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In this work we present a brief discussion about modified and extended cosmological
models using current observational tests. We show that according to these astrophys-
ical samples based in late universe measurements, theories like f (R) and f (T , B)
can provide useful interpretation to a dynamical dark energy. At this stage, precision
cosmostatistics has also become a well-motivated endeavour by itself to test gravita-
tional physics at cosmic scales and these analyses can be employed to test the viability
and future constrains over specific cosmological models of these theories of grav-
ity, making them a good approach to propose an alternative path from the standard
ΛCDM scenario.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Now days, models that try to explain the late-time behaviour
of the ΛCDM model has been called into question. The major
problem is presented as a form of the so-called H0 tension,
which characterises the disparity between late-time model-
independent measurements of the expansion of the universe
and their corresponding model-dependent predictions from
the early times Ade et al. (2016); Aghanim et al. (2018). A
statistical relevance due to strong lensing by the H0LiCOW
(H0 lenses in Cosmograil’s wellspring) collaboration Wong
et al. (n.d.) and measurements from Cepheids via SH0ES
(SupernovaeH0 for equation of state) Riess (2006) have rein-
forced such problematic. While Tip of the Red Giant Branch
(TRGB Carnegie-Chicago Hubble Program) measurements
have recovered a lower H0 tension value Freedman et al.
(2019).
To solve (or at least relax) this issue, rather than modifying

the matter content of the models, gravity needs to be modified
in a way that we can obtain the current dynamics observed.
In this line of thought, there has been a variety of proposal in
which General Relativity (GR) can be modified or extended
Clifton, Ferreira, Padilla, & Skordis (2012). One interesting

approach has been the f (R) theories Faraoni (n.d.); Sotiriou
& Faraoni (2010) (and references therein), where we can con-
sider an arbitrary function of the Ricci scalar in the standard
Einstein-Hilbert action. As a consequence of introducing this
arbitrary function, there is a freedom to explain the late cosmic
acceleration and structure formation without adding any kind
of dark energy or dark matter.
Recently, Teleparallel Gravity (TG) has starting to take

advantage of its mathematical description to solve theH0 ten-
sion problem and describe the late-time dynamics observed
and well-tested with current data. In these kind of theories the
curvature description is replaced with a torsion term by the
replacement of the Levi-Civita connection with its Weitzen-
böck connection Weitzenböock (1923). At this level, GR and
TG can be made equal to a boundary term in the Teleparal-
lel equivalent of General Relativity (TEGR). Both can produce
identical dynamical field equations Aldrovandi, Pereira, &
Vu (n.d.); Aldrovandi & Pereira (2013); Blixt, Hohmann, &
Pfeifer (2019). There are several ways to modify the TEGR
proposal, one through the so-called torsion scalar T . With
this technique, we can generalise the Lagrangian to arbi-
trary functions of the torsion scalar to produce f (T ) gravity
Chen, Dent, Dutta, & Saridakis (2011); Ferraro & Fiorini
(2007); Linder (2010), which follows the same idea as f (R)
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gravity. However, unlike f (R) theory, f (T ) gravity produces
generally second-order field equations. This result is interest-
ing since it means that Lovelock’s theorem is weakened in
TG Lovelock (1971) which has had interesting consequences
for constructing scalar-tensor theories of gravity Bahamonde,
Dialektopoulos, & Levi Said (2019). Furthermore, given the
importance of the boundary term in relating GR and TEGR,
f (T , B) gravity has also been well-studied Bahamonde, Böh-
mer, & Wright (2015); Escamilla-Rivera & Levi Said (2020);
Farrugia, Levi Said, Gakis, & Saridakis (2018) as a possible
extension to TEGR.
Moreover, applying consistency tests with current astro-

physical data allows to identify an optimal gravity theory and
deal at the same time with systematic effects in the data or any
problems with the underlying cosmological model. Some data
samples are sensitive to the geometry and dynamics of the uni-
verse and some other samples are sensitive to the growth of
large-scale structure. In such case, these two sets of observa-
tions must be consistent with one another in order to solve the
cosmological tension inside an optimal theory of gravity. At
late-times, any deviations between theories can be measured
through an effective equation of state (EoS) (mimicking a dark
energy component) close to the ΛCDM EoS value (w = −1).
In this work we provide an insightful test via examples

in f (R) and f (T , B) gravities that can relax the H0 ten-
sion using current late-time surveys. We present a description
of both theories to use them (with their corresponding con-
straints and priors) to study the nature of the effective EoS in
both cases. Due to the straightforward calculations, sometimes
we will be forced to restrict ourselves to displaying only the
results and interpret them qualitatively for cosmological pri-
ors in both of the samples at tension: Planck 2018 and Cefeids
measurements.

2 MODIFIED/EXTENDED THEORIES OF
GRAVITY VERSUS DARK ENERGY

GR is based on well-defined principles, most of which, are
contained in the structure of the Einstein tensor and their field
equations. In other words, from the Lovelock theorem that can
be summarised as follows: The only second-order, local grav-
itational field equations derivable from an action containing
solely the 4Dmetric tensor are the Einstein field equations with
a cosmological constant.
Theories that deviate from GR can be delineated into cate-

gories according to what principle or requirement they violate
Escamilla-Rivera & Fabris (2020). A modification to GR can
thus happen by allowing one of more options described in
Fig. 1 . In this line of thought, an optimal prescription can be
put down directly into three categories that can describe the

effectiveness of the late-time dynamics, in such case mimick-
ing a dark energy component (see Figure 2 ).

FIGURE 1 Several categories of modified gravity (MG) the-
ories according to the Lovelock theorem and their requirement
of violate it.

FIGURE 2 A convenient (phenomenological) prescription
for dark energy.

3 MODIFIED AND EXTENDED
GRAVITIES

3.1 Illustrative example 1: f (R) theories
These theories of gravity take a general function of the Ricci
scalar in the Einstein-Hilbert action as

S[g�� , ] =∫
f (R)
2�

√

−g d4x + Smatt[g�� , ] , (1)
where G = c = 1 and � ≡ 8�, Smatt[g�� , ] is the standard
action for matter. And f (R) is an arbitrary function of the Ricci
scalar R.
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As it is standard, we can consider a flat homoge-
neous, isotropic universe described by the Friedman-Lemaître-
Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric and with the variation we
can derive the equations

R̈ = −3HṘ − 1
3fRR

[

3fRRRṘ2 + 2f − fRR + �T
]

, (2)

H2 = − 1
fRR

[

fRRHṘ −
1
6
(RfR − f )

]

−
�T tt
3fR

, (3)

Ḣ = −H2 − 1
fR

[

fRRHṘ +
f
6
+
�T tt
3

]

, (4)
whereH = ȧ∕a. The energy momentum tensor T is that for a
fluid composed by baryons, dark matter and radiation. Accord-
ing to Jaime, Jaber, & Escamilla-Rivera (2018), by integrating
these equations using a fourth order Runge-Kutta numerical
integration, we can derive the evolution for R, H and its
derivative to obtain a generic EoS given by:

!JJE = −1 +
w0

1 +w1zw2
cos(w3 + z). (5)

where !i are free parameters and z is the redshift given
by z = a0∕a − 1. This is the so-called JJE parameterisa-
tion (Escamilla-Rivera, Hernández-Almada, García-Aspeitia,
& Motta (2020); Jaime et al. (2018)). This EoS recovers ! =
−1 at large z and allows dynamical oscillation. In this work
we will consider models that can provide an accelerated evo-
lution, with a !X ≈ −1, e.g the Starobinksy model f (R) =
R + �RS

[(

1 + R2

R2S

)−q
− 1

]

with � = 0.9, RS = 11. We shall
call this case as f (R) power law.

3.2 Illustrative example 2: f (T , B) theories
To study a cosmology that emerges from f (T , B) gravity, we
consider a flat homogeneous and isotropic metric. We choose
to take again the FLRWmetric ds2 = −dt2+a(t)2(dx2+dy2+
dz2) ,where the lapse function is set to unity. This can be done
since f̃ (T , B) gravity retains diffeomorphism invariance. If we
consider the choice of tetrad as ea� = diag(1, a(t), a(t), a(t)) ,
the spin connection components are set to be zero, i.e.!ab� = 0
Bahamonde & Capozziello (2017). In these theories can exist
an infinite number of possible choices for the ea�, but only a
small set have vanishing associated spin connection compo-
nents. The torsion scalar and the boundary term are given by

T = 6H2 , B = 6
(

3H2 + Ḣ
)

, (6)
with them, we can write the Ricci scalar as

R = −T + B = 6
(

Ḣ + 2H2) , (7)

1These values were taken from observational Solar System test Jaime et al.
(2018).

This shows how f (R) gravity results as a subset of f (T , B)
gravity with

f (T , B) ∶= f̃ (−T + B) = f̃ (R) . (8)
Taking a standard arbitrary Lagrangian mapping f̃ (T , B) →
−T + f (T , B) , and for an universe filled with a perfect fluid
we we can obtain
�2�eff = 3H2 (3fB + 2fT

)

− 3H ̇fB + 3ḢfB −
1
2
f , (9)

�2peff = 1
2
f −

(

3H2 + Ḣ
) (

3fB + 2fT
)

− 2H ̇fT + f̈B , (10)
with 2Ḣ = −�2

(

�m + pm + �eff + peff
)

. An EoS can be
computed for this effective fluid as
wTG = −1 +

f̈B − 3H ̇fB − 2ḢfT − 2H ̇fT
3H2

(

3fB + 2fT
)

− 3H ̇fB + 3ḢfB −
1
2
f
. (11)

First, as in (5), notice here that we can again recover theΛCDM
scenario when the T and B terms are negligible. Second, this
EoS require a specific form of f (T , B). In analogy to f (R),
in this work we consider a power law expression of the form
f (T , B) = b0Bk + t0T m, to obtain the effects of a late-time
cosmic accelerated expansion without the influence of a dark
energy component.

4 LATE-TIME COSMOLOGICAL
SURVEYS

4.1 Cosmic Chronometers
This sample consist in passively evolving old galaxies whose
redshifts are known. As an advantage, the expansion history
of the universe can be inferred directly from their differential
ages. According to this, we consider the current data discussed
in Table 1 .

4.2 Type Ia Supernovae
The current sample in this category is the compressed super-
nova Ia Pantheon compilation (40 bins)2. The standard descrip-
tion provide numerical values of the distance modulus �,
whose can be directly employed to derive the luminosity dis-
tance dL (in Mpc) according to:

� (z) = 5 log
[

dL (z)
1Mpc

]

+ 25 . (12)
Usually, we add to this quantity the nuisance parameter M ,
which is related (and degenerate) to the prior on H0. There-
fore, in this work we will consider additional priors to calibrate
this sample. Assuming spatial flatness, dL is related to the

2https://github.com/dscolnic/Pantheon

https://github.com/dscolnic/Pantheon
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z H(z) �H(z) z H(z) �H(z)
0.07 69.0 19.6 0.4783 80.9 9.0
0.09 69.0 12.0 0.48 97.0 62.0
0.12 68.6 26.2 0.593 104.0 13.0
0.17 83.0 8.0 0.68 92.0 8.0
0.179 75.0 4.0 0.781 105.0 12.0
0.199 75.0 5.0 0.875 125.0 17.0
0.2 72.9 29.6 0.88 90.0 40.0
0.27 77.0 14.0 0.9 117.0 23.0
0.28 88.8 36.6 1.037 154.0 20.0
0.352 83.0 14.0 1.3 168.0 17.0
0.3802 83.0 13.5 1.363 160.0 33.6
0.4 95.0 17.0 1.43 177.0 18.0
0.4004 77.0 10.2 1.53 140.0 14.0
0.4247 87.1 11.2 1.75 202.0 40.0
0.4497 92.8 12.9 1.965 186.5 50.4
0.47 89.0 49.6

TABLE 1 Cosmic Chronometers data sample from Marra &
Sapone (2018).

comoving distance  as
 (z) =

H0

c
(1 + z)−1 10

�(z)
5
−5 , (13)

which can be normalised by the Hubble function E (z) ≡
H (z) ∕H0 to obtain  (z) = ∫ z

0
dz̃
E (z̃)

.

4.3 Baryon Accoustic Oscillations
For our analyses, also we will consider model-independent
angular BAO determinations from the angular correlation
function. We use a total of 14 uncorrelated data points (see
Table 2 ).
The theoretical BAO angular scale � (z) can be written using

the angular diameter distance dA (z), which, for a flat universe
is  (z),

 (z) =
H0

c
rs
� (z)

(180
�

)

. (14)
where rs is the sound horizon of the primordial photon-baryon
fluid .

4.4 H0 andM priors
The first value under consideration come from model-
independent measurements of the local determination of H0
obtained from low-redshift SN Ia data calibrated with local
Cepheids Riess et al. (2018). Our second value it’s from the
current Planck 2018 Aghanim et al. (2018) obtained with
TT,TE,EE+lowE+lensing+BAO. Since H0 is fixed by both
values, we have nuisance parametersM , which can be calcu-
lated by calibrating the Pantheon sample described with each

Catalog z �(z) ��(z)
SDSS-DR7 0.235 9.06 0.23
SDSS-DR7 0.365 6.33 0.22
SDSS-DR10 0.450 4.77 0.17
SDSS-DR10 0.470 5.02 0.25
SDSS-DR10 0.490 4.99 0.21
SDSS-DR10 0.510 4.81 0.17
SDSS-DR10 0.530 4.29 0.30
SDSS-DR10 0.550 4.25 0.25
SDSS-DR11 0.570 4.59 0.36
SDSS-DR11 0.590 4.39 0.33
SDSS-DR11 0.610 3.85 0.31
SDSS-DR11 0.630 3.90 0.43
SDSS-DR11 0.650 3.55 0.16
SDSS-DR12Q 2.225 1.77 0.31

TABLE 2 BAO data sample (only angular) from de Carvalho
et al. (2018).

Prior H0 M rs
Riess et al. 73.52 −19.25+0.01−0.01 146.6 ± 4.1
Planck 2018 67.66 −19.42+0.01−0.01 147.21 ± 0.23

TABLE 3 Result of the statistical analysis calibration for the
Pantheon sample.

of them. The results of the statistical analysis at 1-� C.L is
shown in Table 3 .
Additionally, when using the angular BAO determinations,

we have rs as an extra parameter. Again, using bothH0 values
we can compute the values reported in the fourth column in
Table 3 .

5 PERFORMING PRECISION
COSMOLOGY AT LARGE SCALES

Using a modified version of the MontePython code in order to
introduce our EoS’s for f (R) (5) and f (T , B) (11) power law
models. To compare the parameterisations with a Benchmark
ΛCDM we use the combination of the three different datasets
(CC+Pantheon+BAO) with theH0 and rs priors and calculate
the corresponding bestfit for the late-time cosmic acceleration
effect. Finally, we obtained the following main results:

• Power Law f (R) Model: Using our total sample we
obtain the mean constraints w0 = 0.6961+6.0524e−03−6.0524e−03 ,
w1 = 0.03244+0.0203−0.0203, w2 = 0.1188+8.1688e−04−8.1688e−04 and w3 =
2.246+1.2451e−04−1.2451e−04 . In this scenario there is no notable dif-
ference between theH0 priors employed (see Figure 3 ).
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Moreover, a deviation of 1-� is obtained in comparison to
a Benchmark model (see Figure 5 ).

• Power Law f (T , B) Model: When our total sample is
used, we obtain the mean constraints m = 79.19+4−6.1,
49.81+0.73−1 , b0 = 1.099e + 16+7e+14−1.1e+16 and t0 = 7.974e +
15+2.8e+15−6.3e+15. It seems to be in agreement with the valueH0
given by Riess et al (see Figure 4 ). This model mimic a
ΛCDM at low z, while at higher value starts to reproduce
a f (R) power law (see Figure 5 ).

FIGURE 3 f (R) cosmological power law models. Top: with
Planck 2018 prior. Bottom: with Riess et al prior.

6 CONCLUSIONS

In this work we discussed a straightforward cosmological anal-
ysis for f (R) and f (T , B) theories described by generic EoS
expressions in a flat homogeneous and isotropic space-time. As
a first approach, we proposed f (R) and f (T , B) power law cos-
mological scenarios. On the theoretical level, f (T , B) acts as a
generalisation of f (R) gravity in which the torsion and bound-
ary term contributions are decoupled from each other. For a flat
FLRW space-time, this means that some viable f (R) models
can allow for more freedom. Moreover, it would be interesting
to use the tools employed for an extended theories of grav-
ity to probe interesting additions from the decoupled scalars
to approximate different phenomena in late-time cosmology.
This study will be reported elsewhere.

FIGURE 4 f (T , B) cosmological power law models. Top:
with Planck 2018 prior. Bottom: with Riess et al prior.

FIGURE 5 f (R) and f (T , B) cosmological power law mod-
els in comparison to the BenchmarkΛCDMmodel (Ωm = 0.3,
ℎ = 0.7 andH = 70).
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