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In this article we use the latest cosmological observations, including SNe, BAO, CC and RSD, to
reconstruct the cosmological evolution via the Gaussian process. At the background level, we find
consistency with the quintom dynamics for different data combinations and divide the characteristics
of dark energy into three different categories, which are negative-energy dark energy, late-dominated
dark energy and oscillating dark energy, respectively. Considering the effect of modified gravity on
the growth of matter perturbations, the reconstruction results at the perturbative level show that we
only need minor corrections to general relativity. Furthermore, we provide theoretical interpretation
for the three different types of dynamical dark-energy behavior, in the framework of modified gravity,
scalar fields, and dark-energy equation-of-state parametrizations. Finally, we show that all of these
models can be unified in the framework of effective field theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

The direct evidence for the Universe current acceler-
ation was first carried out by two groups through the
observations of the luminosity distances of high-redshift
supernovae in 1998 [1, 2]. Subsequently, various obser-
vations from the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB)
[3], large-scale structure (LSS) [4] and other astronom-
ical windows independently corroborated this discovery.
In order to describe the behavior of the accelerated ex-
pansion, the concept of dark energy was introduced. In
the standard cosmological scenario, the dark energy is
expressed as the cosmological constant Λ. However, this
leads to various issues such as fine-tuning and coincidence
problems in ΛCDM cosmology [5]. In order to provide
a physical explanation to these problems and obtain a
better understanding of the nature of dark energy, the
dynamical phenomena associated with the cosmological
constant were considered in [6, 7]. Among them, a class
of scalar-field models was phenomenologically proposed
to give the dynamical behavior of dark energy, includ-
ing quintessence [8, 9], phantom [10], K-essence [11, 12]
and so on. Hence, one acquires the possibility that the
equation-of-state (EoS) parameters are always greater or
lower than −1.

In the early 21st century, high-redshift supernova data
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suggested the possibility of the cosmological constant
boundary (or phantom divide) being crossed [13, 14].
This phenomenon corresponds to a class of dynamical
models with an EoS evolving across −1, known as quin-
tom dark energy. However, the explicit construction
of the quintom scenario is more challenging compared
to other models due to the constraints imposed by the
No-Go theorem [15]. The implementation of the scalar
field theory of dynamical dark energy should lead to
a new challenge in violating the null energy condition
[16, 17]. Theoretically, extended gravitational theories
beyond general relativity (GR), can behave as a compo-
nent with a dynamical EoS (see the review [18]). There-
fore, modified gravity serving as an effective form of dy-
namical dark energy can provide an alternative frame-
work without considering these issues. Common mod-
els include extended curvature-based theories such as
f(R) gravity [19–21], torsion-based extensions of Telepar-
allel Equivalent of General Relativity (TEGR) such as
f(T ) gravity [22–26], and nonmetricity-based extensions
of Symmetric Teleparallel Equivalent of General Relativ-
ity (STEGR) such as f(Q) gravity [27, 28].

As the observational equipment has been innovated
and upgraded, we are able to accurately measure the
basic parameters of the Universe, allowing us to search
evidence for the dynamics of dark energy from precise ob-
servation. The CMB observation from the Planck satel-
lite with additional information from the Canada France
Hawaii telescope lensing survey [29] pulls the constraint
of the Chevallier-Polarski-Linder (CPL) model into the
phantom domain and is discrepant with the standard
ΛCDM cosmology at about the 2σ level [3, 30, 31]. More-
over, reconstructing the evolution history of dark energy
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without regard to specific models can give further im-
plications. With the application of the non-parametric
Bayesian method, 3.5σ evidence for dynamical dark en-
ergy was found by using the data from SDSS DR7, BOSS
and WiggleZ [32–35]. Until recently, the latest measure-
ments of baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO) by the Dark
Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI) were showing
tantalizing hints of dynamical dark energy [36]. Combin-
ing with CMB and Supernova, provide 2.5σ, 3.5σ, and
3.9σ evidence with the dataset from PantheonPlus [37],
Union3 [38], and DESY5 [39] respectively. Up to this
point, the dynamical behavior of dark energy is expected
to be examined precisely in the next generation of cos-
mological observations. It is noted that the DESI data
suggested a quintom-B behavior, where the dark energy
EoS parameter transitions through −1, evolving from
w < −1 to w > −1 over time. This deviation from the
standard cosmological model motivates us to incorporate
more data and employ a model-independent method to
investigate the EoS parameter of dynamical dark energy
and the evolutionary history of cosmic dynamics.

In this work, we use the Gaussian-process to re-
construct the evolution of dark-energy EoS parame-
ter with different data combinations, including SNe,
BAO, and cosmic chronometers (CC) data at the back-
ground level, and the measurement of matter growth rate
through redshift-space distortion (RSD) from LSS. The
manuscript is organized as follows. In Section II, we re-
view the observation evidence for dynamical dark energy
in light of recent observations. In Section III, we intro-
duce the data sets and the method we used to reconstruct
the evolution of dark energy EoS. Then, we present the
results from different combinations and divide the evolu-
tion behaviors into different categories. In Section IV, we
discuss the theoretical interpretation of different dark en-
ergy behaviors, and we provide some examples including
modified gravity and field theory, and we show that all
these models can be unified in the framework of effective
field theory (EFT). Finally, we summarize in Section V.

II. DYNAMICAL DARK ENERGY IN LIGHT
OF RECENT OBSERVATIONS

Since DESI released its first year BAO data in April
2024 [36], dynamical dark energy has attracted a lot of
attention. Especially after combining CMB and super-
nova observations, the deviation from ΛCDM within a
two-parameter (w0waCDM) dark energy model reached
a level of 3.9σ, when taking into account the SNe dataset
from Union3 [40]. Here we provide an overview of recent
research discussing the consistency of this result and the
constraints from different observations and different dy-
namical dark energy models.

First, we should mention that the behaviors of dark-
energy EoS can be simply classified as follows:

· w = −1: This corresponds to the cosmological con-
stant Λ.

· w ≤ −1: The EoS lies below the cosmological con-
stant boundary, usually called phantom dark en-
ergy.

· w ≥ −1: The EoS remains above the cosmologi-
cal constant boundary, usually called quintessence
dark energy.

· w crosses −1: The EoS is able to evolve across
the cosmological constant boundary, usually called
quintom dark energy.

And one of the most well-studied dynamical dark energy
parametrization is CPL parametrization, its first order
expansion leads to

w(a) = w0 + wa(1−
a

a0
), (1)

which is also known as w0wa model [41, 42]. Here we
list the results of various observations discussed under
w0waCDM model after the release of DESI data:

· BAO: At present, the most powerful evidence for
dynamical dark energy is from the DESI BAO data,
although a part of the community is skeptical about
this result. The data point provided by luminous
red galaxies at the effective redshift 0.51 has an
obvious deviation from the previous BAO observa-
tions. The self-consistency of DESI data was stud-
ied in [43], and the result showed that the data
point at 0.51 can hardly affect the joint constraint.
At the same time, a model-independent null test
was used in [44] to detect the individual deviations
at redshift 0.51, found no strong evidence for dy-
namical dark energy. Thus, some tried to consider
to drop the new data, and they found that the favor
of dynamical dark energy over cosmological con-
stant was reduced to nearly 2σ without DESI BAO
[45].

· CMB: To confirm the contribution of dynamical
dark energy from CMB observations, [45] used the
CMB and non-CMB data to constrain w0waCDM
model. They found that taking into account the
CMB data would shift the parameter space to quin-
tom domain. Meanwhile, other CMB experiments
like Atacama Cosmology Telescope and South Pole
Telescope also provide temperature, polarization
and lensing spectra at small scales. The combi-
nation between these small-scale observations with
Planck or WMAP at large angular scales showed
that CMB experiments other than Planck gener-
ally weaken the evidence for dynamical dark energy,
and the information that strengthened the shift to-
ward dynamical dark energy arises from the tem-
perature and E-mode polarization anisotropy mea-
surements at large angular scales l ≤ 30 [46].

· SNe: A 12 parameter w0waCDM cosmology model
was studied in [47], and they found that the EoS
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parameter was poorly constrained without the use
of SNe data. Meanwhile, the combination of CMB,
BAO and PantheonPlus leads to the inclusion of
cosmological constant within 2σ, while CMB, BAO
and DESY5 exclude it at more than 2σ. Thus, they
concluded that the dynamical dark energy cannot
yet be considered to have a robust cosmological sig-
nature. Moreover, [48] compared SNe common to
the DESY5 and PantheonPlus compilations, find-
ing evidence for an offset of 0.04 mag between low
and high redshifts. After correction, this offset
brings the DESY5 sample into excellent agreement
with the Planck ΛCDM cosmology. More discus-
sions can also be found in [49].

In summary, under the w0waCDM paradigm, although
the DESI data has shown a strong preference for the dy-
namical dark energy, but we still need more accurate ob-
servations to verify this conclusion.

In addition to the w0wa model, many other mecha-
nisms that can implement dynamical dark energy have
received extensive attention. Some models realize dy-
namical dark energy by introducing additional scalar
fields. For example, it was found in [50] that physical
quintessence models fit the observation data well, and
the deviations from the constant dark energy are driven
mainly by low-z supernova data. Other recent research of
quintessence scenario can be found in [51–55]. Similarly,
the K-essence scalar field scenario and other field-level
models were studied in [56, 57].

Other works also take into consideration different
parametrizations of the dark-energy EoS. In [58], the au-
thors considered three typologies of models to realize the
cosmic acceleration, which is related to thermodynamics,
Taylor expansions of the barotropic factor, and ad hoc
dark energy parametrizations, respectively. They found
that the best model to fit the DESI BAO, OHD and the
Pantheon SNe data is a complicated log-corrected pro-
vided by the Anton-Schmidt dark energy EoS. Similarly,
[59] explored three physics-focused behaviors of dark
energy EoS and energy density, including the thawing
class (matching many simple quintessence potentials),
the emergent class (where dark energy arises recently, as
in phase transition models), and the mirage class (where
phenomenologically the distance to CMB last scattering
is close to that from a cosmological constant Λ) perspec-
tively, and they found that the mirage class behaves es-
sentially as well as w0waCDM although having one pa-
rameter less. Furthermore, [60] introduced an alternative
two-parameter parameterization of the dark-energy EoS,
which can be approximated to the CPL form at high red-
shifts. Their results consist with [36], and this model re-
duces the Hubble tension to about 2.8σ compared to the
data of the Hubble Space Telescope and SH0ES and to
1.6σ with the standardized TRGB and supernova data.
Other similar research is available in [61–63].

In addition to choosing a specific model, one can also
choose other methods to directly reconstruct w(z) and
acquire an intuitional impression of the evolution of dark

energy. In the following we summarize the recent research
on reconstruction for dynamical dark energy.
Before the data of DESI 2024 were released, the

Bayesian method was used to reconstruct the dynami-
cal dark energy, and found the evidence at 3.5σ using
the BAO data from SDSS DR7, BOSS, and WiggleZ
[32–35]. The Gaussian process was widely used to re-
construct dark-energy EoS with the combination of Pan-
theonPlus + CMB + CC [64] and JLA + H(z) + CMB
+ HII + GRB[65], and obtained a quintessence-like EoS
and a quintom-like EoS at the 2σ confidence respectively.
Other studies related to the Gaussian process can be
seen [66–69]. One can also derive the evolution of w
by solving the characterization function and get consis-
tent results with the prediction of the quintom model
[70]. Moreover, there are works that make use of arti-
ficial neural networks [71], Ridge Regression Approach
[72], and model-independent joint analysis [73], to study
the dynamic evolution of dark energy.
After DESI BAO data was released, [74] reconstructed

the dynamical dark energy using the Gaussian process
based on DESI as well as previous BAO data contains
SDSS and WiggleZ. Their results indicated that w ex-
hibits a quintom-B behavior, crossing −1 from phan-
tom to quintessence regime at z ≃ 2.18. A parame-
terization method was used in [75], which considers a
constant EoS in three redshift bins to reconstruct the
EoS based on DESI BAO + Planck 2018 CMB + SNe
from Pantheon/PantheonPlus/Union3. They found that
the values of w lie in the quintessence regime at low
redshift (0 ≤ z < 0.4) with 1.9σ/2.6σ/3.3σ confidence
level, while lying in the phantom regime at high red-
shift (0.8 ≤ z < 2.1) with 1.6σ/1.5σ/1.5σ confidence
level, in these three data combinations with different
choices of type Ia supernova datasets, respectively. The
implemented crossing statistics method was used to re-
construct dark energy by using the data: DESI BAO
only, DESI BAO+Union3, BAO+Union3+Plank. All of
them show quintom-B behavior, and DESI BAO only
yields a higher w in the late universe [76]. In addition,
the Chebyshev reconstruction has been studied by [77]
with DESI BAO data, DESI BAO+PantheonPlus and
DESI BAO+PantheonPlus+CMB. After removing LRG1
(zeff = 0.51) and LRG2 (zeff = 0.71), they found that
the DESI BAO only preferred phantom behavior while
others had a trend of ΛCDM compared to the previous
results. Similar analyses can be found in [62, 78–80]. In
general, the most effective evidence supporting the dy-
namical dark energy at present is the joint constraint of
DESI BAO and DSEY5 SNe, while the dynamical dark
energy claims seem premature without further studies on
systematics [81].

III. RECONSTRUCTION

In this section we provide the details of the reconstruc-
tion method. We first start from the presentation of the
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data that we will use, then we present the method, and
finally we discuss the obtained results.

A. Data

SNe– The SNe Type Ia data produce a consistent peak
luminosity due to the uniform mass of white dwarfs that
explode via the accretion mechanism. This characteristic
allows SNe Ia to serve as standard candles for measuring
distances to their host galaxies, as the observed magni-
tude of the supernovae predominantly depends on the
distance. The relationship between the observed magni-
tude and the distance can be described by the following
equation:

µ(z) ≡ m(z)−MB = 5 lg

(
DL(z)

10−5Mpc

)
, (2)

where µ represents the distance modulus, m(z) is the
standardized apparent magnitude, MB is the B-band
absolute magnitude of the standardized supernova light
curve, and DL(z) denotes the luminosity distance at the
redshift z. Thus, they provide access to the luminosity
distance at the redshift measured from the host galaxy.
Through the relation between comoving distanceDM and
DL we obtain

DM (z) =
DL(z)

1 + z
=

10[µ(z)−25]/5

1 + z
, (3)

where the comoving distance is defined as

DM (z) =

∫ z

0

c

H(z′)
dz′, (4)

by assuming that the universe is flat. Then the Hubble
parameter H(z) can be calculated as H(z) = c/D′

M (z).
From this relation it becomes evident that when we set
z = 0 the value of the absolute magnitude MB becomes
degenerate with the value of the Hubble constant H0.
For our analysis of SNe we utilize data from three sur-

vey compilations: PantheonPlus (0.001 < z < 2.26) [82],
Union3 (0.05 < z < 2.26) [38], and DESY5 (0.025 < z <
1.3) [39]. The values of the absolute magnitude MB for
each dataset are summarized in Table I. It is important to
note that the lower values of MB reported for the Union3
and DESY5 datasets reflect the fact that MB has already
been incorporated into the data processing. Therefore,
for these two datasets, the relevant parameter should be
interpreted as ∆MB .

BAO– The sound horizon rd of the baryons at the drag
epoch, when the baryons are released from the drag of
the photons slightly before decoupling, leaves an imprint
not only in the CMB anisotropies but also in the cluster-
ing of galaxies. By measuring the galaxy power spectrum
together with CMB anisotropies we can precisely deter-
mine the value of rd = 147.09± 0.26 Mpc [3]. The value
of this peak depends only on the initial conditions from

TABLE I: The mean values and associated errors of the abso-
lute magnitude MB (or ∆MB for Union3 and DESY5) used
in this study, which can be found in Table 1 of [83].

Parameter PantheonPlus Union3 DESY5

MB(∆MB) −19.420 −0.14894 −0.057596

σMB 0.155 0.09129 0.21322

the primordial universe, whereas the position of this peak
relies on the angular diameter distance to the observed
objects from the late universe. As such, BAO measure-
ments can be used as a very standard ruler to measure
distances. Preliminary data points from observations are
typically represented in a dimensionless form as follows:

DH(z)

rd
=

c

H(z)rd
, (5)

DM (z)

rd
=

DL(z)

(1 + z)rd
=

(1 + z)DA(z)

rd
, (6)

DV (z)

rd
=
[
zD2

M (z)DH(z)
]1/3

/rd, (7)

where DH(z), DA(z), and DV (z) represent the Hub-
ble distance, angular diameter distance, and volume-
averaged distance, respectively.
For the BAO data we adopt the recent DESI BAO

data from [36], along with some previous BAO data from
SDSS and WiggleZ, which can be found in Table III of
[74]. Moreover, we assume that the covariance matrix of
all the data points is diagonal. In the following, the BAO
dataset will specifically refer to the combination of DESI
data and previous BAO data.
Cosmic Chronometers (CC)– Through the mea-

surement of age difference ∆t between two passively-
evolving galaxies, which share the same formation time
but are separated by a very small redshift difference ∆z,
it is possible to estimate the Hubble parameter H(z)
without assuming any specific cosmological model. Thus,
the Hubble parameter can be directly extracted through
the differential age method as

H(z) = − 1

1 + z

dz

dt
. (8)

For the CC data, we adopt the widely-used compilation
of 31 data points, which can be found in Table I of [84].
Redshift-space distortion (RSD)– Through the

measurement of RSD, the distortions in the two-point
correlation function caused by the Doppler effect of
galaxy peculiar velocities associated with the gravita-
tional growth of the LSS inhomogeneities, we can ob-
tain the information about the growth rate f of the
LSS. If we ignore the effect of massive neutrinos [85],
the matter density contrast can be decomposed to the
scale-independent part and scale-dependent part (initial
condition), and δm(z, k) = D(z)δm(0, k), where D(z)
is the scale-independent linear growth function, while
δm(0, k) is the scale-dependent initial density contrast.
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However, since in this work we will consider specific mod-
ified gravity theories, it is essential to take its imprints on
the matter perturbation into account. Typically, grav-
ity modifications are reflected into an effective gravita-
tional constant or a modified gravity parameter given by
µ(k, a) = Geff/G [86, 87]. In this case the Poisson equa-
tion can be rewritten as

k2Ψ = −4πGa2µ(k, a)ρ̄mδm. (9)

Through the perturbed conservation equation and Pois-
son equation for the matter component in an expansion
universe, we can express the modified evolution equation
for the density contrast as

δ̈m + 2Hδ̇m − 3

2
µΩmH2δm = 0, (10)

where Ωm(z) is the matter density parameter.
We define the scale-independent linear growth rate

f(z) of the LSS as

f(z) ≡ −∂ ln δm(z, k)

∂ ln(1 + z)
= − d lnD(z)

d ln(1 + z)
, (11)

with dots denoting time derivatives. By using the rela-
tion dz/dt = −(1+ z)H(z), Eq. (10) can be rewritten as
an evolution equation for the growth rate f(z), namely

− df

d ln (1 + z)
+ f2 +

(
− H ′(z)(1 + z)

H
+ 2
)
f =

3

2
µΩm,

(12)
where primes represent the derivative with respect to the
redshift z. Thus, we can reconstruct the modified gravity
parameter µ through the relation

µ(z) =
2

3Ωm

{
− (1+ z)f ′ + f2 +

(
− H ′(1 + z)

H
+2
)
f

}
,

(13)
by using the growth rate data f(z) as well as the
background-level H(z) data. In GR this parameter
should be 1, thus from the reconstructed deviation of
µ(z) from 1 we can test whether there are deviations
from GR. In the following we will fix the evolution of
Ωm(z). The RSD data we use in this paper can be found
in Table 1 of [88].

B. Method

The reconstruction method we apply in this work is
known as Gaussian process [89–92]. The Gaussian pro-
cess allows us to reconstruct the function and its deriva-
tives in a model-independent manner from observational
data points, utilizing a chosen kernel covariance function.
In particular, consider that one desires to reconstruct
g(z), and has a set of observation data (X,Y, COVY ) and
(dX, dY, COVdY ). Here, X and Y represent the redshift
and the values of the observational data g(zi), respec-
tively, while COVY is an n1 × n1 covariance matrix of

g(zi), where n1 is the number of observations. Similarly,
dX and dY contain information on the observed redshift
and the values of the first derivative data g′(zi), COVdY

is a n2 × n2 covariance matrix of g′(zi), and n2 is the
number of observed g′(z). In order to reconstruct g(z)
smoothly along with its derivatives g′(z) and g′′(z), we
follow the following steps

1. Acquire the observational data sets (X,Y, COVY )
and (dX, dY, COVdY ) from cosmological observa-
tions.

2. Select a specific kernel function.

3. Use Gaussian process in Python to reconstruct the
evolution of g(z) and its derivatives.

4. Obtain the reconstructed functions g(z), g′(z), and
g′′(z), along with their covariance matrices.

It should be noted that (dX, dY, COVdY ) is not manda-
tory, and the Gaussian process can still be performed
without it; however, the uncertainty in the reconstructed
derivative will become larger.
For the kernel function, the squared exponential kernel

covariance function is chosen, which is the most used
kernel function in Gaussian process, defined as

k (x, x′) = σ2
fexp

[
− (x− x′)

2

2l2

]
, (14)

which characterizes the relationship of the reconstructed
function between two target points x and x′. The σf

and l are the hyperparameters [92]. During the recon-
struction these hyperparameters will be continuously op-
timized to achieve the best fit. Meanwhile, the squared
exponential kernel covariance function is infinitely differ-
entiable, making it particularly convenient and reliable
for reconstructing the derivatives.
Specifically, in this paper, we want to reconstruct the

Hubble parameter H(z) and its derivative H ′(z). How-
ever, from the SNe data we can only obtain the comoving
distance data DM (z). Fortunately, using the relation

H(z) =
c

D′
M (z)

,

H ′(z) = − cD′′
M (z)

(D′
M (z))2

,
(15)

alongside the Gaussian process, through the reconstruc-
tion of the observed comoving distance DM (z) and its
first and second derivative, we can acquire the Hubble
parameter and its derivative. Meanwhile, the covariance
matrix between the reconstructed D′

M (z) and D′′
M (z)

should also be transferred to the covariance matrix be-
tween H(z) and H ′(z), through the relation

COV(H,H ′) = J · COV(D′
M , D′′

M ) · J T , (16)

where J is the Jacobi matrix between H, H ′ and D′
M ,

D′′
M , and J T is its transpose, defined as

J =

(
∂H
∂D′

M

∂H
∂D′′

M
∂H′

∂D′
M

∂H′

∂D′′
M

)
=

(
− c

(D′
M )2 0

2cD′′
M

(D′
M )3 − c

(D′
M )2

)
. (17)
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Additionally, we can directly reconstruct the Hubble
parameter through the observed CC H(z) data. If we
want to combine the DM (z) data with the H(z) data, we
can treat the H(z) data as the data of the first derivative
of DM (z), and then apply the same procedure as what
we did in SNe data. For RSD data, the f(z) function can
be directly reconstructed from the observations, but if we
want to reconstruct µ, we still need the background H(z)
data. Hence, when using the RSD data to reconstruct µ
we will combine it with the reconstructed H(z) function
from the previous procedures.

After obtaining the reconstructed H(z) and H ′(z),
through the background Friedmann equation we can ob-
tain the dark-energy EoS parameter

w =
−2H ′(−1− z)H − 3H2

3H2(1− Ωm)
. (18)

Furthermore, we can define the normalized effective dark
energy density parameter X(z) as

X(z) =
ρde(z)

ρde(0)
=

3H2(1− Ωm)

3H2
0 (1− Ωm0)

, (19)

where ρde may include the information about modifica-
tions of gravity, scalar fields, etc. The value of the cur-
rent matter density parameter measured by Plank [3] is
Ωm0 = 0.3153 ± 0.0073. Note that if the value of X(z)
becomes smaller than 0 during the evolution, implies that
the effective dark energy density shall become negative.

We also comment that in the above calculations, es-
pecially for the matter perturbations, we have used the
assumption of conservation equations for matter compo-
nent, which implies that the interaction between dark en-
ergy and matter is no longer under consideration, leading
to

Ωm(z) = Ωm0H
2
0 (1 + z)3/H2(z). (20)

This relation can be used for the reconstruction of w, X
and µ through Eq. (18), (19) and (13).

C. Results and Discussion

Let us now present the results. In Fig. 1 we show
the reconstructed w(z) and X(z) for CC/SNe-only and
CC/SNe + BAO data sets. Due to the limitation of the
observational data at high redshift for the SNe dataset,
we only plot the evolution of the parameters within the
redshift range (0, 1.5). We find that for the reconstructed
results of CC-only case, the ΛCDM model lies well within
the 1σ allowed range, with only a slight preference for the
quintom-B behavior. The combination of BAO and CC
datasets shows that these two observations are in mutual
agreement. However, the above relation is not evident
between SNe and BAO datasets, and even different SNe
observations give slightly different results.

The results for SNe-only dataset show that dark-energy
EoS parameter w smoothly crosses zero. Note that the

results of X for SNe indicate that there is no change of
sign for the dark energy density in the course of evolu-
tion, and hence the smooth sign change of w can only be
attributed to the effective dark energy pressure shifting
from positive to negative as the universe expands. Ad-
ditionally, w exhibits quintessence behavior for the Pan-
theonPlus dataset, whereas it shows phantom behavior
for Union3 and DESY5 datasets, at redshift lower than
0.4. Note that ΛCDM still falls very precisely within
1σ confidence level for PantheonPlus, but no longer for
Union3 or DESY5. Even for the Union3 data, at redshift
of about 0.3, the ΛCDM model is already beyond the 2σ
range. Meanwhile, once the BAO dataset is combined
with the SNe data, the results become quite different.
For all combined datasets we find that w crosses zero due
to the sign change of the effective dark energy density X
during the expansion, and similar results were also found
in [76]. Specifically, for Union3 + BAO and DESY5 +
BAO, w displays phantom behavior in the later universe,
while the PantheonPlus + BAO exhibits quintom-like be-
havior. Through the reconstruction of X, we find that in
the range of redshift greater than 1.5, the ΛCDM scenario
has exceeded the 2σ range allowed by the reconstruction
results, and especially DESY5 + BAO datasets lead to
the most significant deviation for the ΛCDM model.

In Fig. 2 we show the reconstructed w(z) and X(z)
for CC + SNe and CC + SNe + BAO datasets. After
adding SNe data to the CC data, we find that w exhibits
quintom-A behavior for CC + Union3/DESY5, while for
CC + PantheonPlus datasets it shows quintessence be-
havior, for redshift smaller than 1. On the other hand,
when the redshift is larger than 1.2, a quintom-A behav-
ior appears, and in this case ΛCDM no longer falls within
the 1 σ region. Nevertheless, if we add BAO data further
we find different behavior. For CC + Union3/DESY5 +
BAO datasets in the range of redshifts less than 1.5, we
find that w crosses −1 twice as the universe evolves, the
first time as quintom-B and the second time as quintom-
A, and finally both cases present signatures of phantom
dark energy at current time. Similar deviation from the
ΛCDM model is also observed in the reconstructed X,
as we have discussed above. We can thus conclude that
it is the existence of BAO data that leads to the energy
density of dark energy to show a trend of sign-changing.

We proceed by considering the RSD data into our
analysis. The results of µ(z), obtained using (13), are
displayed in Fig. 3. Interestingly, we find a consistent
behavior of µ across almost all results, and we find no
strong evidence that GR needs to be significantly mod-
ified, only small corrections are allowed. Although for
the reconstruction results of Union3 and DESY5 we find
that there are time intervals where ΛCDM (or GR) has
exceeded the confidence interval of 2 σ, in most cases
ΛCDM scenario can still fall well within the confidence
interval of 2 σ. Meanwhile, for the value of µ at cur-
rent time, all reconstructions seem to tend to be slightly
greater than 1.

At low redshifts (z < 0.6), although there are cases
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where the ΛCDM model does not fall well within the 1σ
range, it is almost always within the 2σ range, except
for the Union3-only result where a signal beyond 2σ can
be observed for a particular redshift range. However, af-
ter a joint analysis of the SNe and BAO data, we found
a signal that significantly exceeds the ΛCDM paradigm
at high redshifts (z > 1.5), especially the combination of
DESY5 and BAO. Additionally, all the reconstruction re-
sults of X show a common decreasing trend in the range
of redshift greater than 1.5, thus there is a high probabil-
ity that it will cross 0. We should emphasize that since
the information we acquire about H and H ′ is actually
derived from the first and second derivatives of DM , the
uncertainty of w or X will become relatively larger.
We mention that the signal beyond the ΛCDM scenario

at high redshifts within this increased error is a robust
signal for dynamical dark energy. Therefore, we just con-
clude that there is no strong evidence for the presence of
dynamical dark energy at low redshift, but there is a
strong tendency towards dynamical dark energy at high
redshift. The inclusion of BAO data appears to induce a
sign change in the effective dark energy density, thereby
leading to a distinctly different behavior of w compared
to results without BAO data at high redshift. Meanwhile,
the results from different SNe datasets reveal partial con-
sistency, as do the CC and BAO datasets. Finally, the
inclusion of perturbation-level RSD data indicates that
one needs only minor corrections to the standard gravity
theory, which is a very strong constraint for judging the
feasibility of different modified gravity models.

Based on the above results, we summarize the behav-
iors obtained from different datasets:

· BAO: The reconstruction results are consistent
with those of CC, and tend to exhibit the effectively
negative dark energy density in the high-redshift
phase.

· SNe: The results of SNe alone tend to positive en-
ergy density, except the PantheonPlus dataset, and
the EoS parameter directly shows an upward trend
in the redshift phase of 0.8-1.5. When combined
with BAO dataset, the results reveal an oscillation
tendency, and the EoS parameter exceeds -1 many
times.

Below, we divide the evolution characteristics of w or
X in the reconstruction result into the following cate-
gories:

1. From most of the reconstruction results of X, we
find that the effective dark-energy density has a
common tendency to become negative at high red-
shifts. Hence, we refer it as the negative-energy
dark energy behavior.

2. For most of the results we also find that the
dark-energy EoS parameter crosses the cosmolog-
ical boundary −1 more than once, and this belongs
to the broad class of oscillating dark energy [93, 94].

3. Furthermore, we notice that for some cases, the ef-
fective dark-energy pressure is positive in the early
universe, and then it becomes negative to domi-
nate the late-time cosmic acceleration. Therefore,
we call it late-dominated dark energy behavior.

IV. DYNAMICAL INTERPRETATION

In order to describe the behavior of dynamical dark en-
ergy we need to add additional degree(s) of freedom com-
paring to the standard ΛCDM scenario. The dynamical
evolution of dark energy can be naturally realized in mod-
els involving multiple scalar fields, which arise in particle
physics or string theory. In the literature, a wide variety
of dark energy constructions has been proposed, includ-
ing quintessence, phantom, K-essence, quintom, modified
gravity, etc. In the following, we display some specific
scenarios that can describe the dark energy sector.

A. Negative-energy dark energy

Firstly, for negative-energy dark energy behavior will
lead the matter density parameter to become larger than
1. Note that in the definition of the matter density pa-
rameter Ωm = ρm/(ρm+ρde), one usually thinks of dark
energy as a real component of our universe, whose den-
sity is necessarily non-negative, but in fact it may arise
due to pure gravity effects or due to the interaction be-
tween gravity and matter. Thus, what we define as the
energy density of dark energy is not necessarily the en-
ergy density of an actual component, but it can have an
effective nature and hence it may be negative. If we con-
sider that the accelerated expansion of the late universe
is driven by a minimally coupled scalar field, then its en-
ergy density must be non-negative. On the other hand,
if we try to explain the negative dark energy density in
terms of the scalar field model, then we must introduce
the non-minimal coupling of the scalar field with grav-
ity, in which case the dark energy density includes the
effect of gravity. However, it is more natural to describe
this phenomenon in the framework of modified gravity
theories. This can be realized by introducing additional
gravitational terms, thus avoiding the need to introduce
other extra components. These additional terms exhibit
effective properties, leading to the accelerated expansion
of the universe.
f(R) gravity theory is a typical and well-established

modified gravity theory. In this framework, the Einstein-
Hilbert action is generalized by replacing the Ricci scalar
R with a generic function f(R) [19–21]:

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
1

2
f(R)

]
. (21)

In the cosmological background, the extra gravita-
tional term in the field equations relative to GR can
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FIG. 1: The mean value of the reconstructed dark-energy EoS parameter w(z) and thethenormalized dark-energy density pa-
rameter X(z), along with the 1σ and 2σ uncertainties, for CC/SNe only and CC/SNe + BAO datasets. For comparison, we
have added the yellow solid line, which shows the value of the parameters predicted by the ΛCDM paradigm. Finally, the black
dashed line is added for convenience, and marks whether w and X change sign.

be transferred to the matter part as an effective matter
component. These effective terms introduce correspond-
ing effective energy density and effective pressure of the
form

ρf(R) =
1

fR

[
1

2
(f −RfR)− 3HṘfRR

]
,

pf(R) =
1

fR
(2HṘfRR + R̈fRR)

+
1

fR

[
Ṙ2fRRR − 1

2
(f −RfR)

]
,

(22)

with R = 12H2+6Ḣ and fR = df/dR, fRR = d2f/dR2.
Hence, the effective equation-of-state parameter is given

by

wf(R) =
pf(R)

ρf(R)
. (23)

The flexibility in choosing the functional forms of f(R)
enables a wide range of phenomenological models, which
can be constrained by observational data.
f(T ) gravity, similarly, a modified theory of gravity

can be obtained by starting from other geometric theo-
ries equivalent to GR. f(T ) gravity is based on the tor-
sion scalar T and the teleparallel equivalent of general
relativity (TEGR) formulation [22–24]. Using the tetrad
field ha

µ, the general action of f(T ) gravity is:

S =

∫
d4xh

[
1

2
f(T )

]
, (24)
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FIG. 2: The mean value of the reconstructed dark-energy EoS parameter w(z) and thenormalized dark energy density parameter
X(z), along with the 1σ and 2σ uncertainties for CC + SNe and CC + SNe + BAO datasets. For comparison, we have added
the yellow solid line, which shows the value of the parameters predicted by the ΛCDM paradigm. Finally, the black dashed line
is added for convenience, and marks whether w and X change sign.

where h = det (ha
µ) =

√
−g. Similar to f(R) gravity,

one can also introduce the effective energy density and
pressure under f(T ) gravity as

ρf(T ) =TfT − 1

2
(f + T ) ,

pf(T ) =
f − TfT + 2T 2fTT

2fT + 4TfTT
,

(25)
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FIG. 3: The mean value of the reconstructed modified gravity parameter µ(z) along with the 1σ and 2σ uncertainties for CC/SNe
+ RSD and CC/SNe + RSD + BAO datasets. For comparison, we have added the yellow solid line, which shows the value of
the parameters predicted by the ΛCDM paradigm. Finally, the black dashed line is added for convenience, and marks whether
w and X change sign.

with fT = df/dT , fTT = d2f/dT 2. Thus, the effective
EoS of dark energy is given by

wf(T ) ≡
pf(T )

ρf(T )
=

f − TfT + 2T 2fTT

[fT + 2TfTT ] [2TfT − f − T ]
. (26)

f(Q) gravity is based on the concept of non-metricity,
where the gravitational interaction is described by the
non-metricity scalar Q. Under the coincident gauge, the
Friedmann equations of f(Q) gravity have the same form
as f(T ) gravity [95, 96]. Nevertheless, there are differ-
ent connection branches in the f(Q) theory, leading to
different cosmic dynamics. In the most general case we
have

Q = 3(−2H2+3C3H+
C2

a2
H−(C1+C3)

C2

a2
+(C1−C3)C3)

(27)

where C1, C2, C3 are functions of time, which can be
parametrized using a free temporal function γ [97]. For
the convenience of representation, we generally introduce
f(Q) = Q+ F (Q) with FQ = dF/dQ, FQQ = d2F/dQ2.
Similarly, the effective dark energy density and pressure
are respectively given by

ρf(Q) = −1

2
F + (

1

2
Q− 3H2)FQ − 3

2
Q̇(C3 −

C2

a2
)FQQ,

(28)

pf(Q) =
1

2
F + (2Ḣ + 3H2 − 1

2
Q)FQ

− 1

2
Q̇(−4H + 3C3 +

C2

a2
)FQQ, (29)
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while the EOS parameter is

wf(Q) =
pf(Q)

ρf(Q)
(30)

It is worth noting that in the non-coincident gauge sce-
nario, the matter conservation equation deviates from the
standard form. This result arises from an effective inter-
action between the connection structure of the geometry
and the matter sector, similar to the case of interacting
dark energy.

These theories offer alternative mechanisms for realiz-
ing negative-energy dark energy. In particular, in order
to achieve a sign-changing dark energy density, one must
have the crossing conditions at the crossing redshift zc,
namely

ρde(zc) = 0 and
dρde
dz

∣∣∣
z=zc

< 0. (31)

Let us use f(T ) gravity as an example to describe the
negative-energy dark energy. Note that we only need
to make minor modifications to general relativity, which
implies that a reasonable modification can always be ef-
fectively described in the form f(T ) = αT + bT 2, with
b a small parameter. In this specific model, the crossing
conditions can be rewritten as

ρf(T )(zc) =Tc(α+ 2bTc)−
1

2
((α+ 1)Tc + bT 2

c )

= (
α− 1

2
+

3b

2
Tc)Tc = 0,

dρf(T )

dz

∣∣∣
z=zc

= (
α− 1

2
+ 3bTc)

dT

dz

∣∣∣
z=zc

=
3b

2
Tc

dT

dz

∣∣∣
z=zc

< 0,

(32)

where in the second condition we have used the relation
from the first condition, and Tc represents the value of T
at the crossing redshift, thus Tc = T (z = zc). Since we
always have T = −6H2 < 0, the crossing conditions can
be written as

α− 1 + 3bTc = 0

b
dT

dz

∣∣∣
z=zc

> 0.
(33)

From this relation we can easily see that for α = 1 it is
not possible to find a suitable value of b that can satisfy
both these conditions. Thus, to achieve negative dark
energy density we require α ̸= 1. Meanwhile, note that
we always have dT/dz = d(−6H2)/dz < 0 and T < 0,
hence in order to acquire a solution for Eq. (33), b < 0
and α < 1 are required.

However, in order to obtain a healthy theory, it is not
enough to consider only the background evolution, but we
also need to require that the perturbations of the theory
be stable. We focus on the scalar perturbations and we
write the perturbed metric in Newtonian gauge, namely

ds2 = −(1 + 2Ψ)dt2 + a2(1− 2Φ)δijdx
idxj . (34)

Since we are concerned with the stability of the theory, in
the following we will ignore the other components, and
we only concern the pure gravitational sector, since if
the gravitational sector itself is unstable the matter con-
tent cannot cure the instability. For simplicity we im-
pose the zero-anisotropic-stress assumption, which im-
plies that Ψ = Φ. As it is shown in [98], the require-
ment of no anisotropic stress imposes another constraint
on f(T ) models, namely that fTT (T ) ≃ 0. In our cho-
sen functional form this implies that b ≃ 0. The mode-
expansion of Φ can be expressed in Fourier space as

Φ(t,x) =

∫
dk3

(2π)2/3
Φ̃k(t)e

ik·x. (35)

Thus, considering the pure gravitational effect, the equa-
tion of motion for the scalar perturbation Φ̃k can be ex-
pressed as [98]

¨̃Φk + Γ ˙̃Φk + ω2Φ̃k = 0, (36)

where Γ and ω2 depend on the background evolutions.
Therefore, a model in which ω2 is negative will be un-
stable. Note that in such a pure gravitational case the
field equations in f(T ) gravity lead to a constant Hubble
parameter H and T = −6H2, thus the expression of ω2

can be given as

ω2 =
3H2

2 − f−T
4 − 36H4fTT

fT − 12H2fTT
, (37)

and this leads to

ω2 =
α− 54H2b

α− 36H2b
· 3
2
H2. (38)

As we observe, in order to acquire a healthy theory we
must have α > 54H2b or α < 0. As we mentioned
before, b ≃ 0, and hence the above expression can be
simplified to w2 = 3

2H
2, which is always non-negative.

Thus, we conclude that the model we used will always
be stable under the condition b ≃ 0. Furthermore, note
that in f(T ) gravity the effective gravitational constant
is Geff ≈ G/fT [99], and therefore in our specific model
the modified gravity parameter µ can be expressed as

µ(z) ≈ 1

fT
=

1

α+ 2bT (z)
=

1

α− 12bH2(z)
. (39)

As an example, let us choose α = 0.9, b = −1.5 ×
10−7. In this case, the evolution of the normalized dark
energy density X and the modified gravity parameter
µ are shown in Fig. 4. As we can see, with suitable
parameter choices we can achieve a negative-energy dark
energy model within the formalism of modified gravity.

B. Late-dominated dark energy

For late-dominated dark energy behavior we notice
that at early times the effective pressure is positive, act-
ing in the same way as the composition of matter, caus-
ing the expansion of the universe to slow down. At later
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times the effective pressure becomes negative, acting as
dark energy, driving the acceleration of the expansion of
the universe. Recall that for a single scalar field its dark-
energy EoS parameter satisfies −1 ≤ w ≤ 1, which allows
for w to cross 0. Therefore, we will adopt a single-scalar
field to describe this dark energy model.

The quintessence scenario was first proposed by
[8, 9], and it is described by an ordinary scalar field ϕ
minimally coupled to gravity. The action of quintessence
dark energy is written as

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
−1

2
(∇ϕ)2 − V (ϕ)

]
, (40)

where (∇ϕ)2 = gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ and V (ϕ) is the potential of
the scalar field. In a flat FRW spacetime the energy
density and pressure of the scalar field is

ρQ =
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ), pQ =

1

2
ϕ̇2 − V (ϕ), (41)

and the evolution of the universe is described by

H2 =
8πG

3

[
1

2
ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ)

]
, (42)

ä

a
= −8πG

3

[
ϕ̇2 − V (ϕ)

]
, (43)

and thus the universe accelerates when ϕ̇2 ≤ V (ϕ). Then
the EoS for the dark energy is given by

wQ =
pQ
ρQ

=
ϕ̇2 − 2V (ϕ)

ϕ̇2 + 2V (ϕ)
, (44)

and as it can be seen it remains in the region −1 ≤ wQ ≤
1. An exponential potential is typically used to accom-
modate the epoch of current acceleration, and moreover
it can possess cosmological scaling solutions in which the
field energy density (ρQ) is proportional to the fluid en-
ergy density (ρm) [100, 101], however power-law poten-
tials can used too [102]. Based on current observations,
the energy density in the quintessence field should be
consistent with the current critical energy density. This
leads to the conclusion that the field value at present is
of the order of the Planck mass (ϕ0 Mp), which is typical
in most quintessence models.
The K-essence scenario was inspired by k-inflation

to explain early universe inflation at high energies [103],
in which the accelerated expansion arises from modifica-
tions to the kinetic energy of the scalar field. Then [11]
applied it to dark energy, in order to explain the late-
time acceleration. K-essence is characterized by a scalar
field with a non-canonical kinetic energy. In the most
general case, the scalar-field action is a function of ϕ and
X ≡ −(1/2)(∇ϕ)2 is given by

S =

∫
d4x

√
−gP (ϕ,X). (45)

This action includes quintessence scenario, where the La-
grangian density P (ϕ,X) corresponds to a pressure den-
sity. K-essence scenarios are generally restricted to the
Lagrangian density of the form

P (ϕ,X) = f(ϕ)P̂ (X). (46)

After an appropriate field definition [12] one chooses

P̂ (X) = −X + X2, and thus the energy density of the
field ϕ is given by

ρ = 2X
∂P

∂X
− P = f(ϕ)(−X +X2), (47)

while the EoS of the scalar field is given by

wK =
p

ρ
=

1−X

1− 3X
. (48)

In this case, whether wK varies or not depends on X,
and in particular for X = 1/2 we obtain the EoS of a
cosmological constant, i.e. wK = −1. The EoS that
gives rise to accelerated expansion is wK < −1/3, which
translates into the condition (X < 2/3). Furthermore,
in [11, 104] the authors extended the analysis to more

general forms of P̂ (X), in order to solve the coincident
problem of dark energy. Various aspects of K-essence and
its applications to dynamical dark energy can be found
in [105–108].
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Let us use the simplest quintessence model as an ex-
ample. We consider the exponential potential

V (ϕ) = V0e
−λϕ, (49)

where V0, λ > 0. The stability of this model has been
studied extensively in [54] and references therein. Note
that we can always introduce a constant field value ϕ∗,
satisfying eλϕ∗ = V0, so that V (ϕ) = e−λ(ϕ−ϕ∗). Then,

through the redefinition of the scalar field ϕ̃ = ϕ − ϕ∗,
one can absorb the constant V0 and the potential is only
characterized by one free parameter, namely λ. With-
out loss of generality we choose V0 = 1, and in order to
acquire a suitable solution we set λ =

√
3. Under such

parameter selection, the evolution of the dark-energy EoS
parameter is shown in Fig. 5.
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FIG. 5: An example for late-dominated dark energy realization
within quintessence scenario. The parameter values have been
chosen as V0 = 1 and λ =

√
3, where V0 has dimensions of H2

0

and λ is a dimensionless parameter. We have set the initial
conditions as ϕ(z = 0) = −5.4 and dϕ/dz(z = 0) = 0.2.

C. Oscillating dark energy

In this subsection we propose a parametrization to de-
scribe the oscillating dark energy evolution. However, in
the case where the dark-energy EoS parameter crosses
−1 we must mention the No-Go theorem of dynamical
dark energy, which forbids the EoS parameter of a sin-
gle perfect fluid or a single scalar field to cross the −1
boundary. For example, consider a barotropic perfect
fluid which is described by pressure p, energy density ρ,
and thus by EoS parameter w = p/ρ. Then the adiabatic
sound speed is determined by

c2s =
p′

ρ′
= w − w′

3H(1 + w)
, (50)

where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to
the conformal time η, with adη = dt, and H is the con-
formal Hubble parameter. Note that the sound speed
of a single perfect fluid is apparently divergent when w
crosses -1, which leads to instability in DE perturbations.
Similarly, one can also prove that the sound speed for
a non-barotropic fluid will also become divergent when
crossing the cosmological constant boundary, and finally
this is also true for a generic single scalar fluid whose
action is defined by the K-essence form Eq. (45). Ad-
ditionally, one can also find that the dispersion relation
becomes divergent at the crossing point as well. A de-
tailed proof of the No-Go theorem can be found in [15].
In summary, to construct a model capable of producing

a quintom scenario, it is necessary to break certain con-
straints imposed by the No-Go theorem. For instance,
one approach involves utilizing two scalar fields, where
one acts as quintessence and the other as a phantom
field. Individually, the EoS for each component does
not need to cross the cosmological constant boundary,
thereby ensuring the stability of their classical perturba-
tions. Nevertheless, the combined dynamics of these two
components can result in a quintom behavior [13].
The action of quintom dark energy, combining a

quintessence field ϕ with a phantom field σ, can be de-
scribed by [13]

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
−1

2
(∇ϕ)2 +

1

2
(∇σ)2 − V (ϕ, σ)

]
. (51)

Thus, the effective energy density ρq and the effective
pressure pq are given by

ρq =
1

2
ϕ̇2 − 1

2
σ̇2 + V (ϕ, σ), pq =

1

2
ϕ̇2 − 1

2
σ̇2 − V (ϕ, σ),

(52)
and the corresponding EoS is now given by

wq =
pq
ρq

=
ϕ̇2 − σ̇2 − 2V (ϕ, σ)

ϕ̇2 − σ̇2 + 2V (ϕ, σ)
. (53)

Generally, there are two basic types of quintom mod-
els [109]. One is quintom-A, where the dark-energy EoS
parameter can cross the cosmological boundary −1 from
quintessence regime to phantom regime as the universe
expands, and the other is quintom-B type for which the
EoS is arranged to change from below −1 to above −1. In
addition to the quintom model of two scalar fields, oscil-
lating quintom model [93], spinor fields [110], string the-
ory [111], DHOST [112, 113] and Horndeski theory [114]
can also be considered for the model-building. Quintom
dynamics can also be utilized to realize cyclic cosmology
[115, 116].
In order to provide an example we consider a dark-

energy EoS parameter parametrized as

w(a) = w0 +wa(1− a) +wos sin (Ωosa)e
−β(a−a∗)

2

. (54)

This parameterization adds an extra oscillation term to
the traditional w0wa parametrization, and thus we call it
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w0wa-oscillation parameterization. w0 and wa have the
same meaning as in the w0wa parameterization, while
w = w0 at current time and w = w0 + wa when a = 0.
For the additional oscillating part, wos represents the am-
plitude of the oscillating part, Ωos represents the angular
frequency of the oscillation, β represents the rate of decay
of the oscillation and a∗ represents the moment at which
the oscillation begins. Since we require w(a = 1) = w0,
we have that sin (Ωos) = 0, leading to Ωos = nπ, where
n is a nonzero integer. Using this parametrization, the
evolution of the dark-energy EoS parameter is shown in
Fig. 6.
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FIG. 6: An example of oscillating dark energy realization
within the w0wa-oscillation parametrization. The parame-
ter values have been chosen as w0 = −1.1, wa = −0.2,
wos = −8.0, Ωos = 15.0π, β = 80.0 and a∗ = 0.3 (all pa-
rameters are dimensionless).

D. The effective field theory of dark energy

The effective field theory (EFT) of dark energy repre-
sents a comprehensive and versatile framework for study-
ing all single-field dark energy models[106, 117, 118], as
well as curvature-based modifications of gravity [119–
121]. This theory is capable of describing both the evo-
lution of the cosmological background and the perturba-
tions that arise within it. One of the key strengths of the
EFT approach is its ability to decouple the treatment of
perturbations from that of the background, allowing each
one to be analyzed independently. These features allow
the evolution behavior of the three kinds of dark energy
to be described in the framework of EFT.

In the EFT framework one usually adopts the unitary
gauge, in which the scalar field ϕ does not explicitly ap-
pear in the EFT action. Instead, the scalar degree of
freedom is absorbed into the metric. More precisely, the
time coordinate is defined as a function of the scalar field,
leading to the vanishing of fluctuations around the back-

ground: δϕ(t, x⃗) ≡ ϕ(t, x⃗) − ϕ0(t) = 0, where ϕ0(t) de-
notes the background value of the scalar field. To rein-
troduce the scalar field degree of freedom alongside full
diffeomorphism invariance, one may employ the “Stueck-
elberg trick”. This involves performing an infinitesimal-
time diffeomorphism t → t + π(x), where π(x) serves as
the field perturbation that encapsulates the scalar dy-
namics of dark energy.

Through this method, the scalar field role in the EFT
framework can be restored, providing a more complete
picture of the system under study. The general EFT
action with unitary gauge can be written as

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
M2

p

2
Ψ(t)R− Λ(t)− c(t)g00

]
+ S

(2)
DE ,

(55)
with M2

p = 1/8πG the plank mass, and where Ψ, Λ and
c are functions of the time coordinate t. Additionally,

S
(2)
DE indicates terms that start explicitly quadratic in the

perturbations and therefore do not affect the background
(for more details on the EFT perturbation see [122]).
Hence, different dark energy models will yield different
expressions of those parameters.

In order to extract the background evolution, we vary
the above action with respect to the metric, obtaining the
modified Friedmann equations in a flat universe, namely

3H2 =
1

M2
pΨ

(
ρm − 3M2

pHΨ̇ + c+ Λ
)

=
1

M2
pΨ

(
ρm + ρde

)
=

1

M2
p

(
ρm + ρeffde

)
(56)

−2Ḣ − 3H2 =
1

M2
pΨ

(
pm +M2

p Ψ̈ + 2M2
pHΨ̇ + c− Λ

)
=

1

M2
pΨ

(
pm + pde

)
=

1

M2
p

(
pm + peffde

)
.

(57)

From the above equations we can find that Ψ indicates
whether the scalar field is minimally coupled. One can
thus define the density and pressure of dark energy as

ρeffde =
1−Ψ

Ψ
ρm − 3M2

pH
Ψ̇

Ψ
+

c

Ψ
+

Λ

Ψ

=
1−Ψ

Ψ
ρm +

ρde
Ψ

, (58)

peffde =
1−Ψ

Ψ
pm +M2

p

Ψ̈

Ψ
+ 2M2

pH
Ψ̇

Ψ
+

c

Ψ
− Λ

Ψ

=
1−Ψ

Ψ
pm +

pde
Ψ

. (59)

Thus, the effective dark energy EoS parameter for a gen-
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eral EFT model can be written as

weff
eft =

(1−Ψ)pm +M2
p Ψ̈ + 2M2

pHΨ̇ + c− Λ

(1−Ψ)ρm − 3M2
pHΨ̇ + c+ Λ

= −1 +
(1−Ψ)(ρm + pm) +M2

p Ψ̈−M2
pHΨ̇ + 2c

(1−Ψ)ρm − 3M2
pHΨ̇ + c+ Λ

.

(60)
We proceed by presenting examples on how to ac-

quire those EFT parameters from specific models. For
Ψ(t) = 1 the action (55) contains any minimally-coupled
single-field dark energy model. If we consider standard
quintessence scenario, we should first rewrite the La-
grangian in the unitary gauge as

−1

2
(∂ϕ)2 − V (ϕ)

unitary−→ −1

2
ϕ̇2
0(t)g

00 − V (ϕ0), (61)

which should correspond to the background action of
(55). Thus, we obtain

Ψ(t) = 1, c(t) =
1

2
ϕ̇2
0(t), Λ(t) = V (ϕ0). (62)

In the case of f(R) gravity we can rewrite the action
in the unitary gauge by choosing the background value
R(0) = t as

f(R)
unitary−→ fR(R

(0))R+ f(R(0))−R(0)fR(R
(0)), (63)

and thus we obtain

Ψ(t) = fR(R
(0)), c(t) = 0,

Λ(t) = −
M2

p

2

(
f(R(0))−R(0)fR(R

(0))
)
.

(64)

Moreover, proceeding beyond the curvature-based
EFT theory, the torsion-based EFT was established in
the works [123, 124], and the torsion-based EFT action
in the unitary gauge is given by

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
M2

p

2
Ψ(t)R̊− Λ(t)− c(t)g00 +

M2
p

2
d(t)T 0

]
+ S

(2)
DE ,

(65)

where R̊ represents the Ricci scalar calculated by the
Levi-Civita connection, while T 0 = Tµ

0µ. Notice that if

the term T 0 vanishes, the above formalism is the same
as the curvature-based EFT theory. Specifically, for f(T )
theory we fix the time slicing in order to coincide with the
uniform T hypersurfaces, since doing so would enforce
the terms in the expansion of f(T ) action around the
background value T (0) beyond the linear order to vanish,
since their contribution to the equations of motion would
always include at least one power of δT . Thus, in the
unitary gauge we have

f(T )
unitary−→ fT (T

(0))T + f(T (0))− fT (T
(0))T (0). (66)

Recall the relation that the torsion scalar T is different
from R̊ by a boundary term, namely

R̊ = −T − 2∇µT
µ, (67)

where Tµ = T νµ
ν . After integrating by parts and drop-

ping the boundary term, we rewrite the action of f(T )
gravity under the unitary gauge as

f(T )
unitary−→ − fT (T

(0))R̊+ 2 ˙fT (T
(0))T (0)

− T (0)fT (T
(0)) + f(T (0)).

(68)

Compared with Eq. (65), we can observe that

Ψ(t) = −fT (T
(0)), c(t) = 0, d(t) = 2 ˙fT (T

(0))

Λ(t) = −
M2

p

2

(
f(T (0))− T (0)fT (T

(0))
)
.

(69)

Hence, one is able to present an appropriate realization
of the phenomenons appeared in the previous section by
virtue of the torsional based EFT. Particularly, this ap-
proach has been developed in the literature to address
other cosmological scenarios [125–127].

V. CONCLUSIONS

Since the release of the first-year BAO observations
from DESI, dynamical dark energy has attracted increas-
ing attention. In this paper, we summarized the propen-
sity of different cosmological observations for dynamical
dark energy and we provided a brief review about the
perspective from phenomenology and theoretical mecha-
nisms. We used a combination of different observations
at the background level, including SNe, BAO and CC
ones, in order to reconstruct the evolution of the dark-
energy EoS parameter by performing the Gaussian pro-
cess. Additionally, we added the perturbation observa-
tions of matter growth rate RSD to reconstruct the de-
viation from GR for prudent model selection. Moreover,
we summarized the behavior from different combinations
and we presented examples for theoretical implementa-
tions.
Firstly, we considered the background-level observa-

tion data. For all reconstruction results we found that
in the redshift range less than 0.6 we obtained a sig-
nificant agreement with the standard ΛCDM paradigm.
Although the results of the SNe reconstruction slightly
deviate from the ΛCDM scenario, they are still within
the range of 2σ. After considering the BAO data too, we
found consistency between the CC and BAO data, that
is the incorporation of BAO does not significantly affect
the evolution behavior of the result. However, the joint
analysis of SNe and BAO revealed that in the redshift
range greater than 1.5, ΛCDM scenario would exceed the
2σ range shown by the reconstruction of X, which indi-
cates that there may be an inconsistency between SNe
data and BAO data at high redshifts, or some signals
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for dynamical dark energy with quintom-like behavior.
We mention that the dynamical evolution of dark energy
does share some common characteristics, and we divided
these characteristics into three main different categories,
which are negative-energy dark energy, late-dominated
dark energy and oscillating dark energy. Furthermore,
after considering the effect of modified gravity on the
growth of matter perturbations, we added to our analysis
the RSD data from LSS. The results showed no signifi-
cant departure from GR, hence only minor modifications
can be imposed.

Then, for each of these different types of dark en-
ergy dynamics, we provided concrete examples. For the
negative-energy dark energy model we tried to explain
it using modified gravity, and we presented an example
of this kind of dynamical evolution within f(T ) gravity
theory. For late-dominated dark energy, the single scalar
field theory was taken into consideration, especially the
quintessence scenario. For the oscillating dark energy
we parameterized the evolution by adding a damped os-
cillation term to the traditional w0wa parametrization.
Finally, we showed that all these different theories can
be unified in the framework of EFT.

In summary, on one hand we expect that in the future
there will be cosmological observations of increasing ac-
curacy, which may constantly refresh our understanding
of the nature of the universe. On the other hand, it is
necessary to advance the theory of dark energy too. Al-
though the microphysical nature of dark energy remains

a mystery, the latest cosmological observations indicate
that we may be on the eve of discovering the details of
the dynamics of dark energy.
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[45] C.-G. Park, J. de Cruz Pérez, B. Ratra, Using non-DESI
data to confirm and strengthen the DESI 2024 spatially-
flat w0waCDM cosmological parameterization result (5
2024). arXiv:2405.00502.
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