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Abstract

In the present work, we investigate the power-law entropy corrected holographic dark
energy (PLECHDE) model with Hubble horizon cutoff. We use 46 observational Hubble
data points in the redshift range 0 ≤ z ≤ 2.36 to determine the present Hubble constant
H0 and the model parameter n. It represents a phase transition of the universe from de-
celeration to acceleration and has the transition point at zt = 0.71165. We investigate
the observational constraints on the model and calculate some relevant cosmological pa-
rameters. We examine the model’s validity by drawing state-finder parameters that yield
the result compatible with the modern observational data. The model’s physical and geo-
metrical characteristics are also explored, and they are shown to match well with current
observations of observational Hubble data (OHD) and the latest joint light curves(JLA)
datasets.
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1 Introduction

We begin with the famous quote by Allan Sandage [1] that All the observational cosmological
models are in search of two parameters: Hubble H0 and deceleration parameters q0. The uni-
verse is a dynamic system in which its constituents (galaxies) travel like a disciplined march
of soldiers and move away from each other with Hubble’s rate. The recent astrophysical mea-
surements of OHD (Observational Hubble data), SN Ia (Type Ia supernovae) [2, 3], CMBR
(cosmic microwave background radiations) [4] anisotropy and Plank collaboration [5] indicated
that our universe is expanding at faster rate. Mysterious dark energy (DE) [6, 7] is one of the

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.00968v1


cause behind this accelerated expansion. According the prediction of CMBR, the universe is
having flat geometrical shape on a large scale [8]. DE(dark energy) may be the cause of this
flatness due to a lack of matter in the cosmos [9–12]. Many researchers have proposed various
hypotheses to explain the occurrence of dark energy [13–17]. The Cosmological Constant (Λ)
is thought to be the most effective DE option for describing the universe’s expansion. Various
hypotheses have been developed to explain the nature of the cosmological constant [19–23].

Holographic dark energy (HDE) gets much attention from researchers from many proposed
DE models. This is due to its direct relationship with space-time. This holographic dark en-
ergy supports in explanation of cosmic features of vacuum energy. It is normally accepted
that the HDE models with the Hubble radius as the IR (Infra-red) cut-off do not follow the
current cosmological accelerated expansion in FRW metric, while for the event horizon as the
IR cut-off, cosmic acceleration of the universe exists [24]. Three popular HDE models, namely
the Ricci scale, future event horizon, and Granda-Oliveros (GO) IR cut-offs, are investigated
by Akhlaghi [25] showing the accelerated expansion and growth of the universe. In this direc-
tion, Ghaffari [26] examined the cosmological models of HDE with GO cut-off. In black hole
thermodynamics, when the vacuum energy of a black hole is not greater than its mass, then
Horizon length L is chosen as the IR cutoff. And the acquired vacuum energy is identified as
HDE [27]. The holographic principle states that degrees of freedom are determined by bounding
area rather than volume.

It should be noted that the entropy-area relationship of black holes affects the definition and

derivation of holographic energy density (ρD = 3c2
M2

p

L2 ). Following quantum effects influenced by
Loop Quantum Gravity (LQG), the definition of the entropy-area relationship can be changed.
When dealing with the entanglement of quantum fields in and out of the horizon, the power-law
correction is a fascinating modification (correction) of the entropy-area S(A) relation [28, 29].

The particular form of the power-law corrected entropy-area relation S(A) is given as follows:

S(A) = c0

(

A

a21

)

[1 + c1f(A)] (1)

Here, f(A) is considered by the power-law relation as

f(A) =

(

A

a21

)

−γ

(2)

where c0 and c1 are constants, a1 is the UV cut-off at the horizon, and γ is a fractional power
dependent on the degree of ground and excited state mixing. The contribution of the term
f(A) to the entropy S(A) may be considered basically minor over a large horizon area (i.e., for
A ≫ a21 ), and the mixed state entanglement entropy asymptotically approaches the ground state
(Bekenstein-Hawking) entropy. The following relation may be used to produce the formulation
of the entropy area relation S(A) for power-law corrected entropy:

S(A) =
A

4G

(

1−KαA
1−α/2

)

(3)

with α is a dimensionless constant parameter, the constant Kα is considered as

Kα =
α(4π)α/2−1

(4− α)r2−α
c

(4)
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The cross-over scale is indicated by the phrase rc. Furthermore, we know that the quantity
A = 4πR2

h suggest the horizon’s area (with the horizon radius Rh). The second term in Eq.
(3) gives the power-law correction to the entropy-area law. The entropy remains a well-defined
quantity for positive value of parameter α i.e. (α > 0). Inspired by the relation given in eq.
(3), a new form of HDE (called the Power-Law Entropy-Corrected HDE (PLECHDE) [41, 42])
model was recently presented as follows:

ρD = 3n2M2
pL

−2 − βM2
pL

−δ (5)

δ is a positive exponent, and β is a dimensionless parameter. The preceding equation pro-
vides the well-known holographic energy density in the exceptional case β = 0. The value of
δ determines the significance of the corrected term in distinct locations. When δ = 2, the two
terms can be merged, recovering the standard HDE density. Let’s look at the δ > 2 and δ < 2
cases independently. In the first situation, for δ > 2, the corrected term can be comparable to
the first term only when L is very small. The range of δ was claimed as 2 < δ < 4 [28]. On
satisfaction of the generalized second law of thermodynamics for the universe with the power-
law corrected entropy, the second situation δ < 2 has been rejected [29]. Further, Sheykhi et
al. [41] describe the Power-law entropy corrected holographic dark energy model for interacting
and non-interacting scenarios.

Here, β is a dimensionless constant whose precise value need to be determined. Various au-
thors have considered distinct value of the parameter β suitable for their cosmological models.
Karami et al. [43] consider the value β = −14.8 to describe dynamics of agegraphic dark energy
model. Karami and Abdolmaleki [44] have discuss the agegraphic dark energy model in f(T )
modified teleparallel gravity by assuming the values β = 0.1, β = −10 and β = −14.8. Recently,
Jawad et al. [45] developed the Entropy corrected holographic dark energy models in modified
gravity model utilizing β = 0.5. Following above mentioned analysis, we have described the
dynamics of our model using the value β = 0.001.

The basic behaviour of the PLECHDE model with observational confrontation is investi-
gated in this work. The authors discuss 28 observational Hubble observations in the region of
redshift 0.07 ≤ z ≤ 2.3, see in the reference [30]. For dark energy restrictions, Amirhashchi
and Yadav [31] listed 31 H(z) observations. To estimate the model parameter, Amirhashchi
et al. [32] used 36 H(z) data paired with JLA (Joint Light-curve Analysis) data. Goswami et
al. [33] employed observational data from 38 H(z) and 581 SN Ia. We employed 46 observational
Hubble data points in the red-shift region 0 ≤ z ≤ 2.36 in this work [34–37].

The objective of this described model is to consider Power-law entropy corrected Holographic
dark energy by assuming IR cut-offs. Many cosmologists have proposed different parametriza-
tion of cosmological parameters, where the model parameters involved in the parametrization
can be constrained by observational data, in order to describe certain phenomena of the universe,
such as phase transition from early inflation era to late acceleration phase. We examine the
Hubble parameter parametrization in the manner [38–40]: H(a) = α1(1 + a−n); where α1 > 0
and n > 0 are constants. On integration of this parametrization, ewe get an explicit form of the
scale factor as a(t) = (c1e

nα1t − 1)
1/n

; where c1 > 0 is the constant of integration. The present
explicit form of scale factor is an exponential function containing two model parameters n and
α1 which describe the dynamics of the universe. As t → 0, we can have a(0) = (c1 − 1)1/n,
which provides a non-zero initial value of scale factor for c1 6= 1 (or a cold initiation of universe
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with finite volume). The manuscript is structured as: Section 2 presents the field equations of
PLECHDE as IR cut-off. In Section 3, we proposed the solution of field equations. In Section
4, we describe an observational confrontation with recent H(z) data on the model parameter.
In subsections 5.1 and 5.2, we explain the behavior of deceleration parameter q versus redshift
z and Statefinder, respectively. Finally, the conclusions are summarized in section 6.

2 Power law entropy corrected Holographic dark energy as

IR cut-off

Homogeneous and anisotropic FRW metric form as

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

where a(t) is scale factor and function of t.

The Einstein’s field equations (EFEs) in General Relativity (GR) can be written as:

Ri
j −

1

2
Rgij = −

8πG

c4
(Tij + T̄ij), (7)

The energy momentum tensor for PLECHDE and matter for physical interpretation can
redefined as: T̄ij = (ρΛ + pΛ) uiuj + gijpΛTij = ρmuiuj, where ρΛ and ρm represents PLECHDE
and matter energy densities respectively, and pΛ is the PLECHDE pressure.

The field equations for the discussed metric can be written as:

3

(

ȧ

a

)2

= ρm + ρΛ (8)

(

2
ä

a
+

(

ȧ

a

)2
)

= −pΛ, (9)

The constants for the Einstein equations are assumed as 8πG = 1 = c.

Taking IR cut-off as Hubble horizon, the power-law entropy corrected holographic dark
energy (PLECHDE) is defined as:

ρΛ = 3c2M2
pH

2 − βM2
pH

δ, (10)

where M2
p = 1

8πG
is the reduced plank constant and 3c2 is a numerical constant in the above

relation. For δ > 2, it was shown that the generalized second law of thermodynamics is con-
formed for the universe with power-law corrected entropy. As a result, the correction has a
physical meaning only in the early cosmos, and it becomes meaningless as the universe grows
larger [41].
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3 Solutions of the field equations for PLECHDE

Type-Ia supernova observations [2, 3], WMAP (Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropic Probe) Col-
laboration [4] and Planck Collaboration [5], have been discussed about time-dependent DP
which shows decelerating expansion in past, and accelerated expansion at present i.e. there
is transition from decelerating to accelerating phase. So, to proposed an explicit solution for
model of Universe, we have assumed a time dependent scale factor in the from

a(t) = (c1e
nα1t − 1)

1
n , (11)

where n, α1 and c1 are positive constants i.e. ( n > 0, α1 > 0, c1 6= 1).

This scale factor suggest a model of transiting universe. The Hubble’s and deceleration
parameters are determined as

H =
ȧ

a
= α1

(

c1e
nα1t

c1enα1t − 1

)

(12)

q = −
aä

ȧ2
= −

(

1 +
Ḣ

H2

)

= −1 +
n

c1enα1t
(13)

Eq. (13) shows that the DP is time-dependent, which can take both positive and negative
values representing early decelerating phase and later accelerating phase. From Eq. (13) we
can see that q = −1 + n

c1
as t → 0, which is constant and positive for n > 1 and c1 < n and

for c1 > n, DP possesses negative value. This indicates that DP has a signature flipping nature
from positive to negative era with the evaluation.

The scale factor and redshift z are linked by the relationship a = a0
1+z

. In terms of redshift
z, we obtain the Hubble parameter defines as

H =
H0

2
[1 + (1 + z)n], (14)

Deceleration parameter is defined as

q = −
ä

aH2
= −1 +

(1 + z)

H(z)

dH(z)

dz
, (15)

which is equivalent to

q = −1 −
n(1 + z)(n−1)

[1 + (1 + z)n]2
, (16)

From Eqs.(10) and (16), energy density of PLECHDE in term of redshift z

ρΛ = 3c2M2
p

[

H0

2
[1 + (1 + z)n]

]2

− βM2
p

[

H0

2
[1 + (1 + z)n]

]δ

, (17)

We get matter energy density vs redshift z from Eqs. (8) and (16)
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ρm = 3

[

H0

2
(1 + (1 + z)n)

]2

− ρΛ

= (1 + 3c2M2
P )

[

H0

2
[1 + (1 + z)n]

]2

− βM2
P

[

H0

2
[1 + (1 + z)n]

]δ

. (18)

The conservation for PLECHDE is expressed as ρ̇Λ + 3H(ρΛ + pΛ) = 0. The equation of
state (barotropic) is pΛ = ωΛρΛ. Using Eq. (8), we find ωΛ as :

ωΛ = −1−
Ḣ

3H2

(

6c2H2 − δβHδ
)

(3c2H2 − βHδ)
= −1−

2n

3H0

(1 + z)n−1

(1 + (1 + z)n)2

[

6c2 − δβ
(

H0

2
[1 + (1 + z)n]

)δ−2

3c2 − β
(

H0

2
[1 + (1 + z)n]

)δ−2

]

.

(19)

4 Observational constraints on the model parameters

The observational data and statistical methodological analyses used to restrict the model pa-
rameters of the generated universe are presented in this section.

Hubble parameter H(z)

With the help of Hubble Space Telescope (HST) [46], Cepheid variable observations [47],
gravitational lensing [48], and WMAP seven year data [49], many astrophysical researchers [50]
estimated Hubble constant 72± 8, 69.7+4.9

−5.0, 71± 2.5, 70.4+1.3
−1.4, 73.8± 2.4 and 67± 3.2. For more

information, see Kumar [51], Sharma et al. [52], and Amirhashchi and Yadav [31]. For different
redshifts, we consider an observed data set of 46 Hubble parameters Hob with standard devia-
tions σi.

In this section, we find constraints on the model parameter n by bounding the model under
consideration with recent 46 points of H(z) data set ( OHD) in the redshift range 0 ≤ z ≤ 2.36
with their corresponding standard deviation σi and compare with the ΛCDM model. The mean
value of the model parameter n determined by minimizing the corresponding chi-square value,
which is equivalent to the maximum likelihood analysis is given by

χ2
OHD (n) =

46
∑

i=1

(Hth(n, zi)−Hob(zi))
2

σ(i)2
. (20)

Here, Hth and Hobs represent the theoretical and observed value of Hubble parameter H of our
model and n is the model parameter.
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Table 1: “The behaviour of Hubble parameter H(z) with redshift

S.No Z H(Obs) σi References S.No Z H(Obs) σi References

1 0 67.77 1.30 [53] 24 0.4783 80.9 9 [61]

2 0.07 69 19.6 [54] 25 0.48 97 60 [56]

3 0.09 69 12 [55] 26 0.51 90.4 1.9 [60]

4 0.01 69 12 [56] 27 0.57 96.8 3.4 [64]

5 0.12 68.6 26.2 [54] 28 0.593 104 13 [57]

6 0.17 83 8 [56] 29 0.60 87.9 6.1 [62]

7 0.179 75 4 [57] 30 0.61 97.3 2.1 [60]

8 0.1993 75 5 [57] 31 0.68 92 8 [57]

9 0.2 72.9 29.6 [54] 32 0.73 97.3 7 [62]

10 0.24 79.7 2.7 [58] 33 0.781 105 12 [57]

11 0.27 77 14 [56] 34 0.875 125 17 [57]

12 0.28 88.8 36.6 [54] 35 0.88 90 40 [56]

13 0.35 82.7 8.4 [59] 36 0.9 117 23 [56]

14 0.352 83 14 [57] 37 1.037 154 20 [57]

15 0.38 81.5 1.9 [60] 38 1.3 168 17 [56]

16 0.3802 83 13.5 [61] 39 1.363 160 33.6 [65]

17 0.4 95 17 [55] 40 1.43 177 18 [56]

18 0.4004 77 10.2 [61] 41 1.53 140 14 [56]

19 0.4247 87.1 11.2 [61] 42 1.75 202 40 [56]

20 0.43 86.5 3.7 [56] 43 1.965 186.5 50.4 [65]

21 0.44 82.6 7.8 [60] 44 2.3 224 8 [66]

22 0.44497 92.8 12.9 [59] 45 2.34 222 7 [67]

23 0.47 89 49.6 [61] 46 2.36 226 8 [68]”
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Figure 1: 1-Dimensional marginalized distribution and 2-Dimensional contour plots with best
fitted values as n = 1.457± 0.037 and H0 = 68.53± 1.2 in the n−H plane.

Fig.1 shows the two dimensional contours with 68.3 %, 95.4 % and 99.7 % confidence level
(CL) in n−H plane. From figure, the best fit value of parameters are found as n = 1.457±0.037
and H0 = 68.53± 1.2 .
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Figure 2: The behaviour of our model and the ΛCDM model with error bar plots of the Hubble
data set.
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Fig. 2 depicts the comparison of the best-fitting cosmological model of OHD data and
ΛCDM with an error bar of Hubble data. We observe that graph for ΛCDM raise to a quite
better fit. H increases with the increase of redshift z. Here dots signs are 46 observed values of
the Hubble constant (Hob). The best fit curve of the resulting model is represented by the solid
red line, whereas the dashed black line represents the comparable ΛCDM model. It’s worth
noting that the resulting model’s predicted value of H0 closely matches the result of the Plank’s
collaboration [69].

5 Physical Behavior of Model

Here, we have discussed the physical properties of the cosmological model.
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Figure 3: (a) Dark energy density vs redshift z with β = 0.001, H0 = 68.53, n = 1.457,
(b) Matter energy density vs redshift z with β = 0.001, H0 = 68.53, n = 1.457, (c) Density
parameters vs redshift z with β = 0.001, δ = 3.6092, H0 = 68.53, n = 1.457.

Figure 3(a) and its corresponding Eq. (17) portrays PLECHDE dark energy density (ρΛ)
with IR cut-off versus redshift z for the observational values. It is found to be an increasing
function of redshift z. For various estimations of δ, dark energy density ρΛ indicates the positive
behavior throughout the evolution of the universe. Therefore we observe that our model is stable
with recent observations.
Figure 3(b) shows matter energy density (ρm) verses redshift (z) for the observational values
n = 1.457 ± 0.037 and H0 = 68.53 ± 1.2. The figure shows that matter-energy density ρm
increases slowly and leads to infinity. it is easy to see that the ρm is positive throughout the
region and increases with redshift z for every different value of δ. This result is consistent with
observations. Using the values n = 1.457, β = 0.001, and H0 = 68.53, in Eq. (17), the δ

is constrained as 3.6092 for the current observational value ΩΛ = 0.7. Figure 3(c) plots the
variation of density parameters (ΩΛ,Ωm,Ω) versus redshift z. From this figure, we observe that
the ordinary matter dominates in the early universe, i.e., Ωm > ΩΛ, and it provides a strong
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physical background for the earlier decelerating phase of the universe. But after a transition
time, the density parameter for cosmological constant dominates the evolution, i.e., ΩΛ > Ωm

which is probably responsible for the accelerated expansion of the present-day Universe. The
total density parameter (Ω) approaches 1 for a sufficiently large time, i.e., at the present epoch.
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Figure 4: Plot of ωΛ vs redshift z with β = 0.001, H0 = 68.53, n = 1.457.

Figure 4 demonstrates the nature of the equation of state parameter ωΛ concerning redshift
z for PLECHDE. it is observed that the behavior of the EoS parameter is the same for all
values of δ with the Hubble horizon cut-off. It is rapidly falling at the early stage while later on
tends to constant value approximate −1.002. We have also seen that it lies in phantom region
(ωD ≤ −1) for the observational parameters n = 1.457 ± 0.037 and H0 = 68.53 ± 1.2. This
result is consistent with the recent observational dataset.

5.1 Deceleration Parameter

�(�)

ΛCDM

 Acceleration Phase (q < 0)

0 2 4 6 8

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

z

q

·

.

Figure 5: Plot of deceleration parameter q versus redshift z for both H(z) and ΛCDM models.

Fig. 5 depicts the deceleration parameter comparing OHD and ΛCDM data. The solid red
line exhibited the best fit curve of the derived model, and the dashed blue line displayed the
corresponding ΛCDM model. The universe shows an expansion with the change of signature
flipping from decelerating to accelerating phase at the transition redshift zt = 0.71165. This
transition redshift is well consistent with recent 36 OHD provided redshift range 0.07 ≤ z ≤ 2.36
[33]. Comparing 740 SN Ia with JLA indicates a redshift range 0.01 ≤ z ≤ 1.30. Thus our
results are in good agreement with recent studies mentioned in Refs. [31–34].

5.2 Statefinder diagnosis

The statefinder pairs {r, s} are the geometrical quantities that are directly obtained from met-
rics. This diagnostic is used to distinguish different dark energy models and hence becomes an

10



important tool in modern cosmology. Alam et al. [70] have defined the statefinder parameters
r and s as following

r =

...
a

aH3
, s =

r − 1

3(q − 1
2
)

(21)

A notable feature of the state finder is that these parameters are geometric because they
depend on the scale factor and its time derivative [71]. In addition, different dark energy mod-
els show different evolutionary trajectories in the s− r plane. In addition, the well-known flat
ΛCDM model corresponds to points s = 0 and r = 1 on the s − r plane. These properties of
the Statefinder allow you to distinguish between different models of dark energy. In the liter-
ature, Statefinder diagnostic tools are often used to distinguish between different dark energy
models [75, 76].

The statefinders can also read as

r = 2q2 + q −
q̇

H
, s =

2

3
(q + 1)−

q̇

3H(q − 1
2
)

(22)

At q = −1, we observe as r = 1, s = 0 and our cosmic model resembles the ΛCDM model. For
values of q in the range −1 ≤ q < 0.5, we get the evolutionary q−r, q−s, and s−r trajectories
for the cosmological model, as illustrated in Figs. 6(a), 6(b), and 6(c). The flat ΛCDM model
is shown by the black dot in panel (c) at (s, r) = (0, 1). The ΛCDM statefinder pair (0, 1) is an
attractor in our cosmological model, which is interesting to note.
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Figure 6: Plots of statefinders in q−r plane (Fig.6a), q−s plane (Fig.6b) and s-r plane (Fig.6c).
Here, black dot represents the location of point (q, r) = (−1, 1) in the q−r plane, (q, s) = (−1, 0)
and (s, r) = (0, 1) in the s − r plane. The vertical dashed line separates the acceleration and
deceleration zones in the Fig.6a and Fig.6c. The arrows indicate the direction of trajectories’
evolution as q varies from 0.5 to −1.
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6 Concluding Summary

In this paper, we have discussed the transition model of Power-law entropy corrected holo-
graphic dark energy in the context of Brans Dicke’s theory. To find the solutions of the field
equations, we have precised the energy density of PLECHDE ρΛ = 3c2M2

pH
2 − βM2

pH
δ. We

have also discussed the evolution of physical and dynamic parameters of the universe and their
cosmological significance. The main highlights of the model are as follows:

• Figure 1, depicts one-Dimensional marginalized distribution and two-Dimensional contour
plots with best fitted values as n = 1.457± 0.037 & H = 68.53± 1.2 in the n−H plane.

• Figure 2 shows the comparison of the best-fitting cosmological model of OHD data and
ΛCDM with the error bar of Hubble data. We observe that graph for ΛCDM raise to a
quite better fit. H increases with the increase of redshift z. Here dots signs are 46 observed
values of the Hubble constant (Hob). It is worth noting that the derived model estimates
H0 are in good agreement with the Plank collaboration results [69].

• It has been observed from the figures 3(a) and 3(b) that for different values of δ, dark
energy density ρΛ and matter energy density ρm are increasing function vs redshift z for
the observational values n = 1.457± 0.037 & H = 68.53± 1.2.

• Plot 4, explain EoS parameter ωΛ for the observational values for power law entropy
corrected holographic dark energy. It has been plotted for three different values of δ

(2.00, 2.05, 2.10). It is found to be negative and lies in phantom region (ωD ≤ −1).

• Figure 5, explain of deceleration parameter q versus redshift z for both H(z) and ΛCDM
models. In this derived model, it has been noted that PLECHDE model exhibits a
smooth transition from deceleration to current acceleration phase at the transition point
zt = 0.71165. The filled circle shows the best fit values of the deceleration parameter at
transition redshift. The results obtained in derived are consistent with observational data
of modern cosmology, as clearly seen in fig.3.

• Figures 6(a), 6(b), and 6(c) show State-finders in the q − r plane, q − s plane, and s− r

plane. In the q˘r plane, the black dot represents SS and SCD models respectively, and
in the s− r plane, the black dot represents ΛCDM and SCDM models respectively. The
vertical dashed line separates the acceleration and deceleration zones in the right and left
panels. The arrows indicate the direction of trajectories’ evolution as q varies from 0.5 to
−1. At q = −1, we notice that r = 1 and s = 0. As a result, at q = −1, our cosmological
model resembles the ΛCDM model, which is consistent with current data.

Hence, our constructed transit PLECHDE model with observational data has good agree-
ment with recent observations.
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Appendix

From Eqs. (12) and (13), we obtain

H =
ȧ

a
(23)

q = −
aä

ȧ2
= −

Ḣ

H2
− 1 (24)

The statefinders are defined as

r =

...
a

aH3
=

Ḧ

H3
+ 3

Ḣ

H2
+ 1 (25)

Now from (24)

Ḧ

H3
= −

q̇

H
+ 2

Ḣ2

H4
(26)

Putting the values of (24) and (26) in Eq. (25), we get

r = −
q̇

H
+ 2

Ḣ2

H4
− 3(q + 1) + 1 (27)

which reduces to

r = q(1 + 2q)−
q̇

H
(28)

From Eqs. (21) and (28), we obtain

s =
r − 1

3(q − 1
2
)
=

2

3
(q + 1)−

q̇

3H(q − 1
2
)

(29)
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