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Statefinder diagnostic is a convenient method that can differentiate between the various dark en-
ergy models. In this article, we analyze the statefinder parameters in symmetric teleparallel cosmol-
ogy. The f(Q) gravity theory is an alternative theory to GR, where gravitational interactions attribute
to the non-metricity scalar Q. In the present work, we consider two f(Q) models which contains a lin-

ear and a non-linear form of non-metricity scalar, specifically, f(Q) = «Q + % and f(Q) = aQ + BQ?,
where & and B are free parameters and then statefinder parameters (r,s) are evaluated. We plot the
trajectory of our models in the ¥ — s plane. In addition, we analyze the physical behavior of different
cosmological parameters such as density, deceleration, and the EoS parameters. Further, we use Om
diagnostic to differentiate the behavior of both f(Q) models. We found that both f(Q) models pre-
dicts that the present universe is accelerating due to the dark energy component evolving due to non-
metricity. Moreover, model I represents phantom type behavior while model II follows quintessence

scenario.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the last few decades, cosmology has faced a dra-
matic change as more and more evidence [1-4] support
that the dark sector dominates almost all energy con-
tent of the universe. The availability of high precision
cosmological observations such as Baryon Acoustic Os-
cillations [5, 6], Large scale structure [7, 8], Cosmic Mi-
crowave Background Radjiation [9, 10], and the Wilkin-
son Microwave Anisotropy Probe experiment [11, 12]
indicates that the present universe is accelerating and
the dark energy occupies nearly 68.3% of the entire uni-
verse while dark matter and baryonic matter occupies
nearly 26.8 % and 4.9% of the total energy content of the
universe. The root cause that triggering this accelerated
expansion attributed to that dark energy (DE). Nowa-
days, several cosmologists have been attracted towards
investigating the fundamental nature of dark energy.

In General Relativity (GR), the simplest candidate for
DE is the Einstein’s cosmological constant A [13] which
can be regarded as a fluid with high negative pressure
and constant energy density ¢ = % and such a fluid is
characterized by the equation of state wy = —1. Also,
it is found that cosmological constant A suffered from
two delicate issues known as fine tuning and the cos-
mic coincidence problem. In the quantum field theory,
the theoretical value of the vacuum energy [14] is 123 or-
der of magnitude larger than its observed value which is
10~4GeV* [1, 2]. The absence of a response mechanism
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that sets a very small value of the cosmological constant
is referred to as a fine tuning problem. Further, the co-
incidence problem is referred to as the observed coinci-
dence between the densities of dark matter and the dark
energy while it is so different during the beginning of
expansion [15].

To address the above cosmological issues, dynami-
cal DE models were proposed. The most popular and
widely studied class of time-dependent dark energy
model is the quintessence model having EoS parame-
ter w > —1. Ratra and Peebles introduced the first
quintessence model [16]. The quintessence description
of dark energy is much different from ACDM as it is
time-varying while A is always constant. Another inter-
esting dynamical DE model is phantom models which
are characterized by the equation of state w < -1
[17, 18]. The phantom model represents the growing
dark energy models which cause a big rip in the uni-
verse [19, 20]. Although plenty of dynamical DE mod-
els such as k-essence [21, 22], Chaplygin gas [23, 24],
Chameleon [25], tachyon [26], etc have been introduced
in the literature.

On the other hand, like so many dark energy mod-
els started appearing, either qualitative or quantitative
discrimination between the various dark energy mod-
els becomes necessary. To address this issue, new geo-
metrical diagnostic parameters proposed by V. Sahni et
al. are known as statefinder parameters (7,s) [27]. The
statefinder parameters are defined as
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and
-1
s= =1 el
3(q—3)
where g = —aii/d? is the deceleration parameter.

The well-known geometrical parameters namely the
Hubble parameter and the deceleration parameter is
generated from the cosmic scale factor and its first and
second order derivative respectively. Therefore the
parameter r is the natural succeeding step beyond the
deceleration parameter since it is generated from the
scale factor and its third order derivative, while s is
the simple combination of r and g. Statefinder analysis
provides a useful graphical classification for current
alternative models for gravity at cosmological scales.
They are widely used to classify dark energy models in
different scenarios including theories with torsion [28],
Einstein-Aether theory as a lorentz breaking theory
[29], and even from holographic point of the view
[30]. To get in touch with statefinder analysis, one
can check References [31, 32]. For the ACDM case, it
is found that (r,s) = (1,0). Consider the sufficiently
large times, when cosmological constant dominates the
universe and contribution from matter energy become
negligible, then the scale factor becomes a(t) = exp(t)
so that one can have r = 1 and s = 0. The deviation
of the evolutionary trajectories of a given model in the
r — s plane from the ACDM point (1,0) defines the
distance of that model from ACDM one. Thus, for a
given model, the statefinder pair (7, s) can be calculated
and the trajectory of that model can be drawn in the
r — s plane, and the difference in the trajectory from
that of the ACDM gives the required discrimination.
Furthermore, for different dark energy models, the
different evolutionary trajectories in the r — s plane
have been found [33].

Another alternative approach to address the late-time
acceleration issue and to describe the origin of dark en-
ergy is to modify the action of GR, so called Modified
theories of gravity. Till now several modified theories
have been proposed. Some modified theories which
have extensively investigated are f(R) [34-36], f(T)
[37-39], f(G) [40,41], f(R, T) [42], f(R, G) [43] theories,
etc, with R, T, G and T being the Ricci, Torsion, Gauss-
Bonnet and energy momentum scalars respectively. In
this article, we will work with the recently proposed
f(Q) theory of gravity with Q being the non-metricity
scalar [44].

One can describe the gravitational interactions in the
space-time manifold using three kinds of geometrical
objects namely curvature, torsion, and non-metricity. In

General Relativity (GR), gravitational interactions are
attributed to space-time curvature. Another two pos-
sibilities torsion and non-metricity give the equivalent
description of GR and the corresponding gravity are
called Teleparallel and Symmetric Teleparallel Equiva-
lent of GR. The f(R) theory of gravity is a generaliza-
tion of curvature-based gravity (GR) with vanishing tor-
sion and non-metricity [45]. Similarly, the f(T) grav-
ity theory is a generalization of torsion-based gravity
(the teleparallel equivalent of GR) with vanishing non-
metricity and curvature [46]. Lastly, the f(Q) gravity
theory is a generalization of the symmetric teleparallel
equivalent of GR with vanishing torsion and curvature
[47]. Nowadays, investigations on the f(Q) gravity the-
ory frequently appear in the literature. Recently, Hassan
et al. have discussed the traversable wormhole in sym-
metric teleparallel gravity [48]. Mandal et al. have an-
alyzed the energy conditions and cosmography in f(Q)
gravity [49, 50].

In this work, we are going to present a complete anal-
ysis of the statefinder diagnostic for symmetric telepar-
allel cosmology. This manuscript is organized as fol-
lows. In Sec II, we present the motions equations in
F(Q) gravity. In Sec I1I, statefinder parameters are eval-
uated for F(Q) cosmology. In Sec IV, we consider two
F(Q) cosmological model and then statefinder parame-
ters are evaluated. Further, a detailed physical analysis
of cosmological parameters is done in this section. In Sec
V, we use Om diagnostic to differentiate the behavior of
both F(Q) models. Finally, we discuss our conclusions
in Sec VI.

II. FIELD EQUATION IN F(Q) GRAVITY

The universe in F(Q) gravity is described by follow-
ing action:

5= /%F(Q)\/ng”‘er/Lm\/ng‘lx 3)

where F(Q) is an arbitrary function of the nonmetricity
scalar Q, g is the determinant of the metric tensor Suv
and L, is the Lagrangian density of matter.

Another key component to explain the symmetric
teleparallel gravity is the non-metricity tensor, which is
given as

Q/\yv = v/\giﬂ/ 4)

and its two traces are shown below

Qu = Qu” pand Qu = Q¥ ap )



In addition, the superpotential (non-metricity conju-
gate) tensor is given by

4PA uv = _QA uv + ZQ(V A 1/) + (Q/\ - QA)gw - 5?P‘QV)
(6)

Then the trace of non-metricity tensor can be acquired
J

2
V=8

III. STATE-FINDER PARAMETERS FOR F(Q)
COSMOLOGY

Now, by assuming the cosmological principle, we de-
scribe our universe by the spatially isotropic and homo-
geneous flat FLRW metric [51]:

ds? = —dt? + a® (1) [dx® + dy? + d2?] (10)

Here, a(t) is the scale factor that measures the cosmic
expansion. One can find the non-metricity scalar by tak-
ing the trace of non-metricity tensor (4) with respect to
line element given by (10) as

Q = 6H? (11)

The stress-energy tensor for a perfect fluid distribu-
tion with respect to the metric (10) is

7;“/ = (P + P)uyuu + pP8uv (12)

Here, p is the matter-energy density, p is the usual
pressure, and u# = (1,0,0,0) are components of the four
velocity.

Then the Friedmann equations governing the dynam-
ics of the universe are

F
3H? = 2, (p + 2) (13)

and

. F, 1 F
H+3H2+F§H:(p+2> (14)

as

Q= —QuuwP" 7)

Furthermore, the definition of the stress-energy tensor
for the matter is

V=g "
For notational simpliciy, we define Fo = 5—5

The gravitational field equation obtained by varying
the action (3) with respect to the metric is given below

Ty =

1
v/\( V _gFQP/\ MV) + Eg]wP + FQ(P;M/SQV AP ZQAlByP/\ﬁ 1/) = _Tyv (9)

(

We can rewrite the Friedmann equations for a non-
relativistic matter dominated universe with the func-
tional form F(Q) = —Q + f(Q), in a more suitable form
as

1
H® = 3w+ po] (15)
. 1
H = =3 lom+pq + P (16)
where
PQ = —g + Qfo (17)
and

Po=L-@H+Qfo-2/H (9

These equations (15) and (16) can be interpreted as the
effective Friedmann equations along with an exotic fluid
part coming from the non-metricity scalar, where po and
po represents the energy density and pressure of the ex-
otic fluid due to non-metricity.

Now the dimensionless density parameters corre-
sponding to the matter and non-metricity density is de-
fined by

=3 ‘T 3 Qn+Qp=1 (19)

Then we can derive the expressions for the equation
of state parameter and the deceleration parameters as



The statefinder parameter r in terms of deceleration
parameter can be written as

w=P2= 14¢ (20)
PQ
where
. [ fo +2Qf00 r=2¢+q- 1 @)
=4H | =———= 21 H
¢ ( F—20f ey
and
1 Using equations (20)-(23) , we obtain the statefinder
=5 (1+3wQq) (22)  parameters for F(Q) cosmology
|
1 2 3 7. .
r=3 {{1 +3(~1+0¢) QQ} + {1 +3(~1+0¢) QQ}] -5 {wQQ +(~1+49¢) QQ} (24)
and
_ 201 1 :
5= 517 9)0g (25) = g7 [OnQ —4F0QH (29)
Furthermore, F(Q) = —Q is the GR limit i.e, one can

retrieve the usual Friedmann equations of GR for this
functional form and the energy density and pressure
due to non-metricity becomes zero, which is expected.

IV. COSMOLOGICAL F(Q) MODELS

In this section, we are going to analyze our results
obtained in the previous section for some f(Q) models.

Model I: We consider the following f(Q) function
which contains a linear and a non-linear form of non-
metricity, specifically [52]

£(Q) = aQ +g (26)

where « and B are free parameters.

Then for this specific choice of the function, one can
obtain the following differential equation

H{a—1+ P —0—§H2 a—1 &
( Joam

12H* - 12H4> =0.@

Now, one can rewrite the Friedmann equations (13)
and (14) in terms of dimensionless matter density pa-
rameter as

5 1

= 12F, [— O Q + F] (28)

The aim is to estimate the parameters of our proposed
f(Q) model that would be in agreement with the ob-
served values of the cosmographic parameters. Then by
using Friedmann equations (28) and (29) one can esti-
mate

Quo [ 3
=1-- |1+ 30
“ 2 | 2(1+q) (30)
and
B = 60 0Hj &—L_ (31)
0t i 2(1+qo)_

Now, we set E(z) = HH(;), then by using (30) and (31)

in (27) we have the following differential equation in
terms of dimensionless Hubble parameter

S 1] 3 [ 1ewn-n]_
E* (290 +5) 2(1+2z) E* (290 +5)
(32)
Now, by using equations (19) and (20) we have
_ 4
QQzl—Qmo( 1+2g0+ E*(5+299)) (33)

4E4(1+ qo)



8E4(203 + 4o — 1)

T {1290+ E*(5+290) }{(290 — 1) Qo + E*(5Qm0 — 4 + 290(Qo — 2) }

The effective equation of state parameter for our
model is given by

_ Pesf . PQ (35)
Peff  Pm+pPQ

We

Here, p.fr and p.¢s correspond to the total pressure
and energy density of the universe. Then by using (17)
and (18), we have

w o 41]0—2
of T 1=2q0 + EX(5 + 290)

(36)
|

~10(1 —240)? 4+ E8(5 4 290) + (443 + 8q0 — 5){7E* — 12(1 + z)E3E'}

(34)

(

By using the definition of deceleration parameter
given in equation (22), we have

_ E4(5 +24q0) +10g0 — 5
17 2E4(5 + 240) — 40 + 2

(37)

Now, for our particular f(Q) model we have the fol-
lowing expression of the statefinder parameters

r =

{1 —2q0+ E*(5+290)}?

and

. —3+3E4(5+2q0) —4(1 +2)(5+2q0)E3E’ (39)
N 3 —6q0 + 3E4(5 +2q0)

Numerical Results and Physical Aspects of Cosmolog-
ical Parameters:

We will solve the differential equation (32) by the
numerical algorithm. In the present work, we adopt
the initial condition as E(0) = 1, and we use Hy =
679km/s/Mpc , g0 = —0.5, Qg = 0.3 [53]. The fol-
lowing numerical plots are obtained using the above ob-
served value of cosmographic parameters.
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FIG. 1. Evolution profile of the cosmic density parameter vs
redshift z.
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FIG. 2. Evolution profile of the deceleration parameter vs red-
shift z.
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FIG. 3. Evolution profile of the cosmic energy density of matter
vs redshift z.
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FIG. 4. Evolution profile of the effective EoS parameter vs red-
shift z.
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FIG. 5. Evolution profile of the cosmic pressure due to non-
metricity vs redshift z.
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FIG. 6. Profile of the evolution trajectories of the given cosmo-
logical model in the » — s plane .

From Fig 3 it is clear that the matter energy density
of the universe decreases and vanishes in the far future
with expansion of the universe while Fig 1 show that
if the dark energy component is represented by the
non-metricity then it will overcome all the energy
content of the universe. Further, Fig 5 shows that the
non-metricity component of the universe is of high
negative pressure. The deceleration parameter is a key
component to understand the expansion scenario of the
universe. The plot for deceleration parameter in Fig



2 shows a phase transition from early deceleration to
present acceleration of the universe. Further, from Fig 4
it is clear that the present universe is in the accelerating
phase. The statefinder parameter describes the behavior
of the dark energy component. A value (r < 1,5 > 0)
represents quintessence type behavior of dark energy
component, (r = 1,5 = 0) represents ACDM type
behavior, and (r > 1,5 < 0) represents phantom type
behavior. Fig 6 represents the evolution trajectories of
given model which shows that our model lies in the
chaplygin gas region (r > 1,5 < 0) and it will pass
through the ACDM fixed point in the far future.

Model II: We consider the following f(Q) function
which contains a linear and a non-linear form of non-
metricity, specifically [54]

£(Q) = aQ + pQ? (40)

where « and B are free parameters.
Then for this specific choice of the function, one can
obtain the following differential equation

H (vc 14 36ﬁH2) + %HZ (a 1+ 18ﬁH2) —0 (41)
|

20203 + g0 — 1)E>

Again, by using Friedmann equations (28) and (29)
one can estimate

3
=1—0yp |2 42
and
(@ 3
= 1— 43
p 18H5[ 2(1+q0) (43)
Then by using (42) and (43) in (41) we have
1—2q0) 3E (1—2q0)
£ {14 2p23=200) | 1+ E2 20|
T T | 20+ | G
(44)
Now, by using equations (19) and (20) we have
240[1 + Qo (E? — 2)] — Qpup(E* +1) +2
Qo = 45
0 201 +70) @
(46)

w =

and the effective equation of state parameter for this
model is given by

(1 —2g0)E?

T B2 a1

By using the definition of deceleration parameter
given in equation (22), we have

E2(1 —2q9) — 4q0 — 1
= 4
77 2E2(299 — 1) — 849 2 @9

The expression of the statefinder parameters for the
given f(Q) model are

_ (895 — 290 —1){E® +6(1 +2)EE}
— 2{2F2(1—2q0) +4g0 +1}2

(49)

and

 {E2(4q0 — 2) — 4q0 — 1}{290[1 + Qo (E2 — 2)] — Quuo(E2 +1) +2}

(

oo 3E3(2q0 — 1) — 3E(1 +4q0) — 2(1 + z)(1 + 4q0) E’
- BE{2E2(2q0 — 1) — 4q0 — 1}

(50)

Numerical Results and Physical Aspects of Cosmolog-
ical Parameters:

Again, we will solve the differential equation (44) by
the numerical algorithm. We adopt the initial condi-
tion as E(0) = 1, and we use Hy = 67.9 km/s/Mpc ,
go = —0.5, Qg = 0.3 [53]. The following numerical plots
are obtained using the above observed value of cosmo-
graphic parameters.
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From Fig 9 it is clear that the matter energy density
of the universe decreases and vanishes in the far future
with expansion of the universe while Fig 7 show that if
the dark energy component is represented by the non-
metricity then it will overcome all the energy content
of the universe. Further, Fig 11 shows that the non-
metricity component of the universe exhibit high neg-
ative pressure and this negative pressure decreases with
the expansion of the universe. The plot for decelera-
tion parameter in Fig 8 shows negative behavior that
represents the accelerating expansion phase of the uni-
verse. However this f(Q) model do not show the re-
cent transition from early deceleration to present accel-
eration of the universe. Again, from Fig 10 it is clear that
the present universe is in the accelerating phase. Lastly,
Fig 12 represents the evolution trajectories of the given
polynomial f(Q) model that lies in the quintessence re-
gion (r < 1,5 > 0) and it will pass through the ACDM

fixed point in the far future.

V. OM DIAGNOSTICS

The Om diagnostic is another effective tool to differ-
entiate cosmological models of dark energy [55]. It is
simplest diagnostic as compared to statefinder diagnos-
tic since it uses only Hubble parameter which requires
first order derivative of cosmic scale factor. For spatially
falt universe, it is defined as

E(z)2 -1

Om(z) = m

(1)

Here E(z) = %i) and Hy is the Hubble constant. The
negative slope of Om(z) correspond to quintessence be-
havior whereas positive slope corresponds to phantom
type behavior. The constant behavior of Om(z) indi-
cates the ACDM model. From Fig (13) and (14) we ob-
served that the Om diagnostic parameter corresponding
to the model I have positive slope while correspond-
ing to model II have negative slope on the entire do-
main. Thus from Om diagnostic we can conclude that
the model I represents phantom type behavior while
model II follows quintessence scenario.

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

FIG. 13. Profile of the Om diagnostic parameter for the Cos-
mological Model L.
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FIG. 14. Profile of the Om diagnostic parameter for the Cos-
mological Model II.

VI. CONCLUSION

Cosmology has been struggling mainly for two issues:
dark matter and dark energy. The dark matter does
not interact electromagnetically while its gravitational
effects can be detected. Still, we have not yet found dark
matter as a particle of standard model [56, 57]. Modi-
fied gravity theory has been used also to explain dark
matter effects. Further, it is a highly counter instinctive
fact that our universe is accelerating. Although, cosmo-
logical constant in GR can well describe this dynamical
effect the aforementioned issues related to A motivate
the search for an alternative explanation of the dark en-
ergy. As a consequence, so many dark energy models
started appearing. The discrimination between the vari-
ous dark energy models becomes necessary. Statefinder
diagnostic is a convenient method that can differentiate
between the various dark energy models.

In this article, we have performed a complete analysis
of statefinder parameters for f(Q) cosmology. We con-
sidered two f(Q) models which contains a linear and
a non-linear term of non-metricity scalar, specifically,
f(Q) = aQ + % and f(Q) = aQ + BQ?, where a and
B are free parameters and then we performed a com-
plete diagnosis of the statefinder parameters. We have
plotted the evolution trajectory of our model in the r — s
plane and analyzed the behavior of different cosmolog-
ical parameters. For both the models (see fig 1,3, 7, and
9 ), we found that the matter energy density falls off as

10

the universe expands while the dark energy due to non-
metricity will overcome all the energy content of the uni-
verse. From Fig 4 and 10, we found that the present
universe is in the accelerating phase. In addition, Fig
2 show that our universe has experienced a transition
from decelerated to accelerated phase in the recent past
while Fig 8 do not show the transition phase. Also,
From Fig 5 and 11 we observed that the non-metricity
component of the universe exhibit high negative pres-
sure. Further, Fig 6 represents the evolution trajectories
of the model I which lies in the chaplygin gas region
(r > 1,5 < 0) and it will pass through the ACDM fixed
point in the far future whereas the evolution trajecto-
ries of the model II in Fig 12 lies in the quintessence re-
gion (r < 1,s > 0). Finally, from Om diagnostic (see
fig 13 and 14) we can conclude that the model I rep-
resents phantom type behavior while model II follows
quintessence scenario. The cosmological f(Q) models
presented in this work 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. Our cosmological model I
provides a correction to the late-time cosmology, where
they can give rise to the dark energy, whereas model
II is relevant to the early universe with potential appli-
cations to inflationary solutions [58]. Furthermore, an-
other important aspect of our considered f(Q) models is
that throughout the evolution of the universe, the vary-
ing growth index of matter perturbations is smaller than
that of the ACDM for our cosmological model I, whereas
larger for model II, which can be helpful to estimate the
distribution of matter in the universe [59].

VII. DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

There are no new data associated with this article.
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