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The paper presents Barrow holographic dark energy (infrared cut-off is the Hubble horizon) sug-
gested by Barrow recently (Physics Letters B 808 (2020): 135643) in an anisotropic Bianchi type-
I Universe within the framework of f (Q) symmetric teleparallel gravity, where the non-metricity
scalar Q is responsible for the gravitational interaction. We consider two cases: Interacting and non-
interacting models of pressureless dark matter and Barrow holographic dark energy by solving f (Q)
symmetric teleparallel field equations. To find the exact solutions of the field equations, we assume
that the time-redshift relation follows a Lambert function distribution as t (z) = mt0

l g (z), where

g (z) = LambertW
[

l
m e

l−ln(1+z)
m

]
, m and l are non-negative constants and t0 represents the age of the

Universe. Moreover, we discuss several cosmological parameters such as energy density, equation of
state (EoS) and skewness parameters, squared sound speed, and (ωB −ω

′
B) plane. Finally, we found

the values of the deceleration parameter (DP) for the Lambert function distribution as q(z=0) = −0.45
and q(z=−1) = −1 which are consistent with recent observational data, i.e. DP evolves with cosmic
time from initial deceleration to late-time acceleration.

Astronomical observations from Type Ia supernovae
(SNIa), Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB), Large
Scale Structures (LSS), and even more recent data from
multi-wavelength observations of Blazers or the prob-
ing of late-time background expansion using gravita-
tional wave sirens with eLISA have shown that the Uni-
verse is directed towards an accelerated expansion [1–
6]. To explain the observed acceleration, dark energy
(DE) was introduced as an added dark component to
general relativity (GR) in the form of the cosmologi-
cal constant (Λ) and, with dark matter (DM), comprises
most of the content of the Universe at present time. Al-
though being the most stable and consistent with obser-
vations, the cosmological constant, which finds its ori-
gins in vacuum energy, faces many constraints mainly
the fine-tuning and coincidence problems [7]. In face of
these challenges, other forms of dynamical DE that rely
on added exotic forces or matter were proposed such
as quintessence, k-essence, phantom energy, Chaplygin
gas, etc [8–11].

Another line of research has taken interest in modified
gravity theories (MGT) which were introduced as a set
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of modifications to Einstein’s general relativity which
can describe the accelerated expansion without the need
for an added component or exotic matter. Various theo-
ries of modified gravity were explored in the literature,
mainly f (R) gravity (R is the Ricci scalar), f (G) gravity
(G is the Gauss-Bonnet invariant), f (R, T) gravity (R is
the Ricci scalar and T is the trace of the stress-energy ten-
sor), and many extensive scalar-tensor theories [12–18].
f (Q) gravity was introduced as a symmetric teleparal-
lel modification of gravity and has gained much interest
in recent studies as it has shown many promising results
in terms of compatibility with observational constraints
[19–35]. It works as a replacement of geometrical for-
mulations in GR by using a non-metricity scalar Q as a
covariant derivative of the metric tensor. Another alter-
native theory that proved its worth is Holographic dark
energy, a model derived from the holographic principle
by Susskind et al. that was introduced to cosmology as
a way to probe quantum gravity by assuming that the
entropy of the Universe is proportional to its area [36–
38]. By implementing Bekenstein-Hawking black hole
thermodynamics and quantum field theory, Li [39] in-
troduced a model of dark energy density constrained
by entropy bounds. More recently, Barrow proposed a
modified version of holographic dark energy by taking
into account quantum gravitational effects and fractural
features of black holes in the dynamics of black hole en-
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tropy which leads to [40]

SB =

(
A
A0

) (2+∆)
2

, (1)

where A and A0 represent the standard horizon and
Planck area, respectively, and ∆ is a new exponent in-
troduced by Barrow such as 0 ≤ ∆ ≤ 1. For ∆ = 0,
we retrieve the standard Bekenstein-Hawking entropy.
This new form of holographic dark energy has proven to
deliver improved cosmological results compared to its
standard counterpart, see [41–45]. Motivated by these
attractive results, we explore the effects of Barrow holo-
graphic dark energy (BHDE) with Hubble horizon as
the IR cut-off in the background of anisotropic Bianchi
type-I Universe within the framework of f (Q) symmet-
ric teleparallel gravity. In reality, the anisotropic Uni-
verse is motivated by Planck’s recent results [46], which
confirmed the existence of anomaly in CMB as a result of
quantum fluctuations in the era of cosmic inflation, for
more details see [47]. Moreover, we find the exact solu-
tions of the field equations assuming the time-redshift
relation follows a Lambert function distribution.

This paper is divided as follows: In Sec. I we intro-
duce the field equations of f (Q) symmetric teleparallel
gravity in the background of anisotropic Bianchi type-I
Universe, from which we deduct the continuity equa-
tions of pressureless dark matter and BHDE. In Sec. II
we establish the solution of the field equations by us-
ing cosmological constraints and the Lambert function
distribution. Further, we consider two cases of study:
Interacting and non-interacting f (Q) models which we
will then compare with different existing models of DE.
Moreover in Sec. III, we analyze the behavior of the de-
celeration parameter. Finally in Sec. IV, we discuss and
conclude our results.

I. METRIC AND FIELD EQUATIONS OF f (Q)
SYMMETRIC TELEPARALLEL GRAVITY

In the present work, we consider the anisotropic LRS
Bianchi type-I Universe metric in the form

ds2 = −dt2 + A2(t)dx2 + B2(t)
(

dy2 + dz2
)

, (2)

where A (t) and B (t) are the metric potentials of the
Universe which are the functions only of the cosmic time
(t). The Bianchi type-I Universe becomes isotropic if
A (t) = B (t) = a (t).

Now, we present the basic equations of f (Q) symmet-
ric teleparallel gravity. The non-metricity scalar Q is de-
fined as [19]

Q ≡ −gµν(Lβ
αµLα

νβ − Lβ
αβLα

µν), (3)

where the disformation tensor Lβ
αγ is formulated as,

Lβ
αγ = −1

2
gβη(∇γgαη +∇αgηγ −∇η gαγ). (4)

The non-metricity tensor is defined in the form

Qγµν = ∇γgµν, (5)

and trace of the non-metricity tensor is derived as fol-
lows

Qβ = gµνQβµν Q̃β = gµνQµβν. (6)

In addition, we define the superpotential tensor or
nonmetricity conjugate as

Pβ
µν = −1

2
Lβ

µν +
1
4
(Qβ − Q̃β)gµν −

1
4

δ
β

(µ
Qν). (7)

From the above equation, the trace of the non-
metricity tensor can be acquired as

Q = −QβµνPβµν. (8)

The field equations of f (Q) symmetric teleparallel
gravity are derived from Hilbert–Einstein variational
principle. The modified gravity action is given as

S =
∫ [ 1

2κ
f (Q) + Lm

]
d4x
√
−g, (9)

where κ = 8πG, f (Q) is an arbitrary function of the
non-metricity scalar Q, g is the determinant of the metric
tensor gµν i.e. g = det

(
gµν

)
and Lm is the usual matter

Lagrangian density. The energy-momentum tensor Tµν

of matter is defined as

Tµν =
−2√−g

δ
(√−gLm

)
δgµν . (10)

Thus, the field equations of f (Q) symmetric telepar-
allel gravity are derived by varying the action (S) in Eq.
(9) with respect to the metric tensor gµν,
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2√−g
∇β

(
fQ
√
−gPβ

µν

)
− 1

2
f gµν + fQ

(
PµβαQν

βα − 2Qβα
µPβαν

)
= κ

(
Tµν + Tµν

)
, (11)

where fQ = d f
dQ , ∇β is the covariant derivative, Tµν and

Tµν are the energy-momentum tensors of pressureless
dark matter and BHDE, respectively. For simplicity, we
use natural units (κ = 1). In addition, by varying the ac-
tion with respect to the connection, we obtain

∇µ∇β

(
fQ
√
−gPβ

µν

)
= 0. (12)

The corresponding non-metricity scalar for metric (2)
can be written as

Q = −2

 .
B
B

2

− 4

.
A
A

.
B
B

. (13)

The energy-momentum tensors for pressureless dark
matter and BHDE are defined as

Tµν = ρMuµuν = diag [−1, 0, 0, 0] ρM, (14)

Tµν =
(

pB + ρB
)

uµuν + pBgµν = diag
[
−1, ωB, (ωB + γ) , (ωB + γ)

]
ρB, (15)

where, ρB, ρM are energy densities of BHDE and pres-
sureless dark matter, respectively, and pB is the pressure
of BHDE. Here, ωB = pB

ρB
is the equation of state (EoS)

parameter of the BHDE and γ is the deviations from EoS
parameter along y and z directions, known as skewness

parameter.
In a commoving co-ordinate system, field equations

of f (Q) symmetric teleparallel gravity (11), with Eqs.
(14) and (15) for the Bianchi-I Universe (2) leads to fol-
lowing equations of motion [28]

f
2
+ fQ

4

.
A
A

.
B
B
+ 2

 .
B
B

2
 = ρM + ρB, (16)

f
2
− fQ

−2

.
A
A

.
B
B
− 2

..
B
B
− 2

 .
B
B

2
+ 2

.
B
B

.
Q fQQ = −ρBωB, (17)

f
2
− fQ

−3

.
A
A

.
B
B
−

..
A
A
−

..
B
B
−

 .
B
B

2
+

 .
A
A

+

.
B
B

 .
Q fQQ = − (ωB + γ) ρB. (18)

Here, (·) dot represents a derivative with respect to cos-
mic time (t). The field equations above (16)-(18) can be
represented in the form of mean Hubble and directional
Hubble parameters as

f
2
−Q fQ = ρM + ρB, (19)

f
2
+ 2

∂

∂t

[
Hy fQ

]
+ 6H fQHy = −ρBωB, (20)

f
2
+

∂

∂t

[
fQ

(
Hx + Hy

)]
+ 3H fQ

(
Hx + Hy

)
= − (ωB + γ) ρB,

(21)
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where, we used ∂
∂t

( .
A
A

)
=

..
A
A −

( .
A
A

)2
and Q = −2H2

y −

4Hx Hy. Here, H =
.
a
a = 1

3

(
Hx + 2Hy

)
is the average

Hubble parameter and Hx =
.
A
A , Hy = Hz =

.
B
B repre-

sents the directional Hubble parameters along x, y and
z axes, respectively.

Using Eqs. (19)–(21), we obtain the continuity equa-
tion of the pressureless dark matter and BHDE as

.
ρM +

.
ρB + 3H

[
ρM + (1 + ωB) ρB

]
+ 2γHyρB = 0. (22)

where the term γHyρB in this equation is due to the con-
sideration of the anisotropic fluid.

II. LAMBERT FUNCTION DISTRIBUTION AND
COSMOLOGICAL SOLUTIONS

The above field equations are impossible to find exact
solutions to without adding other constraints, because
it is a system consisting of three independent equations
with seven unknowns: Hx, Hy, ρM, ρB, ωB, γ and f .
There are several constraints that are used extensively in
the literature such as considering the shear scalar

(
σ2
)

is proportional to the scalar expansion (θ) i.e. σ2 ∝ θ

which leads to a relationship between directional Hub-
ble parameters

Hx = kHy, (23)

where k 6= 1 is an arbitrary real number which plays a
major role in making the non-isotropic behavior of the
Universe. The physical justification for this condition
is imposed on the basis of the observations of the ve-
locity redshift relation for extragalactic sources which
propose that the Hubble expansion of the Universe may
achieve isotropy when σ

θ is constant [48]. This condition
has been used in many works [17, 28].

In addition, we assume that the time-redshift relation
t (z) takes the form of a Lambert function distribution as
follows

t (z) =
mt0

l
g (z) , (24)

and

g (z) = LambertW
[

l
m

e
l−ln(1+z)

m

]
, (25)

where m and l are non-negative constants and t0 repre-
sents the age of the Universe. This time-redshift rela-
tion in Eq. (24) is motivated by the hybrid expansion

law (HEL) of the scale factor of the Universe, which is
a combination of power law and exponential law i.e.

a (t) = a0

(
t
t0

)m
el
(

t
t0
−1
)

where a0 represents the present
value of scale factor of the Universe. The HEL of the
scale factor of the Universe gives the exponential law
for m = 0 and the power law for l = 0 [49].

Using the relation between the mean scale factor and
redshift of the Universe a (t) = (1 + z)−1, and taking
into account that the spatial volume V = AB2, we find
the directional Hubble parameters as

Hx =
3k

k + 2

(
m
t
+

l
t0

)
& Hy = Hz =

3
k + 2

(
m
t
+

l
t0

)
.

(26)
Now, by using the Barrow entropy (1), one can obtain

the expression for BHDE energy density as follows

ρB = CL∆−2, (27)

where C is a parameter with dimensions [L]−2−∆, L can
be regarded as the size of the current Universe such as
the Hubble scale and the future event horizon, and ∆ is a
free parameter. It can be seen that the above expression
provides the standard holographic dark energy model
ρΛ = 3M2

pL−2 at ∆ = 0, where C = 3M2
p and c the veloc-

ity of light equal to unity. In the literature, there are sev-
eral possible choices for infrared cut-off L that are found
in the above BHDE density expression. In this work, for
simplicity we will assume the most common form in the
literature is the use of Hubble horizon, which is given as

ρB = CH2−∆. (28)

By using (26), the Hubble parameter (H) for our cos-
mological model can be obtained in the form

H =
1
3

(
Hx + 2Hy

)
=

m
t
+

l
t0

. (29)

Using the above Eqs (28) and (29), we get the energy
density of the BHDE as

ρB = C
[

m
t
+

l
t0

]2−∆
. (30)

Now, using Eqs. (23) and (26), we get the non-
metricity scalar in terms of Hubble parameter of this
model as

Q =
−18 (1 + 2k)

(k + 2)2 H2. (31)
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We consider the following functional form [29, 50] for
our analysis, which is a combination of a linear and a
non-linear term of non-metricity scalar Q,

f (Q) = αQ + βQn. (32)

where α, β and n 6= 1 are free model parameters.
Capozziello et al. [57] found the best approximation for
describing the accelerated expansion of the Universe in
f (Q) gravity is represented by a scenario with f (Q) =
α + βQn. Using Eqs. (28), (31), (32) in (19), and for this
particular f (Q) cosmological model in Eq. (32), we get
the energy density of the pressureless dark matter in
terms of Hubble parameter as

ρM =
9α (1 + 2k)

(k + 2)2 H2 +
(−18)n β (1− 2n) (1 + 2k)n

2 (k + 2)2n H2n − CH2−∆. (33)

Using Eqs. (19), (20), (28), (31), (32) in (21) we get the
skewness parameter as

γ =
γ1

( .
H + 3H2

)
H2−∆ + γ2

(2n− 1)

.
H
H2 + 3

 H2n

H2−∆ ,

(34)
where

γ1 =
3α (1− k)
C (k + 2)

, (35)

and

γ2 =
3βn (−18)n−1 (1− k) (1 + 2k)n−1

C (k + 2)2n−1 . (36)

m = 0.50

m = 0.55

m = 0.60

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

Redshift HzL

r
B

HzL

FIG. 1. Plot of energy density
(
ρB
)

of BHDE vs. redshift (z)
for α = 1, β = −1, n = C = 2, ∆ = 0.2, l = 0.4, and t0 = 13.8.

m = 0.50

m = 0.55

m = 0.60

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5
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3.5

Redshift HzL
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M
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FIG. 2. Plot of energy density
(
ρM
)

of matter vs. redshift (z)
for α = 1, β = −1, n = C = 2, ∆ = 0.2, l = 0.4, and t0 = 13.8.

m = 0.50

m = 0.55

m = 0.60

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

Redshift HzL

g
HzL

FIG. 3. Plot of skewness parameter (γ) vs. redshift (z) for
α = 1, β = −1, n = C = 2, ∆ = 0.2, l = 0.4, and t0 = 13.8.

In Figs. 1 and 2 we have plotted the behaviors of pres-
sureless dark matter density

(
ρM
)

and BHDE density(
ρB
)

with the Hubble horizon cut-off in terms of redshift
(z) for the three different values of m = 0.50, 0.55, 0.60,
respectively. We can see that both ρM and ρB are increas-
ing functions with redshift and positive for all z values.
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Moreover, Fig. 3 represents the behavior of skewness
parameter (γ) in terms of redshift (z) for the three dif-
ferent values of m. From the figure, it is clear that γ is
positive at the initial time, and negative at the present
i.e. z → 0 and future i.e. z → −1. Hence, the BHDE
f (Q) model is anisotropic throughout evolution of the
Universe. In the following sections, we will discuss two
cases: Non-interacting and interacting f (Q) model. In
addition, we compare these two cases with models of
DE in the literature such as the quintessence, phantom,
ΛCDM, etc.

A. Phantom like behavior of f (Q) non-interacting model

In this subsection, we consider that there is no en-
ergy exchange between the two basic components of the
Universe: the pressureless dark matter component and
BHDE component. Therefore, the continuity equation
(22) can be written as

.
ρM + 3HρM = 0. (37)

.
ρB + 3H (1 + ωB) ρB + 2γHyρB = 0. (38)

Using Eqs. (28) and (34) in Eq. (38), we get the EoS
parameter of BHDE as

ωB = −1−

 (2− ∆)
3

.
H
H2 +

2γ

(k + 2)

 . (39)

m = 0.50

m = 0.55

m = 0.60

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

Redshift HzL

w
B

HzL

FIG. 4. Plot of EoS parameter (ωB) vs. redshift (z) for α = 1,
β = −1, n = C = 2, ∆ = 0.2, l = 0.4, and t0 = 13.8.

m = 0.50

m = 0.55

m = 0.60

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5

-6

-5

-4

-3

-2

-1

0

Redshift HzL

w
B

' HzL

FIG. 5. Plot of ω
′
B vs. redshift (z) for α = 1, β = −1, n = C = 2,

∆ = 0.2, l = 0.4, and t0 = 13.8.

In this work [51] Caldwell and Linder separate the
quintessence phase of DE into two different regions:
thawing (ω

′
B > 0, ωB < 0) and freezing (ω

′
B < 0,

ωB < 0) regions by introducing a new analysis called
ωB − ω

′
B plane. For ω

′
B prime designate the derivative

of EoS parameter with respect to x = ln a. Using Eq.
(39), we get

ω
′
B =

1
H

 (2− ∆)
3

2

.
H

2

H3 −
..
H
H2

− 2
.
γ

(k + 2)

 , (40)

where
.
γ = H∆−5



γ2(2n− 1)H2n+1
..
H

+γ1H3
..
H + γ2(2n− 1)(∆ + 2n− 4)

×H2n
.

H
2

+3γ2(∆ + 2n− 2)H2n+2
.

H+

3γ1∆H4
.

H + γ1(∆− 2)H2
.

H
2


,

.
H = −m

t2 and
..
H = 2m

t3 . In this background, the squared
sound speed (v2

s ) is exploited for examining the sta-
bility of the dark energy models which is explicit as

v2
s = dpB

dρB
=

.
pB.
ρB

. If v2
s > 0, we obtain a stable model

and if v2
s < 0, we obtain unstable model. For our non-

interacting BHDE f (Q) model v2
s takes the following

form

v2
s = −1 +

1
3


− (2− ∆)

.
H

H2 − 6γ

(k + 2)

+
H

(2− ∆)
.

H

(41)

×1
3


− (2− ∆)

..
H

H2 +
2(2− ∆)

.
H

2

H3 − 6
.
γ

(k + 2)


 .

In Fig. 4 we plot the behavior of the EoS parameter
(ωB) of non-interacting BHDE f (Q) model in terms of
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redshift (z) for three different values of m = 0.50, 0.55,
0.60. These results can be interpreted as follows: At
the beginning of time, the EoS parameter starts from the
matter-dominated era, then it moves to the quintessence
region (−1 < ωB < −0.33) and crosses the ΛCDM
model (ωB = −1) in the current time and finally ap-
proaches to a phantom region (ωB < −1). Further, the
current values of the EoS parameter are ωB ∼ −1 (z = 0)
for the three values of m. Thus, these values are consis-
tent with Planck 2018 data [52]. The ω

′
B parameter for

non-interacting BHDE f (Q) model for three different
values of m versus redshift (z) is plotted in Fig. 5. It
is clear from Figs. 4 and 5 that the ωB −ω

′
B plane corre-

sponds to freezing region for three different values of m.
Fig. 6 shows the evolution of the squared sound speed
(v2

s ) in terms of redshift (z). We can see that v2
s is positive

in the initial time i.e. our model is stable, and negative
in the present and future i.e. an unstable model.

B. ΛCDM like behavior of f (Q) interacting model

In this case, we assume that the pressureless dark mat-
ter component is interacting with the BHDE component
via the interaction term Q, we can write the continuity
equation of pressureless dark matter and BHDE as

.
ρM + 3HρM = Q. (42)

.
ρB + 3H (1 + ωB) ρB + 2γHyρB = −Q. (43)

From the above continuity equation, we can see that
the interaction term must be proportional to a quan-
tity with units of inverse of cosmic time. Therefore,
this term in the literature can take several forms (Q-
classes) such as Q = 3ηHρM, Q = 3ηHρDE, and
Q = 3ηH

(
ρM + ρDE

)
[53–55]. In this study, we choose

Q = 3ηHρB as an interaction term where 3ηH is the de-
cay rate with a coupling constant η (interaction param-
eter) [56]. In general, the interaction parameter η can be
positive or negative. If η is positive means BHDE de-
cays to pressureless DM, while if η is negative means
pressureless DM decays to BHDE. The previous situa-
tion of the non-interacting f (Q) model can be obtained
with η = 0.

Using Eqs. (28) and (34) in (43), we get the EoS pa-
rameter for this case as

ωB = −1− η −

 (2− ∆)
3

.
H
H2 +

2γ

(k + 2)

 . (44)

Using the same method in the previous case, we find
the derivative of ωB with respect to x = ln a as follows

ω
′
B =

1
H

 (2− ∆)
3

2

.
H

2

H3 −
..
H
H2

− 2
.
γ

(k + 2)

 . (45)

The squared sound speed (v2
s ) in this case is derived

as

v2
s = −1− η +

1
3

 (∆− 2)
.

H
H2 − H

(∆− 2)
.

H

 (∆− 2)
..
H

H2 − 2(∆− 2)
.

H
2

H3 − 6
.
γ

(k + 2)

− 6γ

(k + 2)

 . (46)

m = 0.50

m = 0.55

m = 0.60

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5

-1

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

Redshift HzL

v
s2

HzL

FIG. 6. Plot of squared sound speed
(

v2
s

)
vs. redshift (z) for

α = 1, β = −1, n = C = 2, ∆ = 0.2, l = 0.4, and t0 = 13.8.

m = 0.50

m = 0.55

m = 0.60

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5

-1.0
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FIG. 7. Plot of EoS parameter (ωB) vs. redshift (z) for α = 1,
β = −1, n = C = 2, ∆ = 0.2, l = 0.4, t0 = 13.8 and η = −0.35.
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FIG. 8. Plot of ω
′
B vs. redshift (z) for α = 1, β = −1, n = C = 2,

∆ = 0.2, l = 0.4, t0 = 13.8 and η = −0.35.
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FIG. 9. Plot of squared sound speed
(

v2
s

)
vs. redshift (z) for

α = 1, β = −1, n = C = 2, ∆ = 0.2, l = 0.4, t0 = 13.8 and
η = −0.35.

Fig. 7 describes the behavior of EoS parameter (ωB)
for interacting BHDE f (Q) model in terms of redshift
(z) for three different values of m. We also observe that
the model begins from a matter-dominated era, varies in
the quintessence region, and finally approaches to stan-
dard ΛCDM model. Further, the current value of ωB
corresponds to the most recent data. The ω

′
B parameter

for interacting BHDE f (Q) model versus redshift (z) for
three different values of m is plotted in Fig. 8. It is clear
that the ωB − ω

′
B plane corresponds to freezing region

for three different values of m. Fig. 9 shows the evo-
lution of the squared sound speed (v2

s ) versus redshift
(z). It can be observed that v2

s of interacting BHDE f (Q)
model is positive in the initial time i.e. the model is sta-
ble, and negative in the present and future i.e. we get an
unstable model.

III. DECELERATION PARAMETER

To verify that the proposed model predicts an accel-
erating phase of the Universe, we study the behavior
of the deceleration parameter (DP) of our cosmological
models. The DP sign indicates if the model is acceler-
ating or decelerating. If q > 0, the model with a decel-
eration expansion, if q = 0 a constant rate of expansion
and an accelerated expansion if q < 0. The DP for our
cosmological models is given by

q = −1 +
d
dt

(
1
H

)
= −1 + mt2

0 (mt0 + lt)−2 (47)

The behavior of DP (q) in terms of redshift (z) is shown
in Fig. 10. It can be seen that the DP for our models
evolves with cosmic time from initial deceleration with
positive values to late-time acceleration with negative
values and finally approaches to −1. Further, the cur-
rent values q0 (z = 0) of the DP correspond to the obser-
vational data of SNeIa and CMBR.

m = 0.50

m = 0.55

m = 0.60

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

Redshift HzL

q
HzL

FIG. 10. Plot of deceleration parameter q vs. redshift z for
α = 1, β = −1, n = C = 2, ∆ = 0.2, l = 0.4, t0 = 13.8 and
η = −0.35.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have investigated the Barrow holo-
graphic dark energy in an anisotropic Bianchi type-
I Universe within the framework of f (Q) symmetric
teleparallel gravity, where the non-metricity scalar Q
is responsible for the gravitational interaction. To dis-
cuss the current cosmic acceleration, we considered two
cases for the study: Interacting and non-interacting
models of pressureless dark matter and BHDE. Then we
used two main hypotheses in this work: (i) we assumed
that the shear scalar

(
σ2
)

is proportional to the scalar

expansion (θ) i.e. σ2 ∝ θ which leads to a relationship
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between directional Hubble parameters as Hx = kHy,
where k 6= 0, 1, (ii) we assumed that the redshift-time
relation follows the form of a Lambert function distri-
bution. In addition, we considered the f (Q) model as
a combination of a linear and a non-linear term of non-
metricity scalar Q i.e. f (Q) = αQ + βQn, where α, β

and n 6= 1 are free model parameters. We have dis-
cussed the behavior of various cosmological parameters
that are used in this context, and the following are the
most important results obtained: We observed for our
models that both pressureless dark matter density and
BHDE density are increasing functions with redshift and
positive for all z values (Figs. 1 and 2). Further, we ob-
served that the skewness parameter is positive at the ini-
tial time and negative at the present and future (Fig. 3).
Hence, the BHDE f (Q) model is anisotropic throughout
evolution of the Universe.

Another interesting result of our cosmological mod-
els is that the EoS parameter of non-interacting BHDE
f (Q) model is similar to phantom model and interact-
ing BHDE f (Q) model like ΛCDM (Figs. 4 and 7). The

evolution of the ωB − ω
′
B plane for both models: Non-

interacting and interacting BHDE f (Q) models corre-
sponds to freezing region (ω

′
B < 0, ωB < 0) for three dif-

ferent values of m. Furthermore, we investigated the be-
havior of squared sound speed for both models. We also
found that both models are stable at the beginning of
time and unstable at the present and future periods. Fi-
nally, the evolution of the deceleration parameter in Fig.
10 indicates a transition of the Universe from deceler-
ated to accelerated phase. Further, we found the values
of the deceleration parameter (DP) for the Lambert func-
tion distribution as q(z=0) = −0.45 and q(z=−1) = −1
which are consistent with recent observational data.
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