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In Einstein’s General Relativity (GR), the gravitational interactions are described by the space-
time curvature. Recently, other alternative geometric formulations and representations of GR have
emerged in which the gravitational interactions are described by the so-called torsion or non-
metricity. Here, we consider the recently proposed modified symmetric teleparallel theory of gravity
or f (Q) gravity, where Q represents the non-metricity scalar. In this paper, motivated by several
papers in the literature, we assume the power-law form of the function f (Q) as f (Q) = αQn+1 + β

(where α, β, and n are free model parameters) that contains two models: Linear (n = 0) and nonlinear
(n 6= 0). Further, to add constraints to the field equations we assume the deceleration parameter form
as a divergence-free parametrization. Then, we discuss the behavior of various cosmographic and
cosmological parameters such as the jerk, snap, lerk, Om diagnostic, cosmic energy density, isotropic
pressure, and equation of state (EoS) parameter with a check of the violation of the strong energy
condition (SEC) to obtain the acceleration phase of the Universe. Hence, we conclude that our cosmo-
logical f (Q) models behave like quintessence dark energy (DE).

I. INTRODUCTION

As our Universe is in a state of accelerating expansion
behavior according to several observational data, espe-
cially from type Ia Supernova (SNIa) (Riess et al. 1998;
Perlmutter et al. 1999), Cosmic Microwave Background
(CMB) (Caldwell et al. (2004); Huang et al. (2006),
Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) re-
sults (Bennett et al. 2003; Spergel et al. 2003), Large-
Scale Structures (LSS) (Koivisto and Mota 2006), and
Baryonic Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) (Eisenstein et al.
2005; Percival at el. 2005). So really, we are asking for
the help of several theories to intervene in order to ex-
plain the phenomenon of the observed accelerated ex-
pansion. In General Relativity (GR) this phenomenon is
explained as the presence of an unknown form of energy
that is behind a very strong negative pressure called
Dark Energy (DE), so to know more one has to predict
the fundamental nature of this DE component. In the
literature, there are many DE models that can be distin-
guished by the Equation of State (EoS) parameter ω =
p
ρ , where ρ and p represent the cosmic energy density
and isotropic pressure, respectively. Recent cosmologi-
cal data from SNIa and WMAP indicate that the present
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value of the EoS parameter is ω0 = −1.084± 0.063 and
ω0 = −1.073±0.090

0.089, respectively. The cosmological con-
stant Λ in GR replaces the prediction of DE and is al-
ways given by an EoS parameter value ωΛ = −1. In
other words, there is no compatibility between this cos-
mological constant value that acquired by the quantum
gravity model and the value obtained by observation
(Weinberg 1989). This phenomenon is called the cos-
mological constant problem. Since the evolution of the
two is so different, i.e. between the matter density and
DE density, they have almost the same order of magni-
tude, which this observed coincidence between the den-
sities is called the cosmic coincidence problem. Among
many interesting models of DE, there is a very important
one called quintessence DE which focuses on the scalar
field in the ω range −1 < ω < − 1

3 . In parallel with
the quintessence idea, the DE density decreases with the
fourth dimension called cosmic time (Ratra and Peebles
1998; Xu et al. 2011). Moreover, it is still very sensitive
to predict exactly what DE nature?, another proposi-
tion called phantom energy which is determined by the
value ω < −1 which remains the core of the unknown
for all researchers now, rather behaving strangely. How-
ever, when we say phantom energy, the DE density in-
creases with cosmic time, which implies the existence of
problems preventing our scientific research path and de-
celerating our speed to understand our Universe, here
we are talking about the finite-time future singularity
(Caldwell et al. 2003; Barrow 2004). Thus, from the
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above discussion, the observational value of the EoS
parameter favours the phantom and quintessence DE
models.

To attack the problem of the late-time accelerated ex-
pansion of the Universe, modified gravitational theories
(MGT) have been suggested in the literature as an auxil-
iary alternative to Einstein’s gravitational theory. In our
current analysis, we will study different mechanisms
of DE in the f (Q) gravity model, where Q is the non-
metricity scalar responsible for gravity. An interesting
symmetric teleparallel gravity (or f (Q) gravity), which
was developed for the first time in (Jimenez et al. 2018;
2020). In Weyl’s geometry, the covariant derivative of
the metric tensor is non null and this characteristic can
be displayed mathematically in terms of a novel geo-
metric quantity, named non-metricity (Xu et al. 2019).
Geometrically, the non-metricity can be described as the
variation of the length of a vector during parallel trans-
port. For a better understanding of our Universe, we
are obligated to replace the curvature concept with a
more general geometrical concept. Among the most im-
portant geometrical tools that can successfully demon-
strate gravity, there are two equivalents: the torsion T
and non-metricity Q representations. The first repre-
sentation has a zero curvature and non-metricity with
a spacetime torsion, famous as the Teleparallel Equiva-
lent of GR (TEGR), In contrast, the second representa-
tion uses zero curvature and torsion with the presence of
spacetime non-metricity, called the Symmetric Teleparallel
Equivalent of GR (STEGR). In the TEGR representation,
the metric tensor gµν replaced by the set of tetrad vectors
ei

µ. The torsion, created by the tetrad fields, can then be
exploited to entirely explain gravitational effects (Xu et
al. 2019). The generalized version of GR gives rise to the
f (R) theory of gravity in which the gravitational effect
is related to the non-zero curvature with zero torsion
and non-metricity (Starobinsky 1979), while the gener-
alization of the TEGR version is named f (T) gravity, in
which spacetime is defined by a non-zero torsion with
zero curvature and non-metricity (Bengochea and Fer-
raro 2009). Also, the f (Q) theory is a generalized ver-
sion of the STEGR in which the non-metricity scalar ex-
plains the gravitational effects with zero curvature and
torsion. The f (Q) gravity has been investigated from
various angles such as energy conditions (Mandal et al.
2020), covariant formulation (Zhao 2022), cosmography
(Mandal et al. 2020), signature of f (Q) theory (Frus-
ciante 2021) and anisotropic nature of spacetime (Kous-
sour et al. 2022; Koussour and Bennai 2022; Koussour et
al. 2022).

Our work is structured as follows: In Sec. II, we intro-
duce the some basics of f (Q) gravity theory. In Sec. III,

we propose a cosmological f (Q) gravity model and de-
rive the various cosmographic and cosmological param-
eters such as the jerk, snap, lerk, Om diagnostic, cosmic
energy density, isotropic pressure, and equation of state
(EoS) parameter. Then, we discuss the different energy
conditions of our cosmological model in Sec. IV. F Fi-
nally, we present our conclusions in Sec V.

II. SOME BASICS OF f (Q) GRAVITY THEORY

It is known in differential geometry that the general
connection Σα

µν helps us in the parallel transport of the
vectors and the notion of covariant derivatives, while
the so-called metric tensor gµν helps us to determine an-
gles, volumes, distances, etc. It is a generalization of the
so-called gravitational potential of the classical theory.
Generally, this general connection Σα

µν can be decom-
posed into all possible contributions (i.e. in the presence
of torsion T and non-metricity Q terms next to the cur-
vature R) as (Ortin 2015),

Σα
µν = Γα

µν + Cα
µν + Lα

µν, (1)

with the famous Levi-Civita connection Γα
µν of the met-

ric tensor gµν is,

Γα
µν ≡

1
2

gαλ(gµλ,ν + gλν,µ − gµν,λ), (2)

and the expression for the Contortion tensor Cα
µν is,

Cα
µν ≡

1
2
(Tα

µν + T α
µ ν + T α

ν µ) = −Cα
νµ. (3)

Finally, the Disformation tensor Lα
µν is given as,

Lα
µν ≡

1
2
(Qα

µν −Q α
µ ν −Q α

ν µ) = Lα
νµ. (4)

For Tα
µν and Qαµν terms in Eqs. (3) and (4), are fa-

mous as the torsion tensor and the non-metricity tensor,
respectively. Its expression is given as,

Tα
µν ≡ Σα

µν − Σα
νµ, (5)

and

Qαµν ≡ ∇αgµν 6= 0. (6)

As we mentioned above, the connection presumed
to be the torsion and curvature vanish within the so-
called Symmetric Teleparallel Equivalent to General Rela-
tivity (STEGR), such that it conforms to a pure coordi-
nate transformation of trivial connection as shown in
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(Jimenez et al. 2018). The components of the connection
in Eq. (1) can be rewritten as,

Σα
µβ =

∂yα

∂ξρ ∂µ∂βξρ. (7)

In the above equation, ξα = ξα(yµ) is an invertible
relation and ∂yα

∂ξρ is the inverse of the corresponding Ja-
cobian (Jimenez et al. 2020). It is constantly feasible to
get a coordinate system in which the connection Σα

µν be-
comes zero (Adak et al. 2013). This situation is called
coincident gauge (Adak et al. 2006; Mol 2017). Hence,
in this choice, the covariant derivative∇α reduces to the
partial derivative ∂α i.e. Qαµν = ∂αgµν. However, it is
clear from the previous discussion that the Levi-Civita
connection Γα

µν can be written in terms of the disforma-
tion tensor Lα

µν as Γα
µν = −Lα

µν.
The action that conforms with STEGR is described by

SSTEGR =
∫ 1

2
(−Q)

√
−gd4x +

∫
Lm
√
−gd4x. (8)

where g being the determinant of the tensor metric
gµν and Lm the matter lagrangian density. Moreover,
throughout this article we will consider natural units.
The modified f (R) gravity is a generalization of GR,
and the f (T) gravity is a generalization of TEGR. Thus,
in the same way, the f (Q) is a generalization of STEGR
in which the extended action is given by,

S =
∫ 1

2
f (Q)

√
−gd4x +

∫
Lm
√
−gd4x. (9)

Here f (Q) is an arbitrary function of the non-
metricity scalar Q. The so-called STEGR can be obtained
by assuming the following functional form f (Q) = −Q,
see Ref. (Jimenez et al. 2018). In addition, the non-
metricity tensor in Eq. (6) has the following two inde-
pendent traces,

Qα = Qα
µ

µ and Q̃α = Qµ
αµ. (10)

Further, the non-metricity conjugate (superpotential
tensor) is given by,

4Pλ
µν = −Qλ

µν + 2Q(µ
λ

ν) + (Qλ − Q̃λ)gµν − δλ
(µQν).

(11)

The non-metricity scalar can be acquired as,

Q = −QλµνPλµν. (12)

Now, the energy-momentum tensor of the content of
the Universe as a perfect fluid matter is given as,

Tµν =
−2√−g

δ(
√−gLm)

δgµν . (13)

By varying the above action (9) with regard to the
metric tensor gµν components yield

2√−g
∇λ(

√
−g fQPλ

µν) +
1
2

gµν f + fQ(PµλβQν
λβ − 2QλβµPλβ

ν) = −Tµν. (14)

Here, for simplicity we consider fQ = d f
dQ . Again, by

varying the action with regard to the connection, we can
get as a result,

∇µ∇ν(
√
−g fQPµν :λ) = 0. (15)

According to recent observations of the CMB, our
Universe is homogeneous and isotropic on a large scale,
that is to say on a scale more significant than the scale
of galaxy clusters. For this, in our current analysis, we
consider a flat FLRW background geometry in Cartesian
coordinates with a metric,

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)[dx2 + dy2 + dz2], (16)

where a(t) is the scale factor of the Unverse. Further-
more, the non-metricity scalar corresponding to the met-

ric ((16)) is obtained as

Q = 6H2, (17)

where H is the Hubble parameter that measures the rate
of expansion of the Universe.

In cosmology, the most commonly used energy-
momentum tensor is the perfect cosmic fluid, i.e. with-
out considering viscosity effects. In this case,

Tµν = (ρ + p)uµuν + pgµν, (18)

where ρ and p represent the cosmic energy density and
isotropic pressure of the perfect cosmic fluid respec-
tively, and uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) represents the four velocity
vector components characterizing the fluid.
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The modified Friedmann equations that describe the
dynamics of the Universe in f (Q) gravity are (Lazkoz
et al. 2019; Harko et al. 2018)

3H2 =
1

2 fQ

(
−ρ +

f
2

)
, (19)

and

Ḣ + 3H2 +
ḟQ

fQ
H =

1
2 fQ

(
p +

f
2

)
, (20)

where an overhead dot points out the differentiation of
the quantity with regard to cosmic time t. Also, it is
good to point out that the standard Friedmann equa-
tions of General Relativity are obtained if the function
f (Q) = −Q is assumed (Lazkoz et al. 2019).

Now, we get the matter/energy conservation equa-
tion in its famous form as,

ρ̇ + 3H
(
ρ + p

)
= 0 (21)

Using Eqs. (19) and (20), the expressions for the cos-
mic energy density ρ and isotropic pressure p of the
fluid are

ρ =
f
2
− 6H2 fQ, (22)

p =

(
Ḣ + 3H2 +

˙fQ

fQ
H

)
2 fQ −

f
2

. (23)

Furthermore, by using Eqs. (19) and (20) we can get
the field equations like the standard Friedmann equa-
tions in GR, by inserting the concept of an effective cos-
mic energy density ρ and an effective isotropic pressure
p as

3H2 = −1
2

ρ = − 1
2 fQ

(
ρ− f

2

)
, (24)

Ḣ + 3H2 =
p
2

= −
˙fQ

fQ
H +

1
2 fQ

(
p +

f
2

)
. (25)

III. COSMOLOGICAL f (Q) MODEL

Motivated by the work of Capozziello et al. (2022)
where it was found that the top approximation for char-
acterizing the accelerated expansion of the Universe in
f (Q) gravity is constituted by a scenario with f (Q) =
α + βQn, in our current analysis, we examine a power-
law form of function f (Q) given by f (Q) = αQn+1 + β,
where α, β and n are free model parameters. It is im-
portant to mention that n = 0 corresponds to f (Q) =
αQ + β, i.e. a case of the linear model, while n 6= 0 cor-
responds to a case of the nonlinear model. The value
of fQ in the field equations (19) and (20) is obtained as
fQ = α (n + 1) Qn.

A. Cosmographic Parameters

Looking at the modified Friedmann equations (19)
and (20), they are two differential equations with three
unknowns ρ, p, and H (Q = 6H2). Thus, in the present
scenario, to find the exact solutions of these two field
equations, we need one more additional equation. This
additional equation is a parametrization of the Hub-
ble parameter in general. However, here we are con-
cerned with the study of the accelerating expansion
of the Universe, we will consider an additional equa-
tion for the deceleration parameter as a divergence-free
parametrization (Mamon and Das 2016; Hanafy and
Nashed 2019; Gadbail et al. 2022),

q (z) = q0 + q1
z (1 + z)

1 + z2 , (26)

where q0 is the current value of q (z) and q1 constitutes
the variation of the deceleration parameter with respect
to z. Furthermore, these two parameters q0 and q1 are
gained from the observational constraints. According
to Ref. (Mamon and Das 2016), the above parametriza-
tion reduces to q (z) = q0 + q1 at high redshift (i.e.
z >> 1), while it reduces to linear expansion form i.e.
q (z) = q0 + q1z at low redshift (i.e. z << 1). The
main motivation for this choice is that it provides a fi-
nite value for the deceleration parameter in the entire
range i.e. z ∈ [−1, ∞]. It is therefore valid for the entire
evolutionary history of the Universe. Also, it is useful to
mention here that the assumed parametric form of q (z)
is inspired by one of the most common divergence-free
parametrizations of the DE equation of state (Barboza
and Alcaniz 2008). It appears to be adaptable enough to
match the q (z) behavior of a large class of DE models.

To get the expression for the Hubble parameter, we
use the following relation,

H (z) = H0 exp

(∫ z

0

1 + q (z)
(1 + z)

dz

)
, (27)

which is valid for all parametrizations, and H0 is the
value of the Hubble parameter at present.

Introducing (27) in (26), we get the expression for the
Hubble parameter in terms of z as,

H (z) = H0 (1 + z)1+q0
(

1 + z2
) q1

2 . (28)

In addition, the derivative of the Hubble parameter
with respect to cosmic time can be written in terms of
the deceleration parameter as (Mandal et al. 2020),

.
H = −H2 (1 + q

)
(29)
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FIG. 1. Behavior of the deceleration parameter vs redshift.

In cosmology, to explain the evolution of the Universe
it is useful to study the behavior of the deceleration pa-
rameter defined by Eq. (26). It is an effective tool for
knowing the nature of the expansion of the Universe,
i.e. accelerating expansion (q < 0) or decelerating ex-
pansion (q > 0). According to recent observations, the
Universe is definitely accelerating, and the current value
of q (z) is negative i.e. −1 ≤ q < 0. So to plot the
proposed q (z) behavior, the two parameters q0 and q1
must be constrained with the observational data. Ac-
cording to Ref. Gadbail et al. (2022), the observational
constraints on the model parameters were studied using
the Bayesian analysis for the OHD (Observational Hub-
ble Data) and the Pantheon sample (SNeIa). The best fit
values of the model parameters are q0 = −0.611+0.051

−0.051
and q1 = 0.66+0.087

−0.087 corresponding to the OHD+SNeIa
datasets, respectively.

The behavior of the deceleration parameter q versus
z corresponding to the values of the parameters con-
strained by the OHD+SNeIa datasets is displayed in Fig.
1. It can be seen that q changes from negative to positive

values at the value of the transition redshift zt = 0.87
with the current value of q for our model is q0 = −0.611.
Thus, the proposed model represents the transition of
the Universe from the early deceleration phase to the
current acceleration phase as shown by recent observa-
tions data (Planck 2020). Further, it is good to expand on
the discussion of more geometrical parameters of the DE
models to provide essential information about the evo-
lution of our Universe. In the Taylor series expansion
of the scale factor of the Universe with regard to cosmic
time, there come the derivatives in the highest order of
the deceleration parameter, which is famous as a jerk (j),
snap (s), lerk (l) parameters. It can be said that the jerk
parameter represents the evolution of the deceleration
parameter. As we know that we can constrain q from
the observations data, the jerk parameter is studied to
predict the future of the Universe and to compare other
DE models with the ΛCDM model in which the value
of j is one always. In addition, the jerk parameter along
with higher derivatives such as snap and lerk parame-
ters provide a helpful understanding of the emergence
of sudden future singularities (Pan et al. 2018).

The jerk (j), snap (s) and lerk (l) parameters are de-
fined as (Pan et al. 2018),

j (z) =
1

H3
da(3)

a
= (1 + z)

dq
dz

+ q
(
1 + 2q

)
, (30)

s (z) =
1

H4
da(4)

a
= − (1 + z)

dj
dz
− j
(
2 + 3q

)
, (31)

l (z) =
1

H5
da(5)

a
= − (1 + z)

ds
dz
− s

(
3 + 4q

)
. (32)

From the considered q in Eq. (26), the jerk, snap and
lerk equations are given as,

j (z) =
2q2

0

(
z2 + 1

)2
+ q0

(
z2 + 1

) (
4q1(z + 1)z + z2 + 1

)
+ q1(z + 1)

(
(2q1 + 1)z3 + (2q1 − 1)z2 + 3z + 1

)
(
z2 + 1

)2 , (33)

s (z) = −

6q3
0

(
z2 + 1

)3
+ q2

0

(
z2 + 1

)2
×
(

18q1z(z + 1) + 7
(

z2 + 1
))

+q0

(
z2 + 1

)
×
(

18q2
1z2(z + 1)2 + 7q1

(
2z4 + z3 + 3z2 + 5z + 1

)
+ 2

(
z2 + 1

)2
)

+q1(z + 1)×
((

6q2
1 + 7q1 + 2

)
z5 + 2

(
6q2

1 − 1
)

z4 + 2
(

3q2
1 + 7q1 + 4

)
z3 + 4(7q1 − 3)z2 + (7q1 + 6)z + 6

)
(
z2 + 1

)3 ,

(34)
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and,

l (z) =

24q4
0

(
z2 + 1

)4
+ 2q3

0

(
z2 + 1

)3
(

48q1z(z + 1) + 23
(

z2 + 1
))

+q2
0

(
z2 + 1

)2
×
(

144q2
1z2(z + 1)2 + 46q1

(
3z4 + 2z3 + 4z2 + 6z + 1

)
+ 29

(
z2 + 1

)2
)

+2q0

(
z2 + 1

)
×

 48q3
1z3(z + 1)3 + 23q2

1z
(

3z3 − 2z2 + 7z + 2
)
(z + 1)2

+q1

(
29z6 + 11z5 + 76z4 + 28z3 − z2 + 105z + 40

)
+ 3

(
z2 + 1

)3



+q1(z + 1)×


24q3

1(z + 1)3z4 + 46q2
1(z + 1)2

(
z3 − z2 + 3z + 1

)
z2

+q1

(
29z7 − 7z6 + 101z5 − 23z4 − 45z3 + 223z2 + 115z + 7

)
+6
(

z7 − z6 + 5z5 − 5z4 + 15z3 − 15z2 − 5z + 5
)


(
z2 + 1

)4 . (35)

-1 0 1 2 3

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

z

j

FIG. 2. Behavior of the jerk parameter vs redshift.
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-1.2
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-0.4

-0.2

0.0

z
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FIG. 3. Behavior of the snap parameter vs redshift.

From Figs. 2 and 4, it is clear that the current values of
both parameters: jerk and lerk are positive (i.e. at red-
shift z = 0) which represents an accelerated expansion
of the Universe. Fig. 3 indicates the negative behavior
of the snap parameter at present (z = 0) that makes the
Universe in an accelerating expansion currently. Also,

-1 0 1 2 3

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

z

l

FIG. 4. Behavior of the lerk parameter vs redshift.

the value of the current jerk parameter is not equal to
one, which leads to our model not being similar to the
behavior of the ΛCDM model at present (at z = 0). In-
terestingly, this means that under certain modified grav-
ity, late-time acceleration of the Universe can be seen us-
ing geometrical methods.

B. Om Diagnostic

With the development of modern cosmology and the
emergence of many proposed models to solve the mys-
tery of DE, it has become difficult to differentiate be-
tween these models. For this, an effective diagnostic pa-
rameter tool called Om has been proposed in this con-
text, extracted from the Hubble parameter (Sahni et al.
2008). This parameter easily tells us about the dynam-
ical nature of DE models from the Om(z) slope. The
positive slope values of this diagnostic parameter tool
indicate phantom nature (ω < −1), while its negative
values correspond to the quintessence nature (ω > −1).
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FIG. 5. Behavior of the Om (z) parameter vs redshift.

The diagnostic Om is defined as,

Om (z) =

(
H(z)
H0

)2
− 1

z3 + 3z2 + 3z
. (36)

The diagnostic Om for our current analysis is,

Om (z) =
(z + 1)2q0+2

(
z2 + 1

)q1
− 1

(z + 1)3 − 1
. (37)

From Fig. 5 it is very clear that the positive slope
value of Om(z) indicates a quintessence-like behavior
that represents the recently observed accelerating ex-
pansion of the Universe.

C. Cosmological Parameters

The evolution of the cosmic energy density, isotropic
pressure, and EoS (Equation of State) parameter in terms
of redshift are discussed below. Now, by using the val-
ues of ρ and p from (22) and (23) with the choice of f (Q),
we obtain the expression for cosmic energy density ρ

and isotropic pressure p as follows:

ρ =
β

2
− α

2
6n+1(2n + 1)

(
H2
)n+1

, (38)

p =
α

2

(
−2n+1

)
3n(2n + 1)

(
H2
)n+1

(2n(q + 1) + 2q− 1)− β

2
. (39)

Linear Hn = 0.0L
Nonlinear Hn = 0.5L

-1 0 1 2 3

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

z

r

FIG. 6. Behavior of the cosmic energy density vs redshift.

The plots in Figs. 6 and 7 exhibit very evident that
the redshift evolution of cosmic energy density and
isotropic pressure, derived here for the FLRW metric in
the framework of f (Q) gravity is fully consistent with
the results derived in several works of literature (Shekh
2021, 2021a, 2022, Raja 2021). Specifically, the cosmic
energy density is a positive and increasing function in
terms of the redshift of both models (linear and non-

Linear Hn = 0.0L
Nonlinear Hn = 0.5L

-1 0 1 2 3

-2

-1

0

1

2

z

p

FIG. 7. Behavior of the isotropic pressure vs redshift.

linear), while the isotropic pressure is negative in the
present and the future. Thus, negative pressure is re-
sponsible for the acceleration phase of the Universe at
the present.

The EoS parameter expression (ω = p
ρ ) for the cosmic

fluid corresponding to the above cosmic energy density
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Linear Hn = 0.0L
Nonlinear Hn = 0.5L
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FIG. 8. Behavior of the EoS parameter vs redshift.

and isotropic pressure is,

ω =
β + α2n+13n(2n + 1)

(
H2
)n+1

(2n(q + 1) + 2q− 1)

α6n+1(2n + 1)
(

H2
)n+1 − β

.

(40)

In GR, an exotic form of energy (dark energy), de-
scribed as negative isotropic pressure (p < 0) or equiv-
alently with a negative EoS parameter (ω < 0), has
been proposed to be responsible for the accelerating ex-
pansion of the Universe. This last parameter relates to
the cosmic energy density ρ and isotropic pressure p
and describes the stages of the expansion of the Uni-
verse. It represents non-relativistic particles (matter)
when ω = 0, and if ω = 1

3 , this describes the relativis-

tic particles (radiation) phase. The phantom region is
represented by ω < −1, while −1 < ω ≤ − 1

3 exhibits
the quintessence region. Finally, for ω = −1, the behav-
ior of the ΛCDM model is shown. In general, for our
model to predict the accelerating phase of the Universe,
it must be ω ≤ − 1

3 . From Fig. 8, it is very clear that our
model predicts accelerated expansion, and behaves like
the quintessence model of dark energy in both models.

IV. ENERGY CONDITIONS

The so-called energy conditions (ECs) play an impor-
tant role in the geodesics description of the Universe,
and can be obtained from the the famous Raychaudhuri
equation (Raychaudhuri 1955). In addition, ECs can be
used to predict an accelerating Universe by violating the
strong energy condition (SEC). If we consider that the
content of the Universe is an perfect fluid, the ECs in
f (Q) gravity are

• Weak energy condition (WEC): ρ + p ≥ 0 and ρ ≥
0;

• Null energy condition (NEC): ρ + p ≥ 0;

• Dominant energy condition (DEC): ρ ≥
∣∣p∣∣ and

ρ ≥ 0;

• Strong energy condition (SEC): ρ + 3p − 6
.
f QH +

f ≥ 0

Taking Eqs. (38) and (39) into WEC, NEC, DEC and
SEC conditions, we get

WEC⇔ ρ + p = α
(
−2n+1

)
3n
(

2n2 + 3n + 1
)
(q + 1)

(
H2
)n+1

≥ 0 and ρ =
β

2
− α

2
6n+1(2n + 1)

(
H2
)n+1

≥ 0,
(41)

NEC⇔ ρ + p = α
(
−2n+1

)
3n
(

2n2 + 3n + 1
)
(q + 1)

(
H2
)n+1

≥ 0, (42)

DEC⇔ ρ− p = β + α2n+13n(2n + 1)
(

H2
)n+1

(nq + n + q− 2) and ρ =
β

2
− α

2
6n+1(2n + 1)

(
H2
)n+1

≥ 0, (43)

SEC⇔ ρ + 3p− 6
.
f QH + f = α

(
−6n+1

)
(n + 1)(q− 1)

(
H2
)n+1

≥ 0. (44)

From Fig. 6 it is clear that the WEC condition (energy
density) exhibits positive behavior. In addition, from
Figs. 9, 10 and 11 we found that NEC and DEC condi-
tions are satisfied, while the SEC condition is violated.

As we said, violation of SEC condition leads to an ac-
celeration phase of the Universe. The results obtained
in our cosmological model are consistent with many pa-
pers in the literature.
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Nonlinear Hn = 0.5L
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FIG. 9. Behavior of the NEC condition vs redshift.

Linear Hn = 0.0L
Nonlinear Hn = 0.5L
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FIG. 10. Behavior of the DEC condition vs redshift.

V. CONCLUSION

The problem of the accelerating expansion of the
Universe is one of the greatest mysteries of modern
cosmology present time. Despite the most accepted
ΛCDM model today can provide a significant match be-
tween theoretical predictions and observations, it how-
ever, lacks a convincing interpretation of the nature of

Linear Hn = 0.0L
Nonlinear Hn = 0.5L
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FIG. 11. Behavior of the SEC condition vs redshift.

dark energy (DE) described by the cosmological con-
stant. This mystery motivated us in this work to suggest
a simple cosmological model for dark energy within
the framework of modified gravity theories such as
f (Q) symmetric teleparallel gravity, which describes
the gravitational effects with a geometrical quantity
called the non-metricity scalar Q. We considered two
models to discuss the results, the linear and nonlin-
ear model by assuming the function f (Q) as f (Q) =
αQn+1 + β, where α, β and n are free model parameters.
Also, it is important to mention that n = 0 corresponds
to f (Q) = αQ + β (linear model), while n 6= 0 corre-
sponds to a case of the nonlinear model. We discussed
some cosmographic parameters such as the jerk, snap
and lerk parameters by assuming the divergence free
parametric form of the deceleration parameter which
gave a behavior consistent with the observations. Then,
we obtained the expressions for cosmic energy density,
isotropic pressure and EoS parameter for our cosmolog-
ical model. We found that for both models specifically
n = 0 (linear model) and n = 0.5 (nonlinear model), the
cosmic energy density is a positive and increasing func-
tion in terms of the redshift, while the isotropic pressure
is negative in the present and the future. To find out
the dynamical nature of the model, we have discussed
the Om diagnostic and find a negative slope of the latter
indicating quintessence-like behavior. Further, by ana-
lyzing the behavior of the EoS parameter, we found that
one can get the quintessence model like behavior with-
out introducing any DE component or exotic fluid into
the matter part. Thus, in our analysis cosmic accelera-
tion can only be explained by a geometrical generaliza-
tion of general relativity. Finally, we discussed all the en-
ergy conditions (WEC, NEC, DEC and SEC) which were
all fulfilled except for the SEC condition which was vio-
lated and this is fine in the course of our analysis. This
work powerfully motivates us to look more at the new
f (Q) symmetric teleparallel gravity.
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