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The fundamental nature and origin of dark energy are one of the premier mysteries of theoretical physics. In General Relativity Theory, the cosmological constant Λ is the simplest explanation
for dark energy. On the other hand, the cosmological constant Λ suffers from a delicate issue socalled fine-tunning problem. This motivates one to modify the spacetime geometry of Einstein’s GR.
The f ( Q) gravity is a recently proposed modified theory of gravity in which the non-metricity scalar
Q drives the gravitational interaction. In this article, we consider a linear f ( Q) model, specifically
f ( Q) = αQ + β, where α and β are free parameters. Then we estimate the best fit values of model
parameters that would be in agreement with the recent observational data sets. We use 31 points of
the CC data sets, 6 points of the BAO data sets, and 1048 points from the Pantheon supernovae samples. We apply the Bayesian analysis and likelihood function along with the Markov Chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) method. Further, we analyze the physical behavior of cosmological parameters such
as density, deceleration, and the EoS parameters corresponding to the constrained values of the model
parameters. The evolution of deceleration parameter predicts a transition from decelerated to accelerated phases of the universe. Further, the evolution of equation of state parameter depicts quintessence
type behavior of the dark energy fluid part. We find that our f ( Q) cosmological model can effectively
describe the late time cosmic acceleration without invoking any dark energy component in the matter
part.

I.

INTRODUCTION

In the last two decades, evidences from Supernova
searches [1, 2], WMAP experiment [3, 4], CMBR [5, 6],
LSS [7, 8] and the BAO measurements [9, 10] indicate an
accelerating cosmological expansion. The final fate of
the universe is a topic of great concern. The root cause
triggering this cosmological expansion is attributed to
some sort of negative pressure dark energy (DE). The ultimate fate of our universe strongly depends on the fundamental nature of dark energy. The DE is usually charp DE
acterized by an equation of state parameter ω DE ≡ ρDE
that is a ratio of spatially homogeneous pressure p DE to
the energy density ρ DE of dark energy. According to recent cosmological observations, the ambiguities are too
large to differentiate among the cases : ω < −1, ω = −1,
and ω > −1. The value of the equation of state parameter for dark energy obtained by the WMAP [11] which
combined data from the H0 measurements, supernovae,
CMB, and BAO shows that ω = −1.084 ± 0.063 while
in the year 2015, the Planck collaboration indicates that
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ω = −1.006 ± 0.0451 [12] and further in 2018 it reported
that ω = −1.028 ± 0.032 [13]. The cosmological constant Λ in GR is the simplest explanation for the dark
energy and it is characterized by ω = −1. However,
there is a high discrepancy between the observed value
of the cosmological constant Λ and its expected value
from quantum gravity [14]. This inconsistency in the
value of Λ is referred to as a cosmological constant problem. Another widely explored time varying DE model is
the model with quintessence dark energy that is characterized by an equation of state −1 < ω < − 31 [15, 16]. In
such models, density of dark energy decreases with time
[17]. Further, the least theoretically understood dark energy characterized by ω < −1 is called phantom energy.
The phantom energy case has gained much attention
among theorists due to its strange properties. The phantom model represents growing dark energy that results
in an extreme future expansion which leads to finitetime future singularity. For the classification of singularities, see the references [18–20]. It also violates all the
four energy conditions that help to constrain wormholes
[21]. In this article, we follow a different mechanism in
which dark energy evolves from the gravitational sector
instead of the matter part. Such an approach has been
widely used in the literature so-called modified theories
of gravity [22–24]. Recently, f ( Q) gravity has been proposed by J. B. Jiménez et al [25] and it has gained much
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attention among cosmologists. The f ( R) theory of gravity is a generalization of GR in which the space-time is
described by the non-vanishing curvature with vanishing torsion and non-metricity [26]. The f (T ) gravity
theory is a generalization of the teleparallel equivalent
of GR in which the space-time is described by the nonzero torsion with vanishing curvature and non-metricity
[27]. Finally, the f ( Q) theory of gravity, which will be
described in Section II, is a generalization of the symmetric teleparallel equivalent of GR in which the nonmetricity scalar describes the gravitational interactions
with zero curvature and torsion. Furthermore, the cosmological realisation of f ( R) theories remain close to
those of GR, while models based on f ( T ) theories suffer from strong coupling issues on generic FLRW backgrounds [28]. This coupling problems observed in f ( T )
theories are absent in f ( Q) models. Also, at the small
scale quasi-static limit the predictions of the models
based f ( T ) and f ( Q) theory coincide whereas at higher
scales model of f ( Q) theories generically propagate two
scalar degrees of freedom that are absent in the case of
f ( T ). These two degrees of freedom disappear around
maximally symmetric backgrounds and thus, cause the
discussed strong coupling problem [29].
Although recently proposed, the f ( Q) gravity theory
already presents some interesting and valuable applications in the literature. The first cosmological solutions in
f ( Q) gravity appear in References [29, 30], while f ( Q)
cosmography and energy conditions can respectively be
seen in [31, 32]. The geodesic deviation equation in f ( Q)
theory from its covariant formulation was studied [33].
Quantum cosmology have been studied for a power-law
model [34]. Cosmological solutions and growth index of
matter perturbations have been investigated for a polynomial functional form of f ( Q) [35]. Isotropization process in an anisotropic Bianchi universe was investigated
in a polynomial f ( Q) model [36]. Harko et al. analyzed the coupling matter in f ( Q) gravity by assuming
a power-law function [37]. The first evidence that nonmetricity f ( Q) gravity can challenge ΛCDM has been
presented in [38]. A set of constraints for f ( Q) cosmology with a ΛCDM background is presented in [39] using
ground and space based gravitational waves observatories. Propagation of gravitational waves and redshift
space distortions have been analyzed under the framework of f ( Q) gravity [40, 41]. A designer approach to
f ( Q) gravity with signatures and its cosmological implications presented in [42, 43]. Furthermore, there are
plenty of interesting works have been done in this theory such as black hole solution, wormhole solution, and
general covariant symmetric teleparallel cosmology presented in [44–46]. Recently, some extensions of f ( Q)

theory have been introduced in the literature namely
f ( Q, T ) theory [47] and Weyl f ( Q, T ) theory [48].
During last two decades the wealth of observational
data increases. The majority of studies has been concentrated on evidences from Type Ia supernovae, baryon
acoustic oscillations (BAO) and cosmic microwave background (CMB). The Hubble parameter dataset shows
the intricate structure of the expansion of the universe. The ages of the most massive galaxies offer direct measurements of the Hubble parameter H (z) at
different redshifts z, resulting in the development of
a new form of standard cosmological probe [49]. In
the present manuscript we include 31 measurements of
H (z) spanned using differential age method which is
treated as Cosmic chronometer (CC) data sets [50] in further study, BAO data consisting of six points [51]. Recently, Scolnic et al. published a large Type Ia supernovae sample named Pantheon data sets consisting 1048
points that covers the redshift range 0.01 < z < 2.3 [52].
Our analysis uses the CC, BAO and Pantheon samples
to constrain the cosmological model.
This manuscript is organized as follows. In Sec II,
we present the fundamental formulations in F ( Q) gravity. In Sec III, Friedmann’s equation for a flat cosmology along with a dark energy fluid part is discussed. In
Sec IV, we consider a F ( Q) gravity model and derive
the expressions for density, equation of state (EoS), and
the deceleration parameter. In Sec V we constraint the
model parameters by using 31 points of the CC data sets,
6 points of the BAO data sets, and 1048 points from the
Pantheon supernovae samples. Further, we investigate
the physical behavior of cosmological parameters such
as density, deceleration, and the EoS parameters corresponding to the constraint values of the model parameters. Finally, we discuss our conclusions in Sec VI.

II.

FUNDAMENTAL FORMULATIONS IN F ( Q)
GRAVITY THEORY

The spacetime curvature demonstration of gravity is
one of the most fundamental notions in natural sciences.
Yet apart from the curvature, there are apparently two
geometrical objects, namely, the torsion and the nonmetricity of the spacetime’s geodesic structure which
can establish the gravity. The standard theory of gravity governed by the General Relativity (GR) makes use
of the spacetime curvature to determine gravity, with a
torsion-free and metric-compatible connection, the very
special Levi-Civita connection. As a byproduct, it assures that the geodesics are also autoparallel in this case.
The second notion benefits from a metric-compatible,
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curvature-free connection with torsion, and is called
the Teleparallel Equivalent of GR (TEGR). Whereas the
last one determines gravity in a curvature and torsionfree environment, in which the non-metricity takes the
complete charge of gravity, and is called the Symmetric Teleparallel Equivalent of GR (STEGR). As discussed
in [53], the geometrical framework of this last setting is
perhaps the simplest among the three equivalent theories of gravity because the connection can be globally
completely cut off from the discussion by an appropriate
choice of coordinates, called the coincident gauge coordinates. Moreover, in this particular coordinates system,
it entails only the first derivatives of the metric tensor,
unlike the standard theory of gravity, and thus generates
a well-posed variational principle without any GibbonsHawking-York (GHY) boundary terms.
A metric-affine spacetime equipped with a metric gµν
that encodes angles and distances and a general affine
α that defines the notion of parallel transconnection Xµν
port and covariant derivatives. From differential geometry, it is well-known that the generic affine connection
α admits a splitting into three parts [53],
Xµν
X αµν = Γαµν + K αµν + Lαµν ,

(1)

with the Levi-Civita connection of the metric tensor
gµν ,
Γαµν ≡

1 αλ
g ( gµλ,ν + gλν,µ − gµν,λ )
2

(2)

and the contortion tensor,
K αµν

1
≡ ( T αµν + Tµαν + Tναµ )
2

(3)

and the distortion tensor,
Lαµν ≡

1 α
( Q µν − Qµα ν − Qναµ )
2

(4)

The last two terms are called torsion tensor and nonmetricity tensor respectively and defined as
T αµν ≡ X αµν − X ανµ

(5)

X α µβ =

∂x α
∂µ ∂ β ξ ρ .
∂ξ ρ

(7)

Here, ξ α = ξ α ( x µ ) is an invertible relation. Hence, it is
always possible to find a coordinate system so that the
connection X αµν vanishes. This situation is called coincident gauge and the covariant derivative ∇α reduces to
the partial one ∂α . But in any other coordinate system in
which this affine connection does not vanish, the metric evolution will be affected and result in a completely
different theory [33, 54]. Thus in the coincident gauge
coordinate , we have

Qαµν = ∂α gµν

(8)

while in an arbitrary coordinate system,

Qαµν = ∂α gµν − 2Xαλ(µ gν)λ .

(9)

It is clear from the previous discussion that in STEGR
under a coincident gauge coordinates, X αµν and K αµν
vanish, and thus from equation (1) we can conclude that
Γαµν = − Lαµν

(10)

using which we can calculate the required tensors and
scalars in that specific coordinates.
The gravitational interactions in modified symmetric
teleparallel geometry or F ( Q) gravity is governed by the
following action:
S=

Z

p
1
F ( Q) − gd4 x +
2

Z

Lm

p

− gd4 x

(11)

Here F ( Q) is an arbitrary function of the nonmetricity scalar Q, g = det( gµν ) and Lm is the Lagrangian density of matter.
Due to the symmetry of the metric tensor gµν , We
can have only two independent traces from the nonmetricity tensor Qαµν , namely,
Qα = Qα µ µ and Q̃α = Qµ αµ

(12)

In addition, the non-metricity conjugate tensor is
given by

and
Qαµν ≡ ∇α gµν

(6)

The geometrical framework we use has a flat and torsionless connection so that it corresponds to pure coordinate transformation from the trivial connection as described in [25]. The connection can be parameterized as

4Pλ µν = − Qλ µν + 2Q(µ λ ν) + ( Qλ − Q̃λ ) gµν − δ(λµ Qν) .
(13)
The non-metricity scalar is acquired by [55]
Q = − Qλµν Pλµν .

(14)
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Moreover, the stress-energy momentum tensor for the
cosmic matter content is given by

√

−2 δ( − gLm )
Tµν = √
−g
δgµν

√

(15)

dF
dQ

for the sake of convenience.

The field equation describing the gravitational interactions in F ( Q) gravity is obtained by varying the action
(11) with respect to the metric tensor as

p
2
1
∇λ ( − gFQ Pλ µν ) + gµν F + FQ ( Pµλβ Qν λβ − 2Qλβµ Pλβ ν ) = − Tµν .
−g
2

Moreover, one can obtain the following result by varying the action with respect to the connection,
p
(17)
∇µ ∇ν ( − gFQ Pµν λ ) = 0
III.

We denote FQ =

FLAT FLRW UNIVERSE IN F ( Q) COSMOLOGY

Taking into account the homogeneity and isotropy of
the universe, we describe our universe by the spatially
flat FLRW line element [56] in Cartesian coordinates,
which is, as a matter of fact also a coincident gauge coordinates, therefore from now connection becomes trivial
and metric is the only fundamental variable,
ds2 = −dt2 + a2 (t)[dx2 + dy2 + dz2 ]

Q = 6H 2

Ḣ =

(20)

f + Q − 2Q f Q = 2ρ

(21)

(22)

Now, the trace of the field equations leads to the following matter conservation equation

ρ̇ + 3H ρ + p = 0

(23)

The equation of state that relates the usual pressure
and matter-energy density of the cosmic fluid is given
as [57]
p = ωρ

(24)

Here ω is constant called equation of state (EoS) parameter.
The equation (23) can be solved with the help of equation (24), to give
ρ = ρ 0 a ( t ) −3(1+ ω )

(25)

These equations (21) and (22) can be interpreted as
symmetric teleparallel equivalent to GR (STG) cosmology with an additional component coming due to nonmetricity of space-time that behaves like dark energy
fluid part. These dark energy components coming due
to non-metricity are defined by

Here uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) are components of the four
velocities of the perfect cosmic fluid.
Then the Friedmann like equations ruling the dynamics of the universe for the function F ( Q) = − Q + f ( Q),
are [55]

ρ+p

2 −1 + f Q + 2Q f QQ

In particular, for the function F ( Q) = − Q, we can
recover the usual Friedmann equations of GR.

(19)

The stress-energy momentum tensor characterizing
the matter-content of the universe by its matter-energy
density ρ and isotropic pressure p for the line element
(18) is

Tµν = (ρ + p)uµ uν + pgµν

and

(18)

Here, a(t) is a measure of the cosmic expansion at a
cosmic time t, known as the scale factor . Now one can
obtain the non-metricity scalar for the line element (18)
as

(16)

ρ DE = −

f
+ Q fQ
2

(26)

and
p DE = −ρ DE − 2 Ḣ f Q + 2Q f QQ



(27)

Now, the dimensionless density parameter for the
dark energy fluid part is defined as
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Ω DE =

Furthermore, these dark energy components satisfy
the standard continuity equation

ρ DE
3H 2

(28)

Moreover, the equation of state (EoS) parameter that
relates the energy density and pressure of the dark energy component is

ω DE

p
= DE = −1 + 4 Ḣ
ρ DE

f Q + 2Q f QQ
f − 2Q f Q


ρ̇ DE + 3H ρ DE + p DE = 0

!
(29)

IV.

Using (21) and (22), we have

Ḣ = −


1
ρ + ρ DE
3

f ( Q) = αQ + β

Then for this particular f ( Q) model, we have a firstorder differential equation for a universe consisting of
non-relativistic pressureless matter reads as

(32)



3 2
β
Ḣ [α − 1] + H α − 1 +
=0
2
6H 2

(35)

Thus, the effective EoS parameter for our model is

By using equations (26) and (34), we obtain

ρ DE = 3αH 2 −

(34)

Here α and β are free model parameters.

(31)


1
ρ + p + ρ DE + p DE
2

COSMOLOGICAL F ( Q) MODEL

Despite aforementioned issues, cosmological constant
Λ in GR is most successful model so far, therefore this
motivate us to consider following linear f ( Q) model
[58],



f + Q − 2Q f Q f Q + 2Q f QQ


ω DE = −1 + (1 + ω )
−1 + f Q + 2Q f QQ f − 2Q f Q
(30)
Thus, the effective Friedmann equations along with
a dark energy fluid part coming due to non-metricity
reads

H2 =

(33)

β
2

(36)

Again, by using equations (28) and (30), we obtain

Ω DE =

ρ DE
β
= α−
2
3H
6H 2

(37)

and

pe f f
p DE
=
(39)
ρe f f
ρ + ρ DE
where, pe f f and ρe f f correspond to the total pressure
and energy density of the universe. Then we have
we f f =


β
α − 1 − 6H2 α


= −1 +
β
(α − 1) α − 6H2


ω DE

(38)



we f f = − α −

β
6H 2



+

α−1−

β
6H 2

( α − 1)


α
(40)
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The deceleration parameter is a key component to describe the expansion phase of the universe, it is defined
as [59]

q=

1
(1 + 3Ω DE ω DE )
2

Using (37) and (38), we get

(41)



β


α − 1 − 6H 2 α o
β
1 3n
− α−
+
q= +
2 2
( α − 1)
6H 2

Now by solving equation (35), we obtained expression for Hubble parameter in terms of redshift as

H (z) =

n

H02 (1 + z)3 +

V.

OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS

To constrain the model parameters of our cosmological model, we use the most recent Cosmic chronometer
data set, BAO data set, and Supernovae observations.
We use 31 points of the CC data sets, 6 points of the
BAO data sets, and 1048 points from the Pantheon supernovae samples. We apply the Bayesian analysis and
likelihood function along with the Markov Chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) method in emcee python library [60].

1.

Hobs represents its observed value and σH (zk ) is the standard error in the observed value of H.

h
io 1
β
2
1 − (1 + z )3
(43)
6( α − 1)

where H0 = 67.9 ± 0.5 km/s/Mpc [62] is the present
value of the Hubble parameter. Now, our aim is to constraint the free parameters using observational data.

(42)

2.

Pantheon datasets

Initially, the observational studies on sample of 50
points of type Ia supernovae revealed that our universe
is accelerating. In the last two decades, studies on more
sample of type Ia supernovae data sets has been increased. In this manuscript, we have used a sample
of 1048 spectroscopically confirmed type Ia supernovae
known as Pantheon data sets. Scolnic et al. [52] put together the Pantheon samples consisting of 1048 type Ia
supernovae in the redshift range 0.01 < z < 2.3. The
PanSTARSS1 Medium Deep Survey, SDSS, SNLS and
numerous low-z, and HST samples contribute to it. For
a flat universe [62], the luminosity distance is given by

D L ( z ) = (1 + z )

The Hubble parameter can be expressed as H (z) =
−dz/[dt(1 + z)]. As dz is derived from a spectroscopic
survey, the model-independent value of the Hubble parameter may be calculated by measuring dt. Here we
use the collection of H (z) data points that consists of 31
points measured from differential age technique (listed
in [61]). To calculate mean values of the model parameters α and β, we have taken the chi-square function as:

[ Hth (zk , α, β) − Hobs (zk
2
σH
k =1
(z )

∑

H (z0 )

,

(45)

µ(z) = 5log10 DL (z) + µ0 ,

(46)

µ0 = 5log(1/H0 Mpc) + 25,

(47)

with

such that
χ2SN ( p1 , ....) =

χ2H (α, β) =

0

Here c is the speed of light.
The χ2 function for type Ia supernovae is obtained by
correlating the theoretical distance modulus

Cosmic Chronometer datasets

31

Z z
cdz0

)]2

1048

∑

i,j=1

.

(44)

k

Here, Hth represents theoretical value of the Hubble
parameter predicted by our cosmological model while



−1
5µi CSN
5 µj,
ij

(48)

where p j represents the assumed model’s free parameters and CSN is the covariance metric [52], and

5µi = µth (zi , p1 , ...) − µiobs .
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Here µth represents theoretical value of the distance
modulus, µobs represents its observed.

3.

BAO datasets

The Baryonic Acoustic Oscillation (BAO) data set consists of 6dFGS, SDSS and WiggleZ surveys that comprise
BAO measurements at six different redshifts in table1. The characteristic scale of BAO is governed by the
sound horizon rs at the photon decoupling epoch z∗ using the following relation,

z BAO
d A (z∗ )
DV (z BAO )

c
rs (z∗ ) = √
3

1
1+ z ∗

Z
0

da
a2 H ( a )

q

(49)

1 + (3Ω0b /4Ω0γ ) a

Here Ω0b and Ω0γ represent present densities of
baryons and photons respectively.
In this work, BAO datasets of six points for
d A (z∗ )/DV (z BAO ) is taken from the references [51, 63–
67]. Here the redshift at the photon decoupling epoch
Rz
0
is taken as z∗ ≈ 1091 and d A (z) = 0 Hdz
is the
(z0 )
co-moving angular diameter distance together with the

1/3
dilation scale DV (z) = d A (z)2 z/H (z)
. The chi
square function for the BAO distance datasets is used
as [67]
χ2BAO = X T C −1 X ,

0.106

0.2

0.35

0.44

0.6

0.73

30.95 ± 1.46

17.55 ± 0.60

10.11 ± 0.37

8.44 ± 0.67

6.69 ± 0.33

5.45 ± 0.31

(50)

TABLE I. Values of d A (z∗ )/DV (z BAO ) for distinct values of
z BAO

where







X=







d A (z? )
− 30.95
DV (0.106)
d A (z? )
− 17.55
DV (0.2)
d A (z? )
− 10.11
DV (0.35)
d A (z? )
− 8.44
DV (0.44)
d A (z? )
− 6.69
DV (0.6)
d A (z? )
− 5.45
DV (0.73)








,







and C −1 is the inverse covariance matrix reads as [67].



C −1






=





0.48435
−0.101383
−0.164945
−0.0305703
−0.097874
−0.106738

−0.101383
3.2882
−2.454987
−0.0787898
−0.252254
−0.2751


−0.164945 −0.0305703 −0.097874 −0.106738

−2.45497 −0.0787898 −0.252254 −0.2751 

9.55916
−0.128187 −0.410404 −0.447574 

.
−0.128187 2.78728
−2.75632 1.16437 

−0.410404 −2.75632
14.9245
−7.32441 

−0.447574 1.16437
−7.32441 14.5022

8
400 000

= 0.998760 ± 0.000048
ρDE

300 000
200 000
100 000

= 26.01 ± 0.98

0
-1
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3
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z

24
26

FIG. 2. Profile of the density of the dark energy component vs
redshift z .

28
0.99865 0.99880

28

26

24
0.5

FIG. 1. The 1 − σ and 2 − σ likelihood contours for the model
parameters using the combination CC+BAO+Pantheon data
sets.
q

0.0

- 0.5

We have calculated the best fit ranges for parameters α and β of our cosmological model by minimizing the chi-square function for the combination CC +
BAO + Pantheon. The obtained best fit values of the
model parameters are α = 0.998760 ± 0.000048 and
β = −26.01 ± 0.98. The 1 − σ and 2 − σ likelihood
contour for the model parameters using the combine
CC+BAO+Pantheon data sets is presented in Fig 1.
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FIG. 3. Profile of the deceleration parameter vs redshift z .
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4.

Cosmological Parameters
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The evolution of different cosmological parameters
of our cosmological model such as density, deceleration, and the EoS parameters corresponding to the constrained values of the model parameters are presented
below.
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FIG. 4. Profile of the EoS parameter for the dark energy component vs redshift z .
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FIG. 5. Profile of the effective EoS parameter vs redshift z .

Form fig. 2 it is clear that the energy density of the
dark energy component of the universe decreases with
cosmic time and it falls off to be zero in the far future. Hence our model represents a decaying dark energy model. Fig. 3 show that a transition from decelerating to accelerating phase has been experienced by
the universe in the recent past with transition redshift
0.0027
zt = 0.844+
−0.0025 . Further from fig. 4 snd 5, we observe that the EoS parameter for the dark energy fluid
evolving due to non-metricity and effective EoS parameter shows quintessence like behavior. The present values of the deceleration parameter and EoS parameter for
the dark energy fluid part correspond to the constrained
0.0011
values of the model parameters are q0 = −0.63+
−0.0012
+0.0007
and w0 = −0.75−
0.0008 .
VI.

CONCLUSION

Understanding the evolution of dark energy is a great
challenge for modern cosmology. Dark energy occupies
nearly 68.3% of the entire universe while dark matter
and baryonic matter occupy nearly 26.8% and 4.9% of
the total energy content of the universe. However, the
vacuum quantum energy can well describe the origin of
dark energy by means of the cosmological constant Λ in
the field equations of GR. Although the aforementioned
issues related to Λ supply the search for alternative explanations for the dark energy candidate.
In this article, we attempted to describe the evolution
of dark energy from the geometry of spacetime. We considered a linear f ( Q) model f ( Q) = αQ + β, where α
and β are free parameters. Then we found the expressions for density, deceleration, and the EoS parameters
for our cosmological model. Further, to constrain the
model parameters we used CC data sets consisting 31
data points, 6 points of the BAO data sets, and 1048
points from the Pantheon supernovae samples. We have

calculated the best fit ranges of the model parameters α
and β for the combine CC + BAO + Pantheon data sets.
The obtained best fit values of the model parameters are
α = 0.998760 ± 0.000048 and β = −26.01 ± 0.98. Further, we have studied the evolution of different cosmological parameters corresponding to these best fit values of the model parameters. The evolution trajectory
of the deceleration parameter shows that our universe
had experienced a transition from deceleration to acceleration phase in the recent past with the transition red0.0027
shift zt = 0.844+
−0.0025 . The obtained present value of the
0.0011
deceleration parameter is q0 = −0.63+
−0.0012 . However,
in case of standard ΛCDM model, the present day value
of the deceleration parameter is q0 ≈ −0.56 with the
transition redshift zt ≈ 0.66 [62]. Therefore, the behavior of our f ( Q) model indicates a deviation from that of
ΛCDM. Further, the present value of EoS parameter i.e.
0.0007
w0 = −0.75+
−0.0008 for the dark energy fluid part indicating a quintessence type behavior of our model. Thus
the acquired results indicate that our cosmological f ( Q)
model well establishes the requirements to describe latetime cosmic acceleration without invoking any dark energy part in the matter content. The cosmological f ( Q)
model considered in this article have great significance.
A power law correction to the STEGR will give rise to
branches of solution applicable either to the early universe or to late-time cosmic acceleration [29]. Our cosmological f ( Q) model which is nothing but STEGR with
constant term, provides a correction to the late-time cosmology, where they can give rise to the dark energy.
Also our f ( Q) model agrees with the investigation done
in [35], which indicated that the universe evolves from a
radiation dominated epoch towards a matter dominated
epoch and eventually settles to an accelerated dark energy dominated epoch.
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