connection branch T's.

B. Constraints on the model parameters of the reconstructed f(Q) (I'2)

Now that we have identified the free model parameters in the reconstructed f(Q) (79), namely A, ¢, D, in this
subsection we find the range of values of the parameters for which fg can be unity at some particular redshift z = z, > 0
and fg is always positive. The requirement that fo(z.) = 1 at some redshift z, > 0 is a “desirable” physical demand
ensuring that the reconstructed theory coincides with STEGR at some point in the past, although not strictly necessary
if just reconstructing a ACDM-like background evolution is concerned. Beyond the cutoff redshift z,, there is no point
of considering a modified gravity anymore. In other words, we say that the effect of gravity modification becomes
apparent only after the cutoff redshift z = z,. The condition fg(z) > 0 ensures the positivity of effective gravitational
coupling.

1 Different values of Q0 implies different rate of evolution for Q(z), which may lead to different values of Qy, at high redshift.
12 Again, we remind, we are using a geometrized unit system with x = 87G =1
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e Firstly, we note from Eq.(67)'? that if C' > 0, then f¢ definitely becomes negative at some redshift irrespective of
the value of D. To ensure that fo > 0 for all redshift, we demand that C' < 0, so that Eq.(67) can be written as

2|c|
301

fo=-—h+D. (86)

where we remind that ¢ = C/Hy. Since h(z) is a monotonically increasing function of z for a ACDM-like evolution
(Eq.(11)), hs = h(z+) > h(z = 0) = 1. This gives an upper bound on D

2l
D<1- 87
30, (87)

e Inserting D from Eq.(80) into Eq.(86), we get
2lc
fo=1+2(—n.). (59
It follows from Eq.(88) that fo = 0 when

301

h=h,——. 89

Hence, fo will never vanish for h > 0 if h in the left-hand-side of the above equation is negative or zero, yielding
the condition

301
— > hy .
2 20 (90)

The above condition, in conjunction with Eq.(80), implies
D=0, (91)
which is a lower bound on D.

e Combining (87) and (91), we get the following bound on the model parameters

Cl

c<0, 0<D<1- (92)
If one trades D for z, to be the free parameter, then one can instead write from Eq.(90) the following bounds on
the model parameters ¢, z,

361 361

= "ahg S¢<0 (93)

Note that, fo(z) > 0 can be directly verified from the positivity of D, or by substituting (90) into (88). The
bound (92) or (93) ensure both fg(z) > 0 for all z and coincidence with STEGR at some z, in the past.

e As of now no bound has been given on the model parameter A. Note that the relation (78) is of the form
Qo = Qmo(A, ¢, D). The condition for a real valued €,,o puts the following constraint on A.

A
HE(1 - 2q0)

D‘ > |c| 1—2qo 2|C|\/ﬁ (94)

“14+qo 3 3c1

The condition 0 < ,,0 < 1 puts a further bound on A. However, its form is complicated and we deem in not
necessary to write down the explicit inequality here. The point we make here is that, given a choice of values of
the parameters ¢ and D according to (92), the choice of the free parameter A is not completely arbitrary. It is to
be chosen such that one gets a real valued ¢ from Eq.(78) and that 0 < Q0 < 1.

13 To play with , we have made use of the simpler expression (67): = D — =2 h. We could have also determined from the
y Q Q T Q

3c

2
reconstructed f(Q) (79), which gives fo = D+ % 61(?27("101661.1)[)) 2761(92752 D) H2 Using the expression of @ along a ACDM trajectory

(74), we see that the two expressions for fg are in fact equivalent.
4 Hy and qo are not a model parameters as they are obtained from cosmographic datasets in a model-independent manner.
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e Let us see what the above bounds imply for the simpler 1-parameter reconstructed f(Q) (85). Firstly, for this
choice one has Q,,9 = %(1 + qo) with go &~ —0.55; see Eq.(84). So, the condition 0 < Q,,0 < 1 is automatically
satisfied.

Substituting D from Eq.(80) into the expression for ¢ in Eq.(83)
3 2 1

1= R p—
1—2qo 1—q

h?. (95)

*

Since ¢; < 1, hy = h(z,) > 1 for any z, > 0, meaning the right hand side of the above equation is always > 1. In
that case, clearly the above equality can never be satisfied. This suggests that the value of ¢ from Eq.(83) is not
compatible with the value of D in Eq.(80). Physically, it means that at no point in the past the reconstructed
£(Q) (85) coincides with STEGR. However, the above equation can be satisfied if h, = h(z.) < 1, which can be
achieved when z,. < 0. In the latter case the reconstructed f(Q) (85) may coincide with STEGR at some point
in the future.

C. Effective gravitational coupling in the reconstructed f(Q) (I'2)

Let us first consider the 1-parameter reconstructed f(Q) in Eq.(85). The effective gravitational constant is keg = %

with
1/1-D\ Q
fQ—1_2(1—2q0>H§' (96)

with h% given from Eq.(74). Taking into account the relations (10), (83) and (84), as well as the bounds in (92), we

see that f(Q) can be written as
3
fo(z) =D+ 4/ o0 (1 - D)h(z). (97)

Since 0 < D < 1 (92), the reconstructed f(Q) asymptote to STEGR at z — —1 irrespective of whatever is the value of
D, implying that (STE)GR acts not as a past attractor but as a future attractor. This conclusion is in line with what
we observed at the last item of the previous subsection.

Suppose we consider one such f(Q) theory that reproduces the ACDM-like cosmology with g9 = —0.55, which
corresponds to ¢; = 0.3. Because we have chosen the f(Q) form from Eq.(85), this also implies from (84) that
{0, a0} = {0.3,0.7}. For four different values of D, the evolution of the effective gravitational constant is shown
in Fig.2(a), along with that for the actual General Relativistic ACDM model.

0.0

-0.2
Kett—1 -0.4 Keff—1
— D=0.2
—D=0.4
-06f _D=0.6
D=0.8 0
— /ICDM
080 05 10 15 20 25 30 30 05 10 15 20 25 3.0
1+z 1+z

(a) (b)

FIG. 2: (a) Evolution of kegr for the 1-parameter family of reconstructed f(Q) (85) that reproduces a ACDM-like cosmic evolution (11) for the
connection I's. The evolution shows STEGR as a cosmological future attractor. (b) Evolution of kg for the reconstructed f(Q) (79) that reproduces
a ACDM-like cosmic evolution (11) for the connection I'z. z, = 5 is chosen.
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We expect a matter dominated phase to be there at some high redshift. If the reconstructed f(Q) does not reduce to
STEGR around that redshift, there might be very different signatures coming from the analysis of matter perturbations.
This may potentially render the connection branch I's ultimately non-viable, even though it reproduces a ACDM-like
evolution with correct values of qg, 2mo.

Let us instead consider the generic reconstructed f(Q) (79), which is parametrized by three parameters A, ¢, D. In
general fo depends only on ¢ and D

fol:) =D = oohz). (98)

If one trades D for z, to be the free parameter, then one can write ((88))

c
1+qo

foz) =1 [h(2) = h(z.)] - (99)

We can choose any value of z, that we want, but must choose a value of ¢ satisfying the bound in (93) to ensure that
the reconstructed f(Q) coincides with STEGR at some high redshift, while also satisfying fgo(z) > 0 for all z. For
z« = b and different values of ¢, the evolution of the effective gravitational coupling is shown in Fig.2(b).

VIII. RECONSTRUCTING ACDM-MIMICKING f(Q) WITH I's

To reconstruct the ACDM-mimicking f(Q) for the case of I's, we had to ultimately resort to numerical analysis.
Eq.(33d) can be written as

d*fq ¥\ dfq
Hy27 )% _ 1
- +<5 + 7) @ o, (100)

which can be integrated to give

1 4
do _ C  do_ CU+2" (101)
dt ad~? dz v2H

Unlike the case of I'y, for the case of I's the time-derivative of fg depends on +, so that it can be integrated only if the
evolution of v is known. This brings in a lot of complications. The evolution equation for v can be obtain by firstly
combining Eqgs.(33b) and (33c¢) such that f is eliminated:

(y+2H)fo+2Hfo + pm =0. (102)
Using Eq.(101), Eq.(102) can be written as

C(1+ 2)5(y + 2H)
72

+2Hfo 4 pm =0. (103)

The expression for fg can be obtained by solving Eq.(103) as

C(1+2)°(y+2H) ++%pp,
fo = - )(72. )+ (104)
2v2H

Differentiating Eq.(103) with respect to time, and then inserting the expression for fo from Eq.(104) into the resulting
equation, we get

(14 2)543 (H n 3HH> pm +~C (1()HH2 T H (y . 4H) n QHH) 20 (H n 5HH> VAYCHH =0, (105)

We see that we have been able to obtain an evolution equation for ~y(z) that is decoupled from Q(z). Since
pm(2) = pmo(1 + 2)3, the above equation can be used to solve for v(z) once an H(z) is supplied. Once we know the
solution 7(z), Eqgs.(33a) and (104) can be used to solve for Q(z) and fo(z) respectively. One can, in principle, invert
the expression of Q(z) to solve for z(Q), substitute it back into the expression of fg(z) and get the reconstructed
fo(Q) = fo(2(Q)), which can then be integrated to obtain f(Q). Up to now, the relations we have derived are true
for any generic cosmic history H(z). Lets us now attempt the above exercise for a ACDM background. Therefore, in
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the rest of this section, unless stated otherwise explicitly, H, g etc corresponds to that of a ACDM-like evolution as
specified in Eq.(11).

At this point we impose the condition that the Universe undergoes a ACDM-like evolution (7), which corresponds
to 7 = 1. From the definition of the jerk parameter (2), we see that j = 1 implies H = —3HH. Substituting this,
Eq.(105) simplifies to

o (ﬁ FAH? — 4H) F292H + 44H = 0. (106)

Surprisingly, explicit dependence on redshift and the matter density is washed away once we fix the background
evolution to be ACDM-like. Also, for a ACDM-like evolution, we can write

H = ‘%mH&(l +2)° = —g[fﬂ —(1-ea)H, (107)

so that Eq.(106) becomes

 2H4? + (10H? = 6(1 — c1) HZ)y

1
v+4H (108)

Substituting Eq.(108) into Eq.(33a), we get

3(67(1 — c1)HZ — 8H® ++2H)

Q= —r: . (109)

Eq.(108), or equivalently Eq.(106) can be solved, at least numerically, for v(z) given the ACDM-like H(z) from
(11). Using the solution y(z) one can compute numerically Q(z) and fo(z) from Egs. (109) and (104). One can
then, in principle, invert @ = Q(z) to obtain z = z(Q) and substitute it back to the expression of fg(z) to obtain
fo(Q) = fo(2(Q)). Integrating that will give the ACDM-mimicking f(Q) for I's.

A. The system of equations for numerical reconstruction and the initial conditions

For the purpose of numerical reconstruction, in proves to be useful to write the equations in terms of the following
dimensionless quantities

Q C

Q=-%, = —, N =lna. (110)
H? 3

xr =

e
H Y
In terms of the above variables, Egs. (104), (106) and (109) can be written as

fo = @2 +2)° +3ha*(1+ 2) g (111)
Q = 3ha? (c; + h2 — 1) ’

dx (=14 q)x — 4]

AN x+4 ’ (112)
- 3[(2—4q)z +2® 8]
Q = p : (113)

Next, we need to specify the initial conditions, which we set by considering the reasonable assumption that the
physics of gravity do not deviate much from GR during the matter dominated epoch, which occurs at high redshift;
any modification of gravity becomes apparent at late time to drive cosmic acceleration. Then one can write

Qumo(1+ 2)> =~ h2(2) ~ ¢ (1 + 2)3. (114)

In the above, the first equality comes from the fact that during the matter dominated epoch the physics of gravity
is approximately GR so that the approximate equality 3H? = p,, holds. The second equality comes from the fact

15 Again, if there is a scope of confusion, we will specify the dynamical quantities corresponding to the ACDM-like evolution with a subscript
ACDM.
16 Readers are advised to take note of the difference in the definition of the dimensionless parameter ¢ between the cases I's and I's.
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that it occurs at high redshift. This gives rise to the identification ., = ¢;. The cosmic evolution during a matter
dominated epoch in GR is characterized by the cosmographic condition ¢ = 1/2, or equivalently H = —3H?/2. Let us
assume that the reconstructed f(Q) exactly coincides with STEGR at a redshift z = z, > 0 during this epoch, so that
fo(zs) = 1. Setting fo =1, Eq.(111) gives

x~ =2, at zz. (115)
Inserting = —2 into Eq.(113), we get
Q~—6, at z~z,. (116)

Egs. (115) and (116) will be used to define the initial conditions during matter dominated epoch in the following
analysis.

B. Identifying the free parameters in the reconstructed f(Q) (I's)

Up to this point, we already have two model parameters €2,,0 and C' in our analysis. Since we have to resort to
numerical integration ultimately, we have to set the initial conditions at some redshift value z,, which acts as another
free model parameter'”. Since our approach involves numerically finding Q(z) and fg(2), inverting Q(2) to find 2(Q)
and substituting it back to the expression of fg(z) to obtain fg(Q), we need to ultimately perform an integration to
obtain f(Q). This integration will produce the cosmological constant term —2A, which is another model parameter.
So, there appears to be a total of four model parameters A, ¢, z4, Q0. However, not all of them are independent. One
can combine Eqs.(33b) and (33c) such that v is eliminated, yielding

(1+2)7°9 [f (6H + 61 — Q) + f + pm] +6CH = 0. (117)
In terms of the variable x = %, the above equation can be written as

6c(1+ z)°
hx?
Eq.(118), evaluated at z = 0, puts a constraint between the model parameters A, ¢, z., 2,0, which can be used to

determine €,,0 in terms of of the other three. Therefore, ultimately, the reconstructed f(Q) for the case of I's is in
general parametrized by three model parameters just like in the case for I's. The free model parameters are A, ¢, z,.

f=- + foh®(6¢ + Q) = 3(1 + 2)* Qo - (118)

C. Approximate analytic reconstruction during the matter dominated epoch

It is difficult to analytically solve the system of equations (104), (112), (113) and obtain an analytic function f(Q)
valid for all z, precisely because of which we will go for a numerical reconstruction. However, before moving on to that,
let us consider the solutions around the vicinity of the redshift z = z,, while allowing for some deviations from GR (i.e.
¢1 is not necessarily equal to ,,,0). It happens that we can reconstruct an approximate analytical f(Q) during this
epoch. The redshift z = z, is typically considered in a high enough redshift epoch so that one can safely approximate

RrPxc(142)?° = g==. (119)

Setting ¢ = 1/2, Eq.(112) becomes

dx xz(z +8)
=7 12
dN 2z + 8 (120)

This differential equation can be solved analytically, and the solutions are
€3
x(a) = —4+4/16 + —=. (121)
a

17 The situation is parallel to the case of I'2, where we have mentioned that z. can also be used instead of D as the independent model
parameter.
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The constant of integration ¢z can be determined by setting x(z,) = —2 according to Eq.(115). Hence, we get

1+ 2
=—4+24/4-3 122
v(z) = —4+2 /43 (122)

where the plus sign in Eq.(121) is chosen to match with Eq.(115). It can be seen that this solution becomes imaginary
for z > $(1+42,). At 2 = 1(1+4z,), we have = —4 and consequently dz/dN — oo according to Eq.(120). For
g =1/2, Eq.(113) becomes

- 3(a?-38)
= 7 123
@ z+4 (123)
which shows that @) — co at x = —4. This blowing up of dz/dN and @ is confirmed in numerical integration later on.

Hence, the evolution of the system has a singularity during matter dominated epoch at the redshift z = %(1 +4z,).
Hence, an inherent assumption in our subsequent reconstruction attempt is that the matter dominated epoch starts
after the redshift value z < £(1 + 4z,)'%.

According to Eq.(111), it is possible for fg to vanish for some value of 2 and some values of the parameters ¢ and
Q0. To find a range of parameter such that fo never vanish within the interval > —4, first we compute the value of
x that makes fg vanish:

3/2

4 24c1h 24¢
Tp = —— 11\/1f>, = ~ 220 124
0 y( y VE AT S oA (124)

The last equality in the definition of y comes from Eq.(119). To ensure that fo never vanish for real x, one must
demand y > 1, which places the following bounds on ¢

24c5/2 ( 1 ) 12v/3c32
c< Vze [0,=(1 +4z, =>e< 1 125
N gl +dz) Ve (125)

To avoid a singularity of z, we analyze the solution near z = z,. Expanding Eq.(122) around z = z,, we get
31+ 2)
~1l-—". 126
x T (126)
Inserting Eq.(122) into Eq.(123) and expanding the resulting expression around z = z,, we get
3(1+2)

~3H2(1- "2 127
Q ~ 31 ( s ) , (127)

where H, = H(z.). The expression for fgo can be obtained by substituting Eq.(122) into Eq.(111) yielding fo around
2= 2, as

. C-z)0+2)
fo~1 1) ; (128)

Using Egs. (128) and (127), we can write

C(1+2) (6 (H)? + Q)

fo~1+ 36 (1.)° : (129)
which can be integrated as
R CQ(1+=) (12(H.) +Q)
~ _ 1
f@Q)~—2A+Q+ 2 L) , (130)

18 In fact, this singularity can possibly be avoided in a more realistic scenario involving radiation, provided the transition from radiation to
matter domination occurs at a redshift z < %(1 + 4dzy).
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where A is the constant of integration. Inserting the above equations for x, Q and fg into Eq.(117) and evaluating at
Z = z4, We get

2AH,
(C— (1+2)5> 201+ 2,) +In(1+2,)] ~0, (131)
which can be satisfied when
2AH, A 12h,
(1 + Z*) Hj Yx

where y. = y(z.). This relation suggests that A relates to €,,0 through C and z,.

For the case of I'y, we had an integration constant D arising in the expression of fg, which we could later relate to
z«. Also for the case of I's we can have a similar integration constant D. To show this, we insert z from Eq.(126) into
Eq.(101), and perform an integration:

Cl+2)%(T(A+2)24220+2) —9) (14 2.)+7)

= — D 133
where D is the integration constant. Demanding that fo =1 at z = z,, we get
C (11 (1+2)2—18(1+2,) + 7) (1+2)°
D=1+ . (134)

16H3

For the case of T'a, where we could carry out the analytic reconstruction for the ACDM-mimicking f(Q), we could
express v and @ in terms of H (Egs.(72) and (74)). We can do the same here for the approximate reconstructed f(Q)
for I's in the vicinity of the matter-dominated epoch. For the sake of completeness we give the respective expressions
below. Since the matter dominated epoch occurs at a high redshift, h? ~ ¢1(1 + 2)? holds. From (122) and (123),
straightforward substitution yields

D. Numerical reconstruction

Let us now do the full numerical reconstruction, setting €2,,0 = ¢; = 0.3. We choose two values of z, for comparison:
zx = 20 and z, = 100. For the purpose of the numerical integration z is limited within the range (O, %(1 + 4z*)) to
avoid the singularity at z = $(1 4 4z,). The initial conditions are set according to Eqs.(115) and (116). The plots of
= 7 and Q= % vs z are shown in Figs.3(a) and 3(b). It follows from the plots that Q grows rapidly and changes

sign when x — —4.
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FIG. 3: Plots (a) and (b) shows the evolution of z = % and Q= % as functions of z as obtained by solving the equations (112) and (113) for

the parameter value ¢ = 0.1. The blue and the orange plots correspond to z. = 20 and z, = 100. The initial conditions are chosen according to
Eqs.(115) and (116).

To show that fg can vanish during cosmic evolution leading to a divergence of kg if ¢ is not properly chosen,
we numerically compute fg for two choices of the parameter c¢: ¢ = 0.1 and ¢ = 1. For our particular choice of the
parameter values 2,0 = ¢; = 0.3 and for both the cases z, = 20 and z, = 100, it can be checked that ¢ = 0.1 satisfies
the bound in Eq.(125), while ¢ = 1 doesn’t. Accordingly, the plots in Fig.4(a) show that fg can change sign from
positive to be negative when z > z, for the case of ¢ = 1. We show the plots for kg from z, to the present epoch in
Fig.4(b).
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FIG. 4: The plots for the fg and kegr = % as obtained from Eq.(111). To show that the model parameter ¢ should be properly chosen, we have

considered two values of ¢, ¢ = 0.1 and ¢ = 1 for each value of z.. The blue and the green plots represent the cases z, = 20. The orange and the red
plots represent the cases z. = 100. The blue and the orange plots represent the cases ¢ = 0.1. The green and the red lines represent the cases ¢ = 1.
For the latter case we can see that fg changes sign at some high redshift, corresponding to a discontinuity in Kegs.

Finally, the plots for f as functions of the redshift and @ are shown in Figs.5 and 6, respectively. For these plots, we
just consider the value ¢ = 0.1, which ensures the positivity of the effective gravitational coupling within the redshift
range considered.
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FIG. 5: The plots of f as a function of the redshift z for ¢ = 0.1 within the range z € (0, z.). The left panel shows the case of z, = 20, while the
right panel shows the case of z, = 100.
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FIG. 6: The plots of f as a function of @ for ¢ = 0.1. The left panel shows the case of z, = 20, while the right panel shows the case of z, = 100.

IX. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

It is well known that there are three symmetric teleparallel connection branches that respect homogeneity and isotropy
[33]. Most cosmological studies in f(Q) gravity have focused on the trivial connection branch I';, where Cartesian
coordinates serve as the coincidence gauge. Only in recent years have alternative connection branches garnered
significant attention. In this work, we explore the possibility of reproducing an exact ACDM-like background evolution
(11) within the framework of f(Q) gravity, considering each of the three connection branches individually. While this
question has been previously addressed for the trivial branch T’y in [32]—with which our results are consistent—we
extend the analysis to the two nontrivial branches. Furthermore, we carefully identify the free parameters of the
reconstructed f(Q) for each case and examine the possible constraints among these parameters. The key takeaways
from our reconstruction analysis are as follows:

e For the trivial connection TI'j, the general f(Q) theory that matches ACDM evolution is given by the
following 2-parameter family (43):

2
1@ =2+ (55 ) @+ 5v=a. (136)
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with 8 and the cosmological constant term A acting as the two free parameters. The physical viability condition,
fo > 0, imposes the following bounds on the free parameters:

A 3 [(1-2¢ B A/H?
0< — <= — < 2V6 h(z) Vz. 137
<H3<2(1+QO)’ Hy ~ \[1*2(]0 (2) v (137)

Demanding that STEGR acts as a cosmological past attractor simplifies the above to a 1-parameter family :
f(Q) = —2HZ(1—2¢) +Q + B/—-Q, Hﬁ < 2V6h(z) Vz. (138)
0

For the connection T, the general f(Q) theory matching ACDM evolution is given by the following
3-parameter family (79):

_ 1/1—-2q 2¢2 _ c? 9
JQ)=—2A+ {D N 3 ( 1+qo > <3Qm0 —2(1+ qo)D>] @ [6(1 + q0)(3mo — 2(1 + qo)D)H? @, (139)

with ¢, D and the cosmological constant term A acting as the three free parameters, and §2,,¢ given in terms of
the free parameters as (78). One can trade D for z, as a free parameter ((80)), z. being the redshift at which
the reconstructed f(Q) coincides with STEGR. The physical viability requirement fg > 0 for all z and the
physically desirable requirement that the reconstructed f(Q) coincides with STEGR at some point in the past
(i.e. z« > 0) is ensured by the following bounds on the free parameters :

3 2
© _.c0. o0<pD<1-2

TIEN) 2, <L (140)

With suitable parameter choices (83) it is possible to obtain a simpler 1-parameter family (85):

1 1-D
=—2H3(1 -2 - ——) Q% 141
1Q) =230 = 20) + @~ g7 (=50 ) @ (141)
However, this simpler family has the flaw that STEGR acts not as a cosmological past attractor, but rather as
a cosmological future attractor (fo(z — —1) = 1), as shown in section VII C. Such a theory will significantly
deviate from STEGR during the matter dominated epoch in the past, leading to a signature in the structure
formation scenario very different than observed.

For the connection I's, we were able to decouple the evolution equation for the dynamical connection for a
generic cosmic history (Eq.(105)) as well as for the ACDM-like evolution in particular (Eq.(108)). This enabled
us to perform a subsequent numerical reconstruction. The result of the numerical reconstruction is shown in
Fig.6. The reconstructed f(Q) is a 3-parameter family in general, as discussed in section VIII B, parametrized
by ¢, z. and the cosmological constant term A. An approximate analytic form of the reconstructed f(Q) during
the matter dominated epoch is given by (130):

Q1+ 2,)° (1212 + Q/H?)
72h3 ’

fQ)~ —2A+Q + he = h(z). (142)

By appropriately choosing the free parameters, it is possible to ensure the positivity of fg within the range
z € (0, z4) (see Fig.4(a)).

To alleviate the cosmological constant problem [3, 71], lately there have been proposals where the cosmological
constant term in the gravitational Lagrangian shows up as an integration constant, decoupled from the microphysics of
vacuum energy [72, 73]. Notably, the cosmological constant term also appears as an integration constant during the
reconstruction of ACDM-mimicking f(Q) gravity for all the three possible connection branches. In fact, one encounters
a similar situation while reconstructing the ACDM-mimicking f(R) gravity [28].

In the context of modified gravity theories, a very pertinent question is whether one can achieve an exactly ACDM-like
evolution with a vanishing cosmological constant term. If feasible, then one can attribute the observed late time cosmic
evolution solely to additional dynamical degrees of freedom coming the theory, and the cosmological constant issue
simply never arises. Our results are as follows:

e For the trivial connection T, this is not possible, as Eq. (42) indicates that A = 0 implies Q,,0 = 0.
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e For the connection T's, it is possible to set A = 0, provided the remaining model parameters ¢ and D satisfy
the following bounds:

3
262(1 — Cl) '

2 2
|c|<2< a ) A = <p < 2dr=a i+ (143)

1+vV1-¢ 3¢, 3c1

Here, the first bound is obtained by combining the inequalities (92) and (94) setting A = 0. The second bound is
obtained by combining the inequalities (94) and the requirement 0 < €,,0 < 1, using the expression of €, from
(78) and setting A = 0.

e For the connection T's, we were unable to derive an analytic form for the reconstructed f(Q) that reproduces
the full ACDM-like cosmic history. However, for the approximate reconstructed f(Q) (130), valid during the
matter-dominated epoch, we see that setting A = 0 results in C' = 0 (Eq. (131)), which reduces the reconstructed

£(Q) (130) to STEGR, f(Q) ~ Q.

Conclusively, we can say that only the nontrivial connection branch I's allows us to achieve an exactly ACDM-like
cosmic evolution without actually a cosmological constant term, thereby addressing the cosmological constant problem.
It is worth noting that we have specified the ACDM-like cosmic evolution as (Eq.(7))

maeon(z) = Va0 + P+ 0=l 1= 2(1+), (144)
instead of
hACDM(Z) = \/[Qmo(l + 2)3 + (1 — Qmo)] . (145)

While the identification €,,0 = ¢; = %(1 + go) holds for the actual General Relativistic ACDM model, it does not
generally apply to alternative late-time models. In particular, for our reconstructed f(Q) models, ;0 is expressed in
terms of the other free model parameters and the present-day cosmographic parameters as follows:

e For 'y (see (42)):

2A 1+q0
Qo = —— . 14
07 3H? (1—2q0 (146)
e For Ty (see (78)):
2 [ 1+4q 2 A 22
Qo = =\ + 240 2 —D) — = (1-2q). 14
o= (1) 3\/< ra? (g - D) - 50 2m) (147

e For I'z, Q2,0 is determined by solving the following equation(see (118)):
6c ~
Jo= 2t fQo(6g0 + Qo) — 3Qmo (148)
0

the subscript ‘0’ denoting present day values.

However, the converse is not always true. For example:

e For the case of T'1, demanding that STEGR acts as a cosmological past attractor for the reconstructed f(Q)
ultimately leads us to the condition £2,,0 = c1, even though the theory starts deviating from STEGR at lower
redshifts; see section VIA.

e For the case of T'y, employing the parameter choice of Eq.(83), we arrive at the 1-parameter reconstructed f(Q)
(85), which also produces Q,,0 = ¢1, while the gravity theory is still different from STEGR.

By combining CC+BAO+Pantheon+CMB data, and employing a Gaussian process, one can obtain a model-
independent estimate for gy typically as [43, Table 5] ¢ = —0.647 + 0.069. Similarly, combining CC+Type la
Supernovae+BAO+Redshift Space Distorsion data and employing a Gaussian process one can obtain a model-
independent estimate for €2, typically as 0.224 & 0.066 [74]. The quantity |c; — Qmol/Qmo =~ 5% gives an estimate
of the difference from the General Relativistic ACDM model according to a combination of different datasets. The
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difference between c¢; and ,,9 holds the potential of possible amelioration of the Hubble tension [59]. Our analysis
reveals that the connection branch I's exhibits greater phenomenological potential than I'y, as it can maintain
coincidence with STEGR at high redshifts without requiring ,,0 = c1.

Our work paves the way for reconstructing f(Q) theories from cosmological data for all three possible branches
of symmetric teleparallel homogeneous and isotropic connections. By assuming no coupling between the matter
Lagrangian and the connection, we simplify the equations by setting the hypermomentum to zero. However, in general,
there is no inherent physical motivation to neglect hypermomentum within the teleparallel framework. We hope
this work serves as a foundation for future efforts to reconstruct f(Q) models, either analytically or numerically, in
scenarios that include hypermomentum.

Our work paves the way for reconstructing f(Q) theories starting from a cosmology for all the three possible branches
of the symmetric teleparallel homogeneous and isotropic connections. We have not assumed any coupling between the
matter Lagrangian and the connection, leading to a vanishing hypermomentum, considerably simplifying the equations.
However, in general, though, there is no inherent physical motivation to ignore hypermomentum in a teleparallel
framework. We hope this work serves as a foundation for future efforts to reconstruct f(Q) models, either analytically
or numerically, in scenarios that include hypermomentum.

Finally, we emphasize that proving the existence of ACDM-mimicking modified gravity theories is not sufficient.
It is crucial to explore ways to distinguish ACDM-mimicking models from the actual ACDM model. While the
two scenarios may yield indistinguishable background evolution, differences will arise in the perturbation evolution.
Recently, a cosmographic approach was used to analyze perturbations in ACDM-mimicking f(R) models, identifying
distinctive signatures such as dispersion in the growth-index parameter [75]. A similar analysis should be extended to
ACDM-mimicking f(Q) models across all connection branches.

Open questions remain, such as whether an analytic reconstruction for I's is possible and how the inclusion of
hypermomentum might change the results. We leave them for future work.
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Appendix A: On the stability of the ACDM-like cosmic solution j(z) =1 in the reconstructed f(Q) (I'2)

In this section, we comment on the stability of the ACDM cosmological solution against small homogeneous and
isotropic perturbations for the reconstructed f(Q) for the case of T's. To this goal, we first take a time derivative of
the Raychaudhuri equation (28b). After quite a few steps of calculations we arrive at the following equation

2(H +9HH + 9H?) fo + 2(2H + 3H?) fooQ + 3(f — Qfo)H — fooQQ =0. (A1)

In deriving the above equation we have made use of the equation (29). Consider now a given solution H(t) of the
above equation, and take a homogeneous and isotropic perturbation around it: H(¢t) — H(t) + 6 H(t). We substitute it
back in the above equation as well as in Eq.(29). Keeping terms of only linear order we get

2fQ0H + (18H fo +4fqoQ)H + |18(1 — q)H? fo + 12foqHQ +3(f - QfQ)} oH
= —faq[2(1 — 2q)H? — Q16Q — [2(j — 6q + 2)H* faq +2(1 — 20/ H*Qfqqq — (Q + 3HQ) foq — QQfa0q)iQ
(A2)
fadQ + (2Qfaqq +3H fqQ)6Q + [Q*faae + (Q + 3HQ) faqldQ = —3QfoqdH . (A3)
For the particular 1-parameter reconstructed f(Q) (85) that reproduces the ACDM-like background evolution (11),
the above equations become
A(2)0H + B(2)0H + C(2)6H = D(2)0Q + £(2)0Q, (A4)
6Q +3H6Q = —3Q0H , (A5)
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(A6c)

where

Az) = 2 (D - ;CclhACDM(z)) , (AGa)

B(2) = [18hcom(2)D - 5 (7~ 2ascom () con(2)| Ho. (A6b)
_ Qacpm(z) 2 - 1

€(2) = 1501~ axcom () HReom(2) (1= G222 ) ~ oz HQacon () +3 (A + G —sm@heou ) -

D) = gy 2~ 20nemmi() Hopu(2) ~ Qacom ()] (A6d)

&(z) = 6(1—1c1)H§[2(3 — 6gacpm(2)) Hicpn (2) — (Qacom(2) + 3Hacom(2)Qacom(2))] - (AGe)

In the above, the subscript ‘ACDM’ implies that the respective dynamical quantities are calculated for ACDM-like
background evolution (11), ¢; = 2(1 + go) according to Eq.(10) and c is given by the equation (83).

We will not execute the full analysis here due to it’s computational complexity, but we will chalk out the schematics
of how one can proceed with it. Taking a time derivative of Eq.(37) and utilizing Eq.(A5), one can get the following
equation

ASH + (A + B)SH + (B + C)H + (C + 3DQ)JH = (D + & — 3DH)6Q + 5Q . (A7)
Eqs.(37) and (A7) can be solved to obtain
6Q = 6Q(6H,6H,0H,6H),  6Q = 6Q(6H,6H,6H,6H). (A8)
In particular, one can take another derivative of the expression for 6Q to obtain
6Q = 6Q(6H,6H,6H,0H,6H) . (A9)

One can then substitute the expressions for 6Q and 5@ thus obtained to Eq.(A5) to obtain a 4-th order homogeneous
ordinary differential equation for 0 H

(.)OH + (.)6H + (.)0H + (.)6H + (.)6H =0, (A10)

with the coefficients depending on background related dynamical quantities. The signs of the roots of the characteristic
polynomial of the above differential equation gives the stability of the ACDM cosmological solution with respect to
small homogeneous isotropic perturbations within the reconstructed f(Q) (85). In particular, for the solution to be
stable, all the roots must be negative.

Appendix B: Some comments regarding the dynamical connection function (I'2)

For any generic cosmic history H(z), in the context of the connection I'y, the inverse of the effective gravitational
coupling relates to the redshift via the Hubble rate as (66),

fo(z)=—=c(2)+ D, (B1)
where we have defined
9(z) = / “Zé))dz . (B2)

Qualitatively, we can conclude from (66) that fo(z) is a monotonic function of z for any cosmic history of the universe
(whether monotonically increasing or decreasing depends on the sign of the parameter ¢). The dynamical connection
function for any generic cosmic history H(z) can be expressed as [38, Eq.(29)]

2h(:)H'(2) [e [ % — D) L 2HG) | Onolly _ 20HH()fo() | 2HG) | OQwolly

(2 = 3c(1 + 2)? 3 ¢ 3c(1+ 2)? 3 c
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or

v 2c:(14q)h*(2) [cI(z) — D] | 2h(2) | Qmo 20 (1+ q(2)h2(2)fo(2) = 2h(2)  Qmo
Hy  3c(hdepy(2) — 1+ ) 3 T e 3c(hcpm(z) — 1+ 1) 3 T (B4)

For the Hubble rate corresponding to a generic constant jerk parameter throughout the entire comic history (Eq.(4)),
the relevant integral J(z) cannot be computed in a closed-form. We can nevertheless get a taste of the robustness of
the reconstructed ACDM-mimicking f(Q) within the range of astrophysical uncertainty for the observed jerk function
by noticing that

2(61 — 1)

H(z) = Hxcom(2) + Ho (hACDM(Z) i hacom(2)

3 ) In(1 + 2)e + O(e%), (B5)

and consequently
(1+ 2)2%dz / (142)%dz = / 9 ( 2(c1 — 1) ) 9
J(z) = = —— [ (1+=z h z)+ ——= | In(1 + 2)dz + O(e7),
( ) / h(z) hACDM(Z) 3 ( ) ACDM( ) hACDM(Z) ( ) ( )
_ 2hacpm(2) 2e 3/2 hacom(2)
= 301 + 5130, [30(1 ¢1)°/ arctan o

2 z) — e\ ?
- <2[15(1 — 1) — hicpm(2)] +9[6(1 — ¢1) — hicpm(2)] In (hACDM( )1+ 1) ) hACDM(Z)} +0(e%).

C1

(B6)

The deceleration parameter can be calculate similarly from Eq.(5).

The case of the dynamical connection is therefore richer than that of the effective coupling, potentially providing a
route for discriminating between different non-metrical models. In fact, its increasing/decreasing properties appear to
be sensitive in a non-trivial manner to the algebraic sign of € because the former addendum is the product of the three
functions —2/(1 + z)3 (negative and monotonically increasing), fo(z)/c (negative and monotonically decreasing, at
least in the limit D — 0), and (1 + q(2))h2(2) = c1k1 (1 + 2)** + (1 — ¢1)ka(1 + 2)*2 (monotonically increasing with its
algebraic sign depending on the value of k2), and also the properties of the second addendum depend on the sign of the
parameter ko. Our result (B4) constitutes the starting point for discriminating between different underlying models
since the reconstructed dynamical functions from astrophysical data indeed exhibit different qualitative behaviors [38].
Furthermore, the dynamical connection in turns determines the Riemann curvature entering the equation of geodesic
deviations [76], potentially bearing consequences on the propagation of gravitational wave signals [77]: identifying the
signature of the deperature from a ACDM-mimiking model, and specifically towards larger or smaller values of the
jerk function, on their spectra is left for future investigations.

[1] Adam G. Riess et al. Observational evidence from supernovae for an accelerating universe and a cosmological constant.
Astron. J., 116:1009-1038, 1998.

[2] S. Perlmutter et al. Measurements of  and A from 42 High Redshift Supernovae. Astrophys. J., 517:565-586, 1999.

[3] Steven Weinberg. The Cosmological Constant Problem. Rev. Mod. Phys., 61:1-23, 1989.

[4] L. Verde, T. Treu, and A. G. Riess. Tensions between the Early and the Late Universe. Nature Astron., 3:891, 2019.

[5] Jose Beltran Jiménez, Lavinia Heisenberg, and Tomi S. Koivisto. The Geometrical Trinity of Gravity. Universe, 5(7):173,

2019.

[6] R. Aldrovandi and J. G. Pereira. Teleparallelism: A New Way to Think the Gravitational Interaction. Ciencia Hoje, 55:32,
2015.

[7] Jose Beltran Jiménez, Lavinia Heisenberg, and Tomi Koivisto. Coincident General Relativity. Phys. Rev. D, 98(4):044048,
2018.

[8] Christian G. Boehmer and Erik Jensko. Modified gravity: A unified approach to metric-affine models. J. Math. Phys.,
64(8):082505, 2023.
[9] Christian G. Boehmer and Erik Jensko. Modified gravity: A unified approach. Phys. Rev. D, 104(2):024010, 2021.
[10] Christian G. Boehmer, Erik Jensko, and Ruth Lazkoz. Cosmological dynamical systems in modified gravity. Eur. Phys. J.
C, 82(6):500, 2022.
[11] Débora Aguiar Gomes, Jose Beltrdn Jiménez, Alejandro Jiménez Cano, and Tomi S. Koivisto. Pathological Character of
Modifications to Coincident General Relativity: Cosmological Strong Coupling and Ghosts in f(Q) Theories. Phys. Rev.
Lett., 132(14):141401, 2024.



30

[12] Kun Hu, Makishi Yamakoshi, Taishi Katsuragawa, Shin’ichi Nojiri, and Taotao Qiu. Nonpropagating ghost in covariant
f(Q) gravity. Phys. Rev. D, 108(12):124030, 2023.

[13] Jose Beltrdn Jiménez, Alexey Golovnev, Tomi Koivisto, and Hardi Veermée. Minkowski space in f(T') gravity. Phys. Rev.
D, 103(2):024054, 2021.

[14] Lavinia Heisenberg, Manuel Hohmann, and Simon Kuhn. Cosmological teleparallel perturbations. JCAP, 03:063, 2024.

[15] Antonio G. Bello-Morales, Jose Beltran Jiménez, Alejandro Jiménez Cano, Tomi S. Koivisto, and Antonio L. Maroto. A
class of ghost-free theories in symmetric teleparallel geometry. JHEP, 12:146, 2024.

[16] Luis Atayde and Noemi Frusciante. Can f(Q) gravity challenge ACDM? Phys. Rev. D, 104(6):064052, 2021.

[17] Inés S. Albuquerque and Noemi Frusciante. A designer approach to f(Q) gravity and cosmological implications. Phys. Dark
Univ., 35:100980, 2022.

[18] Shambel Sahlu, Alvaro de la Cruz-Dombriz, and Amare Abebe. Structure growth in f(Q) cosmology. arXiv:2405.07561
[gr-qc], 5 2024.

[19] Tiago B. Gongalves, Luis Atayde, and Noemi Frusciante. Cosmological study of a symmetric teleparallel gravity model.
Phys. Rev. D, 109(8):084003, 2024.

[20] Avik De and Tee-How Loo. On the viability of f(Q) gravity models. Class. Quant. Grav., 40(11):115007, 2023.

[21] Ruth Lazkoz, Francisco S. N. Lobo, Marfa Ortiz-Bafios, and Vincenzo Salzano. Observational constraints of f(Q) gravity.
Phys. Rev. D, 100(10):104027, 2019.

[22] Ismael Ayuso, Ruth Lazkoz, and Vincenzo Salzano. Observational constraints on cosmological solutions of f(Q) theories.
Phys. Rev. D, 103(6):063505, 2021.

[23] Noemi Frusciante. Signatures of f(Q)-gravity in cosmology. Phys. Rev. D, 103(4):044021, 2021.

[24] Fotios K. Anagnostopoulos, Viktor Gakis, Emmanuel N. Saridakis, and Spyros Basilakos. New models and big bang
nucleosynthesis constraints in f(Q) gravity. Fur. Phys. J. C, 83(1):58, 2023.

[25] N. Aghanim et al. Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological parameters. Astron. Astrophys., 641:A6, 2020. [Erratum:
Astron. Astrophys. 652, C4 (2021)].

[26] A. G. Adame et al. The Early Data Release of the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument. Astron. J., 168(2):58, 2024.

[27] Marina Cortés and Andrew R. Liddle. Interpreting DESI’s evidence for evolving dark energy. JCAP, 12:007, 2024.

[28] Peter K. S. Dunsby, Emilo Elizalde, Rituparno Goswami, Sergei Odintsov, and Diego Saez Gomez. On the LCDM Universe
in f(R) gravity. Phys. Rev. D, 82:023519, 2010.

[29] Jian-hua He and Bin Wang. Revisiting f(R) gravity models that reproduce ACDM expansion. Phys. Rev. D, 87(2):023508,
2013.

[30] S. Fay, S. Nesseris, and L. Perivolaropoulos. Can f(R) Modified Gravity Theories Mimic a LCDM Cosmology? Phys. Rev.
D, 76:063504, 2007.

[31] E. Elizalde, R. Myrzakulov, V. V. Obukhov, and D. Saez-Gomez. LambdaCDM epoch reconstruction from F(R,G) and
modified Gauss-Bonnet gravities. Class. Quant. Grav., 27:095007, 2010.

[32] Gaurav N. Gadbail, Sanjay Mandal, and P. K. Sahoo. Reconstruction of ACDM universe in f(Q) gravity. Phys. Lett. B,
835:137509, 2022.

[33] Manuel Hohmann. General covariant symmetric teleparallel cosmology. Phys. Rev. D, 104(12):124077, 2021.

[34] Andronikos Paliathanasis. The impact of the non-coincidence gauge on the dark energy dynamics in f(Q)-gravity. Gen. Rel.
Grav., 55(11):130, 2023.

[35] Salvatore Capozziello and Rocco D’Agostino. Model-independent reconstruction of f(Q) non-metric gravity. Phys. Lett. B,
832:137229, 2022.

[36] Fabrizio Esposito, Sante Carloni, Roberto Cianci, and Stefano Vignolo. Reconstructing isotropic and anisotropic f(Q)
cosmologies. Phys. Rev. D, 105(8):084061, 2022.

[37] Shin’ichi Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov. Well-defined f(Q) gravity, reconstruction of FLRW spacetime and unification of inflation
with dark energy epoch. Phys. Dark Univ., 45:101538, 2024.

[38] Yuhang Yang, Xin Ren, Bo Wang, Yi-Fu Cai, and Emmanuel N. Saridakis. Data reconstruction of the dynamical connection
function in f(Q) cosmology. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 533(2):2232-2241, 2024.

[39] E. R. Harrison. Observational tests in cosmology. Nature, 260(5552):591-592, April 1976.

[40] Saikat Chakraborty, Daniele Gregoris, and B. Mishra. On the uniqueness of ACDM-like evolution for homogeneous and
isotropic cosmology in General Relativity. Phys. Lett. B, 842:137962, 2023.

[41] Varun Sahni, Tarun Deep Saini, Alexei A. Starobinsky, and Ujjaini Alam. Statefinder: A New geometrical diagnostic of
dark energy. JETP Lett., 77:201-206, 2003.

[42] Jose Luis Bernal, Licia Verde, and Adam G. Riess. The trouble with Hy. JCAP, 10:019, 2016.

[43] Purba Mukherjee and Narayan Banerjee. Non-parametric reconstruction of the cosmological jerk parameter. Eur. Phys. J.
C, 81(1):36, 2021.

[44] Jun-Qian Jiang, Davide Pedrotti, Simony Santos da Costa, and Sunny Vagnozzi. Nonparametric late-time expansion history
reconstruction and implications for the Hubble tension in light of recent DESI and type la supernovae data. Phys. Rev. D,
110(12):123519, 2024.

[45] Levon Pogosian, Marco Raveri, Kazuya Koyama, Matteo Martinelli, Alessandra Silvestri, Gong-Bo Zhao, Jian Li, Simone
Peirone, and Alex Zucca. Imprints of cosmological tensions in reconstructed gravity. Nature Astron., 6(12):1484-1490, 2022.

[46] James M. Bardeen. Gauge Invariant Cosmological Perturbations. Phys. Rev. D, 22:1882-1905, 1980.

[47] Orlando Luongo. Dark energy from a positive jerk parameter. Mod. Phys. Lett. A, 28:1350080, 2013.

[48] Hassan Amirhashchi and Soroush Amirhashchi. Recovering ACDM model from a cosmographic study. Gen. Rel. Grav.,
52(2):13, 2020.



31

[49] Maria Ortiz-Banos, Mariam Bouhmadi-Lépez, Ruth Lazkoz, and Vincenzo Salzano. ACDM suitably embedded in f(R) with
a non-minimal coupling to matter. Fur. Phys. J. C, 81(3):237, 2021.

[50] Shibendu Gupta Choudhury, Ananda Dasgupta, and Narayan Banerjee. Reconstruction of f(R) gravity models for an
accelerated universe using the Raychaudhuri equation. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 485(4):5693-5699, 2019.

[61] Gaurav N. Gadbail, Avik De, and P. K. Sahoo. Cosmological reconstruction and ACDM universe in f(Q, C) gravity. Eur.
Phys. J. C; 83(12):1099, 2023.

[62] Sante Carloni, Rituparno Goswami, and Peter K. S. Dunsby. A new approach to reconstruction methods in f(R) gravity.
Class. Quant. Grav., 29:135012, 2012.

[63] Maciej Dunajski and Gary Gibbons. Cosmic Jerk, Snap and Beyond. Class. Quant. Grav., 25:235012, 2008.

[64] Yong-Seon Song, Wayne Hu, and Ignacy Sawicki. The Large Scale Structure of f(R) Gravity. Phys. Rev. D, 75:044004, 2007.

[55] Levon Pogosian and Alessandra Silvestri. The pattern of growth in viable f(R) cosmologies. Phys. Rev. D, 77:023503, 2008.
[Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 81, 049901 (2010)].

[56] Rohin Kumar. A New Class of Cosmologically ‘Viable’ f(R) Models. arXiv: 1611.03728 [gr-qc], 11 2016.

[57] Saikat Chakraborty, Kelly MacDevette, and Peter Dunsby. A model independent approach to the study of f(R) cosmologies
with expansion histories close to ACDM. Phys. Rev. D, 103(12):124040, 2021.

[68] Zhong-Xu Zhai, Ming-Jian Zhang, Zhi-Song Zhang, Xian-Ming Liu, and Tong-Jie Zhang. Reconstruction and constraining
of the jerk parameter from OHD and SNe Ia observations. Phys. Lett. B, 727:8-20, 2013.

[59] Davide Pedrotti, Jun-Qian Jiang, Luis A. Escamilla, Simony Santos da Costa, and Sunny Vagnozzi. Multidimensionality of
the Hubble tension: The roles of Qm and wc. Phys. Rev. D, 111(2):023506, 2025.

[60] A. R. Sandage. Cosmology: a search for two numbers. Physics Today, 23(2):34-41, January 1970.

[61] Manuel Hohmann. Metric-affine Geometries With Spherical Symmetry. Symmetry, 12(3):453, 2020.

[62] Dehao Zhao. Covariant formulation of f(Q) theory. Eur. Phys. J. C, 82(4):303, 2022.

[63] Laur Jarv, Mihkel Riinkla, Margus Saal, and Ott Vilson. Nonmetricity formulation of general relativity and its scalar-tensor
extension. Phys. Rev. D, 97(12):124025, 2018.

[64] Maria-Jose Guzman, Laur Jarv, and Laxmipriya Pati. Exploring the stability of f(Q) cosmology near general relativity
limit with different connections. Phys. Rev. D, 110(12):124013, 2024.

[65] Jose Beltrdan Jiménez, Lavinia Heisenberg, Tomi Sebastian Koivisto, and Simon Pekar. Cosmology in f(Q) geometry. Phys.
Rev. D, 101(10):103507, 2020.

[66] Christian G. Boehmer and Nyein Chan. Dynamical systems in cosmology. 2017.

[67] John D. Barrow and A. C. Ottewill. The Stability of General Relativistic Cosmological Theory. J. Phys. A, 16:2757, 1983.

[68] Alvaro de la Cruz-Dombriz and Diego Saez-Gomez. On the stability of the cosmological solutions in f(R, G) gravity. Class.
Quant. Grav., 29:245014, 2012.

[69] Qingging Wang, Xin Ren, Yi-Fu Cai, Wentao Luo, and Emmanuel N. Saridakis. Observational Test of f(Q) Gravity with
Weak Gravitational Lensing. Astrophys. J., 974(1):7, 2024.

[70] Shambel Sahlu and Endalkachew Tsegaye. Linear Cosmological perturbations in f(Q) Gravity. arXiw:2206.02517 [gr-qc], 6
2022.

[71] Y. B. Zeldovich. Cosmological Constant and Elementary Particles. JETP Lett., 6:316, 1967.

[72] Priidik Gallagher and Tomi Koivisto. The A and the CDM as Integration Constants. Symmetry, 13(11):2076, 2021.

[73] Justin C. Feng and Pisin Chen. Cosmological constant as an integration constant. Eur. Phys. J. C, 84(12):1331, 2024.

[74] Jaime Ruiz-Zapatero, Carlos Garcia-Garcia, David Alonso, Pedro G. Ferreira, and Richard D. P. Grumitt. Model-independent
constraints on Qm and H(z) from the link between geometry and growth. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 512(2):1967-1984,
2022.

[75] Kelly MacDevette, Jess Worsley, Peter Dunsby, and Saikat Chakraborty. A model independent approach to the study of
structure growth in f(R) gravity. arXiv:2408.03998 [gr-qc], 8 2024.

[76] Jing-Theng Beh, Tee-how Loo, and Avik De. Geodesic deviation equation in f(Q)-gravity. Chin. J. Phys., 77:1551-1560,
2022.

[77] Salvatore Capozziello, Maurizio Capriolo, and Shin’ichi Nojiri. Gravitational waves in f(Q) non-metric gravity via geodesic
deviation. Phys. Lett. B, 850:138510, 2024.



	Reproducing CDM-like Solutions in f(Q) Gravity: A Comprehensive Study Across All Connection Branches
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Hubble rate from cosmographic reconstruction
	Basics of f(Q) gravity theory
	FLRW cosmology in f(Q) theory
	Cosmological field equations
	Reconstructing CDM-mimicking f(Q) with 1
	Identifying the free parameters in the reconstructed f(Q) (1)
	Constraints on the free model parameters of the reconstructed f(Q) (1)
	Effective gravitational coupling in the reconstructed f(Q) (1)
	Stability of a solution in the reconstructed f(Q) for 1
	Robustness of the reconstructed f(Q) against slight deviation from the condition j=1

	Reconstructing CDM-mimicking f(Q) with 2
	Identifying the free parameters in the reconstructed f(Q) (2)
	Constraints on the model parameters of the reconstructed f(Q) (2)
	Effective gravitational coupling in the reconstructed f(Q) (2)

	Reconstructing CDM-mimicking f(Q) with 3
	The system of equations for numerical reconstruction and the initial conditions
	Identifying the free parameters in the reconstructed f(Q) (3)
	Approximate analytic reconstruction during the matter dominated epoch
	Numerical reconstruction

	Summary and discussions
	Acknowledgments
	On the stability of the CDM-like cosmic solution j(z)=1 in the reconstructed f(Q) (2)
	Some comments regarding the dynamical connection function (2)
	References


