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Abstract

In this paper, we considered the study of Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) model in the framework
of f(Q, T ) gravity, an extension of symmetric teleparallel gravity, recently defined by Y. Xu et al. [54].
The non-linear model f(Q, T ) = −αQ − βT 2, where α > 0 and β > 0 are constants, is taken into
account. The equation of state of perfect fluid is assumed and 31 points of Hubble data are used
to constrain the value of model parameter. To explore the evolution of the universe, the numerical
solutions of cosmological implications such as Hubble parameter, deceleration parameter, apparent
magnitude and luminosity distance are determined and the energy conditions are examined. The
theoretical results of Hubble parameter are compared with ΛCDM model. Further, 57 Supernova data
(42 from Supernova cosmology project and 15 from Calán/ Tolono supernova survey) are also used to
have consistent results of apparent magnitude and luminosity distance.
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1 Introduction

The recent observational progresses in cosmology have provided that our universe already entered into an
accelerated expansion stage, and some exotic form of matter present in the universe could be the cause
of this expansion [1–5]. Subsequently, the same observations specify that around 95− 96% of the matter
content of the universe is in the form of two types of mysterious components, called dark matter and dark
energy, respectively, and nearly 4− 5% is in the form of baryonic matter [6, 7].

After several achievements and remarkable success of standard general relativity still, it may not
be adequate completely to elucidate gravitational phenomena on galactic and cosmological ranges. So,
general relativity may not be the final theory of the gravitational force, since it cannot provide satisfactory
explanations to the fundamental problems in present day cosmology is challenged with: dark energy and
dark matter problem respectively. Therefore, the modification of general relativity is required to explore
several aspects in modern cosmology. There are many different approaches have been proposed at the
classical level to explain the observational results of cosmology. Nevertheless, an adequate theory of gravity
has yet to come. One of the simplest way of modifying Einstein’s gravity is to introduce an arbitrary
function of the Ricci scalar R into the gravitational action [8], which becomes S = 1

2κ2

∫

f(R)
√−gd4x+

∫

Lm

√−gd4x. A second method to modify the Einstein gravity is to assume the existence of a non-
minimal coupling between matter and geometry. This way of research provides us to different classes of
gravitational theories, called f(R,Lm) gravity [9, 10], with action given by S =

∫

f(R,Lm)
√−gd4x, and

f(R,T ) gravity [11], with action given by S =
∫

f(R,T )
√−gd4x, where T is the trace of the energy-

momentum tensor, respectively. For wide-range of studies and discussions on modified gravity theories
and of their implications see [12–52]. Nevertheless, Harko et al [53] extended symmetric teleparallel
gravity by introducing nonmetricity Q is nonminimally coupled to matter Lagrangian, this leads to the
nonconservation of the energy-momentum tensor, and subsequently the appearance of an extra force in
the geodesic equation of motion. A Lagrangian of the form L = f1(Q) + f2(Q)Lm was considered, where
f1 and f2 are generic functions of Q, and Lm is the matter Lagrangian.
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Recently, Y. Xu et al. [54] investigated another extension of f(Q) gravity, which is based on the
nonminimal coupling between the nonmetricity Q and the trace T of the matter energy-momentum
tensor. In precisely, the Lagrangian density of the gravitational field is defined by a general function of
both Q and T , so that L = f(Q,T ). Subsequently, Xu et al [55] studied f(Q,T ) gravity by taking simple
functional forms of the function f(Q,T ), and compare their results with the standard ∧CDM model.
Arora et al [56] investigated f(Q,T ) gravity with observational constraints by considering the simple
form of f(Q,T ), i. e. f(Q,T ) = mQn + bT , and specific form of scale factor.

In the light of the above discussion, the main objective of this paper is to study the viability of
f(Q,T ) model with observational data by taking non-linear form of f(Q,T ), i. e. f(Q,T ) = −α− βT 2.
Eventually, we compare our results with ∧CDM model.

2 f(Q, T ) gravity and field equations

Recently, the f(Q,T ) theory of gravity has been introduced by Y Xu et al. [54]. The gravitational action
in f(Q,T ) gravity is defined as

S =
1

16π

∫

f(Q,T )
√−gd4x+

∫ √−gLd4x, (1)

where Q is the non-metricity, T is the trace of stress energy tensor, f(Q,T ) is a function of Q and T , L
is the matter Lagrangian and g = det(gµν). The non-metricity Q is given by

Q ≡ −gµν(Lα
βµL

β
να − Lα

βαL
β
µν), (2)

where Lα
βγ denotes the deformation tensor

Lα
βγ = −1

2
gαλ(▽γgβλ +▽βgγλ −▽λgβγ). (3)

The trace of stress energy tensor is defined as

Tµν = −2δ(
√−gL)√−gδgµν

. (4)

Then the field equations by varying the gravitational action are obtained as

8πTµν = − 2√−g
▽α (fQ

√−gPα
µν −

fgµν
2

+ fT (Tµν +Θµν)− fQ(PµαβQ
αβ
ν − 2Qαβ

µ Pαβν)), (5)

where Θµν ≡ gαβ
δTαβ

δgµν
and Pα

µν stands for the superpotential of the model [54].

Now, we consider flat, isotropic and homogeneous FRW metric

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)(dx2 + dy2 + dz2), (6)

where a(t) denotes the scale factor. The expansion rate is defined in terms of scale factor as H ≡ ȧ
a
. The

function H is called Hubble parameter and non-metricity Q = 6H2 [54].
From (5) and (6), the field equations are obtained as

8πρ =
f

2
− 6FH2 − 2G̃

1 + G̃
(ḞH + FḢ) (7)
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and

8πp = −f

2
+ 6FH2 + 2(ḞH + FḢ). (8)

From Equations (7) and (8), the evolution equation for H comes out to be

Ḣ +
ḞH

F
=

4π

F
(1 + G̃)(ρ+ p). (9)

Introducing the effective pressure and effective energy density, the field equations reduce to

3H2 = 8πρeff =
f

4F
− 4π

F

[

(1 + G̃)ρ+ G̃p
]

, (10)

2Ḣ + 3H2 = −8πpeff =
f

4F
− 2ḞH

F
+

4π

F

[

(1 + G̃)ρ+ (2 + G̃)p
]

. (11)

The effective thermodynamic quantities satisfy conservation equation which are as followed:

˙ρeff + 3H(ρeff + peff ) = 0. (12)

3 Estimation of Cosmological Parameters and Energy Conditions

In this section, the numerical solutions for cosmological parameters such as Hubble parameter and de-
celeration parameter are determined in the context of f(Q,T ) gravity with non-linear form of f(Q,T )
function as f(Q,T ) = −αQ − βT 2, where α > 0 and β > 0 are constants [54]. Further, the nature
of energy conditions which include null energy condition (NEC), weak energy condition (WEC), strong
energy condition (SEC) and dominant energy condition (DEC) is examined.

For the function f(Q,T ) = −αQ − βT 2, F = ∂f
∂Q

= −α, 8πG̃ = −2βT = 2βρ(t). We suppose the
equation of state of perfect fluid given by p = ωρ, where p, ρ and ω denote pressure, density and equation
of state parameter respectively.

3.1 Energy Density

From Equations (7) and (9), the energy density is

ρ(t) =
f − 12H2(t)F

16π((1 + ω)G̃+ 1)

=
6αH2(t)− βρ2(−1 + 3ω)2

16π − 4βρ(t)(1 + ω)(−1 + 3ω)
. (13)

This gives the physical solution as

ρ(t) =
8π

(

− 1±
√

1 + 3
32π2αβH2(t)(1− 3ω)(5 + ω)

)

β(1− 3ω)(5 + ω)
. (14)

If 3
32π2αH

2(t)β(1 − 3ω)(5 + ω) << 1, then the expansion of square root in (14) gives ρ(t) ∝ H2(t).

3



3.2 Hubble Parameter

Further, the evolution equation for the Hubble function comes out to be

dH

dt
=

(1 + ω)

−α

[

4π + β(1− 3ω)
8π

(

− 1±
√

1 + 3
32π2αH2(t)β(1 − 3ω)(5 + ω)

)

β(1− 3ω)(5 + ω)

]

×
8π

(

− 1±
√

1 + 3
32π2αH2(t)β(1 − 3ω)(5 + ω)

)

β(1− 3ω)(5 + ω)
. (15)

Rescaling the Hubble function as

H(t) =

√

32π2

3αβ(1 − 3ω)(5 + ω)
h(t), (16)

the equation (15) takes the form of differential equation

dh

dt
= −k(−1 +

√

1 + h2(t))
(

1 +
2
√

1 + h2(t)

5 + ω

)

, (17)

where k =
√

96π2(1+ω)2

αβ(1−3ω)(5+ω) . Converting the equation (17) in terms of redshift, we have

(1 + z)h(z)
dh(z)

dz
= k(−1 +

√

1 + h2(z))
(

1 +
2
√

1 + h2(z)

5 + ω

)

. (18)

Let v(z) = h2(z). Then the equation (18) reduces to

(1 + z)
dv(z)

dz
= k(−1 +

√

1 + v(z))
(

1 +
2
√

1 + v(z)

5 + ω

)

. (19)

Equation (19) is dependent on parameters k and ω, and variable z. From (16), ω can have values between
-5 and 1/3. Now, the question is: what should the value of model parameter k be chosen? To determine
the best suitable value of k, we have used 31 points of H(z) values mentioned at the end of the article
and obtained the value of the model parameter k by minimizing the chi-square value by

χ2
OHD(ps) =

28
∑

n=1

[Hth(ps, zn)−Hob(zn)]
2

σ2
, (20)

where Hth and Hob stand for the theoretical and observational values of H(z) respectively, σ denotes
the standard error in Hob and ps denotes the parameter space to be constrained. Using (20), the value
of k is obtained as 1.8. Then the numerical solution of h(z) is presented in Fig. (1) by taking ω =
−2,−1/3, 0.1, 0.25 and k = 1.8. For each value of ω, h(z) is found to be an increasing function of z.
This implies that our universe is expanding. In Fig. (1), h(z) corresponding to ΛCDM is also presented.
It is observed that the values of h(z) for ω < −1 deviate from ΛCDM more in comparison of values
corresponding to ω > −1 which can also be seen in Fig. (1).
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3.3 Deceleration Parameter

The deceleration parameter q is a cosmological quantity which describes the accelerating or decelerating
nature of the universe evolution. It is defined by

q = − Ḣ

H2
− 1

= (1 + z)
1

H(z)

dH(z)

dz
− 1 (21)

By examining the energy conditions above, we obtained that ω ∈ (−1, 1/3) for having the universe filled
with ordinary matter. Then we calculated the numerical solution of q(z) and checked its nature for this
range of ω. It is found that −1 < q(z) < 0 for z ≥ 0 with ω ∈ (−1, 1/3). It is also shown in Fig. (6) for
ω = −1/3, 0.1 and 0.25. Thus, according to our model, the evolution of universe is in accelerating phase
at present and it has been started many years ago.

3.4 Luminosity Distance

The observations of type Ia Supernova [1,2] have declared the evolution of the universe in an accelerating
way. The luminosity of an stellar objects defines the luminosity distance which has a significant role in
studying the evolution of the universe. It is defined in terms of redshift by

DL = a0c(1 + z)

∫ t0

t

dt

a(t)

= c(1 + z)

∫ z

0

dz

H(z)
, (22)

where c and a0 are the speed of light and the present value of the scale factor respectively. We have
determined luminosity distance theoretically with respect to z from (22) and compared with the cor-
responding results from 57 Supernova data (42 from Supernova cosmology project and 15 from Calán/
Tolono supernova survey). It is observed that the theoretical and observational values of DL coincide for
each ω ∈ (−1, 1/3) and some values of z. It is plotted in Fig. (7) for ω = −1/3, 0.1 and 0.25. In this
figure, the observational values of DL are also marked and found to be consistent with the values of DL

obtained by solving (22).

3.5 Apparent Magnitude

Further, the apparent magnitude of a light source is defined in terms of luminosity distance by the relation

m−M = 5log10

( DL

Mpc

)

+ 25, (23)

where m means apparent magnitude and M means absolute magnitude.
For lower redshift, DL is

DL =
cz

H0
. (24)

Using Eq.(24) and substituting z = 0.026 and m = 16.08 in (23),

M = 5log10

(

H0

0.026c

)

− 8.92. (25)
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From Eqs. (23) & (25),

m = 16.08 + 5log10

(

DLH0

0.026c

)

. (26)

By Equations (22) and (26),

m = 16.08 + 5log10

(

(1 + z)H0

0.026

∫ z

0

dz

H(z)

)

. (27)

Using Eq. (27), we have obtained apparent magnitude with respect to redshift and compared with the
corresponding results. For each ω ∈ (−1, 1/3), it increases and coincides with the observational values of
m obtained from 57 Supernova data (42 from Supernova cosmology project and 15 from Calán/ Tolono
supernova survey). In Fig. (8), the theoretical values of m are observed to be in good agreement with
the observational values of m.

Figure 1: In this figure, the numerical solution of function h(z) is plotted with respect to redshift z for
ω = −2,−1/3, 0.1 and 0.25. It is also plotted for ΛCDM model which is closed to the values of h(z)
corresponding to different ω with lower redshifts.

3.6 Energy Conditions

The energy conditions to be investigated in the present subsection are: null energy condition (NEC), weak
energy condition (WEC), strong energy condition (SEC) and dominant energy condition (DEC). These
are defined in terms of energy density ρ and pressure p. If we consider both ρ and p as a function of z,
then these energy conditions are stated in the following manner:
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Figure 2: In this figure, the value of ρ(z) is plotted with respect to redshift z for ω = −2,−1/3, 0.1 and
0.25. It is obtained to be positively increasing function for each ω.

(i) NEC ⇔ ρ(z) + p(z) ≥ 0

(ii) WEC ⇔ ρ(z) ≥ 0, ρ(z) + p(z) ≥ 0

(iii) SEC ⇔ ρ(z) + p(z) ≥ 0, ρ(z) + 3p(z) ≥ 0

(iv) DEC ⇔ ρ(z) ≥ 0, ρ(z) − |p(z)| ≥ 0

• In Eq. (14), the energy density is defined in terms of cosmic time. For ω = −1, αβ = 0 which
implies either α = 0 or β = 0. If α = 0, then ρ(z) is constant, which is not true as it is decreasing
with the evolution of universe. On the other hand if β = 0, then ρ(t) would be undefined. This
restricts that ω ∈ (−5, 1/3) − {−1}. Expressing the energy density from (14) in terms of redshift,
we get

ρ(z) =
8π

(

− 1±
√

1 + h2(z)
)

β(1 − 3ω)(5 + ω)
. (28)

For ω = −2,−1/3, 0.1 and 0.25, ρ(z) is plotted in Fig. (2). For each of these values, it increases with
the increment of z which shows that the energy density is going to decrease as time is increasing.

• For our model, we have obtained ρ(z) + p(z) < 0 for every z ≥ 0 with ω < −1 and ρ(z) + p(z) > 0
for every z ≥ 0 with ω > −1. This depicts that the universe would be filled with the matter obeying
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Figure 3: In this figure, NEC term ρ(z) + p(z) is plotted with respect to redshift z for ω = -2, -1/3, 0.1
and 0.25. It is obtained to be positively increasing function for ω = -1/3, 0.1 and 0.25, and negatively
decreasing function for ω = -2.

the null energy condition, if ω > −1. Thus, this reduces the range of ω to (-1,1/3). We have drawn
ρ(z) + p(z) with respect to z in Fig. (3) for ω = −2,−1/3, 0.1 and 0.25. For ω = −2, it is negative,
while for ω = −1/3, 0.1 and 0.25, it is positive.

• Clearly, WEC is valid for z ≥ 0 with ω ∈ (−1, 1/3).

• Further, in case of our model SEC term (1 + 3ω)ρ(z) ≥ 0 for all z ≥ 0 with ω < −1. This implies
the non-violation of SEC for all z ≥ 0 with ω ∈ (−1, 1/3). For ω = −0.25, 0.1 and 0.25, it is plotted
in Fig. (4).

• Furthermore, DEC term ρ(z) − |p(z)| = ρ(z)(1 − |ω|) is found to be a positive function of z for ω
to (-1,1/3). It is plotted in Fig. (5) for ω = −1/3, 0.1 and 0.25. Thus, all energy conditions are
satisfied for z ≥ 0 with ω ∈ (−1, 1/3).

• Thus, our model of universe signifies the presence of matter respecting the energy conditions.

4 Summary and Conclusion

In the present paper, the framework of FRW model is chosen with the background of f(Q,T ) theory of
gravity, which has been proposed by Y. Xu et al. in 2019 [54] and used to investigate the evolution of
FRW model with three specific forms of f(Q,T ) gravity models (i) f(Q,T ) = αQ + βT , (ii) f(Q,T ) =
αQn+1+βT and (iii) f(Q,T ) = −αQ−βT 2. They assumed the universe to be filled with dust matter and

8



Figure 4: In this figure, SEC term ρ(z)+ 3p(z) is plotted with respect to redshift z for ω = -0.25, 0.1 and
0.25. It is obtained to be positive and increasing function for each ω.

obtained the accelerating expansion of the universe. After this study, a natural question arises that what
would happen if the dust matter is not filled in the universe or the pressure between the fluid particles is
non-zero. To investigate such question, we have considered the non-zero pressure with equation of state
p = ωρ, where ω is a constant equation of state parameter. Using f(Q,T ) = −αQ− βT 2 model, we have
obtained a non-linear differential equation for Hubble parameter in terms of redshift z. After re-scaling
it in terms of function h(z), we have obtained a non-linear differential equation for h(z) which contains
model parameter k and equation of state parameter ω. Using 31 points of Hubble data, we have obtained
the constrain on k and obtained its value equal to 1.8 for which χ2 is minimum. Using this value of k,
real numerical solution of h(z) is obtained for ω ∈ (−5, 1/3). It is found to be an increasing function of
redshift for each ω ∈ (−5, 1/3). For lower redshift values, the values of h(z) are closer to the ΛCDM in
comparison of higher redshift values. Further, the energy density ρ(z) is obtained to be undefined for
ω = −1 which restricts its range to (−5, 1/3) − {−1}. In order to obtain more constrain, we have found
the numerical solution for NEC term ρ(z) + p(z). It is found to be positive for every z ≥ 0 with ω > −1.
Then all SEC and DEC terms are checked and found to be positive for ω > −1. Thus, we obtained the
validity of energy conditions for z ≥ 0 with ω ∈ (−1, 1/3). Then we have calculated the deceleration
parameter q which tells about the decelerating or accelerating nature of the universe. For ω ∈ (−1, 1/3),
−1 < q < 0, indicates the accelerating scenario of the universe. Then we have calculated apparent
magnitude and luminosity distance numerically and used the 57 Supernova data points to examine the
consistency between observational and theoretical results. Consequently, the consistency is obtained
between the results with respect to each ω ∈ (−1, 1/3).

Thus, it is concluded that our model represents the current accelerating and expanding scenario of the
universe. It is filled with ordinary matter obeying the energy conditions and provides the cosmological
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Figure 5: In this figure, DEC term ρ(z)− |p(z)| is plotted with respect to redshift z for ω = -1/3, 0.1 and
0.25. It is obtained to be positive and increasing function for each ω.

implications consistent with experimental outcomes. Hence, this work may be fruitful in the further
investigation of evolution of our universe.
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