Data-driven Reconstruction of the Late-time Cosmic Acceleration with f (T ) Gravity
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We use a combination of observational data in order to reconstruct the free function of f (T )
gravity in a model-independent manner. Starting from the data-driven determined dark-energy
equation-of-state parameter we are able to reconstruct the f (T ) form. The obtained function is
consistent with the standard ΛCDM cosmology within 1σ confidence level, however the best-fit
value experiences oscillatory features. We parametrize it with a sinusoidal function with only one
extra parameter comparing to ΛCDM paradigm, which is a small oscillatory deviation from it,
close to the best-fit curve, and inside the 1σ reconstructed region. Similar oscillatory dark-energy
scenarios are known to be in good agreement with observational data, nevertheless this is the first
time that such a behavior is proposed for f (T ) gravity. Finally, since the reconstruction procedure
is completely model-independent, the obtained data-driven reconstructed f (T ) form could release
the tensions between ΛCDM estimations and local measurements, such as the H0 and σ8 ones.
PACS numbers: 98.80.-k, 95.36.+x, 04.50.Kd

I.

INTRODUCTION

The concept of dark energy was introduced to explain
the acceleration of the expansion of the universe that was
discovered in the late 1990s [1, 2]. One of the dark energy candidates is the cosmological constant, leading to
the standard cosmological scenario, namely the ΛCDM
paradigm. However, as more and more accurate astronomical data accumulate we could deduce that the
standard cosmological model might present some undesirable features. Especially, the tensions that seem to
appear in the standard cosmological model parameters
derived from different observations, if not resulting from
unknown systematics, pose a great challenge to modern cosmology. One of the most significant tensions is
the tension of Hubble constant. In particular, the direct measurements by Hubble Space Telescope give H0 =
74.03±1.42 km s−1 Mpc−1 [3], while the Planck 2018 best
fit for Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) data based
on ΛCDM paradigm gives H0 = 67.4 ± 0.5 km s−1 Mpc−1
[4, 5]. The tension between the two observations has
reached 4.4σ. Another tension that seems to appear is
the so-called σ8 one, which occurs in the measurement
of perturbations of large-scale structures and CMB [6–
8]. In principle, one could follow two main ways to solve
these tensions. One is to modify the early evolution of
the universe to obtain a relatively small sound horizon
at the end of drag epoch [9]. The other is to modify the
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late evolution of the universe by replacing the cosmological constant with a dynamic dark energy model such as
various scalar-field dark energy models [10–13] and modified theories of gravity [14–16]. In the same lines, since
the physical nature of dark energy remains unknown until today, physicists have put forward many dynamical
dark energy theories too and have constructed various
specific scenarios.
In order to determine whether the proposed theories
can explain observations, an efficient method is to reconstruct the expression of the unknown function that usually appears in a specific model, from current cosmological observations [6, 17–20]. Recent progress on revealing
the dark-energy equation-of-state (EoS) parameter as the
function of the redshift has paved the way for the reconstruction of the specific dynamical dark energy models
[21, 22]. Some theoretical models can also give similar
EOS parameter evolution [23]. Especially, the revealed
evolution of EoS displays the crossing of the −1 divide.
Similarly, other studies with observational constraints on
wCDM and w(z) have also shown the possibility that
w < −1 [24–29], and in particular that the energy density of dark energy may be negative at high redshifts.
Such a behavior might be difficult to be explained using
a single scalar field or fluid dark energy models [30], and
thus inspires us to seek for the modified gravity theory.
One of the most successful theories of gravitational
modification is f (T ) gravity [15]. In contrast to the curvature scalar R of the standard general relativity, the
expression of the torsion scalar T in the cosmological
background does not contain the time derivative of the
Hubble parameter H. This feature offers a significant advantage in the reconstruction procedure of f (T ) comparing to f (R) gravity, and moreover it has the potential to
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explain the accelerating expansion by using a simple Lagrangian form. f (T ) gravity could alleviate both the H0
and σ8 tensions from the perspective of effective field theory [31, 32]. The perturbation of the early universe and
the characteristics of future evolution under the framework of f (T ) theory are discussed in [33, 34]. Finally,
the constraints on the specific f (T ) scenarios due to cosmological observations have been analyzed in detail in
[35–39].
In this work we are interested in using combined observational data-sets in order to reconstruct the f (T ) function. The structure of the manuscript is as follows: We
briefly review f (T ) gravity in the context of cosmology in
Section II. In Section III we illustrate the observational
data sources that we use, and we reconstruct the f (T )
function in a model-independent way. Then we propose
an analytic f (T ) form that can describe it. Finally, we
summarize our results and we provide a discussion in
Section IV.
II.

f (T ) GRAVITY AND COSMOLOGY

In this section, we provide a brief review on f (T ) gravity and its application in cosmology. The dynamical variables in f (T ) gravity are the tetrad fields eA µ , where
Greek indices correspond to the spacetime coordinates
and Latin indices correspond to the tangent space coordinates. At each point of the spacetime manifold, the
tetrad fields eA µ form an orthonormal basis in the tangent space, which implies that they satisfy the relation
gµν = ηAB eA µ eB ν , with gµν the spacetime metric and
where ηAB = (1, −1, −1, −1) is the tangent-space metric. We mention here that in order to acquire a covariant formulation of f (T ) gravity one needs to consider
the spin connection too [40]. However, for the diagonal
tetrad of flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker metric considered in this work (8) lead to vanishing spin connection, and hence we proceed with the form of pure tetrad
teleparallel gravity [40, 41].
We consider the Weitzenböck connection, defined as
Γ̂λ µν ≡ eA λ ∂ν eA µ = −eA µ ∂ν eA λ .

(1)

For this connection, the Riemann curvature vanishes and
we only have non-zero torsion, namely

T λ µν ≡ Γ̂λ νµ − Γ̂λ µν = eA λ ∂µ eA ν − ∂ν eA µ .
(2)

The simplest theory that one can construct in this
framework is the teleparallel gravity, whose Lagrangian
is the torsion scalar T . This theory is equivalent to general relativity at the level of equations of motion, since
there exists a transformation relation between the torsion
scalar T and the curvature scalar R [42–44]. Similarly to
f (R) gravity that generalizes the Lagrangian to an arbitrary function of the curvature scalar R, one could also
generalize the Lagrangian of teleparallel gravity to an arbitrary function of the torsion scalar T , which is no longer
equivalent to its curvature counterpart. Specifically, the
generalized Lagrangian could be written as
Z
S=

(3)

where
Sρ µν ≡


1
K µν ρ + δρµ T αν α − δρν T αµ α
2
1
(Tµ ρ ν + Tν ρ µ − T ρ µν ) .
2

where fT ≡ ∂f (T )/∂T , fT T ≡ ∂ 2 f (T )/∂T 2 , and T (m)ρ µ
is the matter energy-momentum tensor.
Concerning the background geometry of the universe we consider the flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker
(FRW) metric, which has the form
ds2 = dt2 − a2 (t)δij dxi dxj ,

(8)

where a(t) is the scale factor. The expression of the torsion scalar under this metric is T = −6H 2 . Therefore,
one advantage of the f (T ) gravity is that the torsion
scalar T does not contain the time-derivative of the Hubble parameter H = ȧ/a, which implies that a specific
form of f (T ) function would connect to the specific phenomenological behaviors in an easy way. Inserting the
cosmological metric to the field equations (7) we result
to the two modified Friedmann equations as [15]:
H2 =

8πG
f (T ) T fT
ρm −
+
3
6
3
4πG (ρm + pm )
Ḣ = −
.
1 + fT + 2T fT T

(9)
(10)

Comparing these two equations with the standard Friedmann equations with the dark energy component, one
obtains the effective energy density and pressure of dark
energy as

(4)

(5)

(6)

e−1 ∂ν (eeA ρ Sρ µν ) [1 + fT ] − eA λ T ρ νλ Sρ νµ [1 + fT ]
1
+ eA ρ Sρ µν (∂ν T ) fT T + eA µ [T + f (T )]
4
(7)
= 4πGeA ρ T (m)ρ µ ,

with
K ρ µν ≡

MP2
[T + f (T ) + Lm ],
2

 √
where e = det eA µ = −g, MP is the Planck mass and
f (T ) is the arbitrary function of torsion scalar T (we use
units where c = 1). By varying the above action with
respect to the tetrads, we obtain the field equations as

Additionally, the torsion scalar is
T = Sρ µν T ρ µν ,

d4 x e

pf (T )

M2
ρf (T ) = P [2T fT − f (T )]
2


MP2 f (T ) − T fT + 2T 2 fT T
=
.
2
1 + fT + 2T fT T

(11)
(12)
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Finally, the effective EoS parameter of dark energy is
defined as
w≡

III.

pf (T )
f (T ) − T fT + 2T 2 fT T
=
.
ρf (T )
[1 + fT + 2T fT T ] [2T fT − f (T )]

(13)

Specifically, if we have the values of H and f at a given
redshift zi , the value of f at the next redshift zi would be
totally determined. Finally, concerning the initial conditions, they can be determined by using the observational
values at z = 0.

DATA-DRIVEN RECONSTRUCTION OF
f (T ) FUNCTION

In this section we will present a procedure to reconstruct the involved f (T ) function using various datasets.
In particular, according to the modified Friedmann equations (9), (10), we can associate a specific f (T ) form
with the observed data through the Hubble parameter.
The Hubble parameter can be obtained from the observational data as a function of the redshift, i.e. H(z) [45–47].
By using these data, we can find the relation between the
redshift z and f , namely f (z). Then we can substitute
the expression of T (z) as a function of z into this relation, resulting to the reconstruction of the specific form
of f (T ).
In order to follow the above procedure, we need to first
extract the expressions for the involved derivatives fT .
Since in the variation of the redshift in the observation
data δz is small, we can make the following approximation:
df /dz
f0
df (T )
=
= 0
dT
dT /dz
T
f
(z
+
∆z)
−
f
(z)
.
f 0 (z) ≈
∆z

A.

Numerical Reconstruction

In this subsection we proceed to the specific application of the above procedure. Observing (15) we deduce
that in order to calculate the evolution of f we need to
insert the values of w(z) reconstructed by the data. This
w(z) was reconstructed in [21] through a combination
of observational data called ALL16, where a Bayesian,
non-parametric procedure using the Monte Carlo Markov
Chain method was performed. These data-sets ALL16
include the Planck 2015 [48], the JLA supernovae [49],
the 6dFRS [50] and SDSS main galaxy sample BAO measurements [51], the WiggleZ galaxy power spectra [52],
weak lensing from CFHTLenS [53], local measurements
of Cepheids [54], H(z) measurements [55], BAO and RSD
measurements [56] and Lyα BAO measurements [6]. We
are interested in the reconstruction results of the first 29
bins corresponding to redshift z between 0 and 2.3 shown
in Fig. 1 noted as wALL16 .

fT ≡

0.0
0.5

(14)

1.0

w(z)

Hence, the modified Friedmann equation (9), assuming
dust matter (i.e. pm = 0), can be written as


ρf (T ) (z)
2
2
3
H (z) = H0 (1 − ΩM )
+ ΩM (1 + z) . (15)
ρf (T ) (0)

By inserting the expressions of the function T (z), H(z)
and ρm (z) into the above equation, it can be transformed
into
H 0 (zi )
f (zi+1 ) = f (zi ) + 6 (zi+1 − zi )
H (zi )


f (zi )
3
2
2
· H (zi ) − H0 Ωm0 (1 + zi ) +
. (17)
6
In summary, we deduce that we could reconstruct the
evolution of f (z) in f (T ) cosmology, using the H(z) data.

2.0
2.5
3.0

Now, using Eq. (14) we can extract the recursive relation
between the consecutive redshifts (zi and zi+1 ), namely
T 0 (zi )
f (zi+1 ) − f (zi ) = 3 (zi+1 − zi )
T (zi )


8πG
f (zi )
2
ρm (zi ) +
.
· H (zi ) −
3
6
(16)
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FIG. 1. The data-driven reconstructed w(z) of [21]. The dark
and light blue correspond to 1σ and 2σ confidence levels respectively, while the black curve denotes the best-fit value.

Hence, we can now plug the value of w(z) to each bin
and use the modified Friedmann equation (15) to solve for
the effective energy density and the Hubble parameter.
The high-redshift bins solution are depended on the low
redshift solution through [57]:
2

H (z) =

H02



ρf (T ) (z)
3
(1 − ΩM )
+ ΩM (1 + z) , (18)
ρf (T ) (0)

where the ρf (T ) (z) can be represented in terms of wj , for
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avoid the discontinuity among different bins and improve
the continuity of H(z) and H 0 (z).

z in bin j, as
3(1+wj )



1+z
1
+
z
j − ∆zj /2
z=0

j−1
Y 1 + zi + ∆zi /2 3(1+wi )
×
.
1 + zi − ∆zi /2
i=1

ρf (T ) (z) = ρf (T )

(x−x0 )2
2l2

,

(20)

where the σf and l are the hyperparameters. The expectation and kernel functions can be obtained from known
data. Hence, applying the Gaussian Processes in Python
(GAPP) we can reconstruct the evolution of functions
and their derivatives from the given data points, which
has been used extensively in cosmology [60–66]. Due to
the uncertainty of high redshift, we reconstruct the parameters to the redshift range between 0 to 2. In particular, we use GAPP to reconstruct the H(z) and H 0 (z)
up to z = 2 from the H(z) obtained from the solution
of the modified Friedmann equation. This method can

H(km s 1Mpc 1)

180
160
140
120
100
80
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00

z

H 0(z) (km s 1Mpc 1)

Additionally, a set of H(z) and H 0 (z) can be solved for
each sample through the Friedmann equation (15), and
then a set of reconstructed f (z) can be obtained using
equation (17). Generating the w(z) samples repeatedly
with w(z) mean data and covariance matrix between the
different bins, we can obtain the corresponding distribution of H(z), H 0 (z) and f (z). Then we can acquire the
sample distribution range of 1σ and 2σ confidence level,
as well as the best-fit (mean).
Since the dark-energy EoS is constant inside each bin,
the entire w(z) is not continuous. If H 0 (z) is directly
solved from Friedmann equation, perfect continuity cannot be guaranteed for H 0 (z) under the condition that
H(z) solved in different bin is continuous. This discontinuity has a great impact on the smoothness of fT and
fT T . Since our starting point w(z) is correlated with
fT and fT T 13, it will lead to non-negligible deviation
of the reconstruction results. In order to guarantee the
continuity of H 0 (z), the approach of Gaussian process is
considered.
The Gaussian process is a stochastic procedure in order
to obtain a collection of random variables, namely to acquire a reconstruction function directly from the known
data [58]. Such processes can get a set of random variables in which any finite number of variables is subject
to a joint normal distribution. The data determine the
covariance (kernel) function through training the hyperparameters by maximizing the likelihood function, and
then one can obtain the joint normal distribution over
functions without assuming any specific model. Gaussian
processes are fully defined by their mathematical expectations and kernel functions. Different kernel functions
of Gaussian processes would restrict the parameter space
and affect the results to varying degrees [59]. We use
the squared exponential function, which is the most general form of covariance function, as the kernel function
to acquire the H(z) and H 0 (z), namely
k (x, x0 ) = σf2 e−

200

(19)
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z

FIG. 2. The reconstructed behavior of H(z) (upper graph)
and H 0 (z) (lower graph), arising from the data-driven reconstructed w(z) of Fig. 1, with the present-day values H0 =
70.2 ± 1.3km s−1 Mpc−1 and Ωm0 = 0.289. In both graphs, the
dark curves denote the best fit, while the shaded area marks
the allowed region at 1σ confidence level.

The best-fit curve, as well as the 1 σ range, of H(z)
and H 0 (z) from GAPP approach are shown in Fig. 2.
Here we choose the present-day values H0 = 70.2 ±
1.3 km s−1 Mpc−1 and Ωm0 = 0.289 [21] as boundary condition to reconstruct the evolution history. Furthermore,
the H 0 (0) can be obtained from the sample of w(0) and
H0 , and the equation (9).
Having reconstructed H(z) and H 0 (z), we can now proceed to the reconstruction of f (z) distribution using relation (17). In Fig. 3 we present the corresponding best-fit
curve, as well as the 1σ and 2σ regions, for the reconstructed f (z). Now, as mentioned above, knowing f (z)
and using the relation between the torsion scalar and the
Hubble parameter, namely T = −6H(z)2 , it is trivial to
convert f (z) to f (T ). Hence, in Fig. 4 we present the
reconstructed f (T ) as a function of T , where we mention
that the units of both T and f (T ) are (km s−1 Mpc−1 )2 .
Starting from the data-driven reconstructed w(z) we obtain the H(z) and H 0 (z) functions by GAPP (Gaussian
Processes in Python), and then the f (T ) function pre-
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B.

Analytical results

f(z) (km s 1Mpc 1)2
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FIG. 3. The reconstructed behavior for f (z) as a function
of redshift z, arising from the data-driven reconstructed H(z)
and H 0 (z) of Fig. 2. The yellow and light yellow regions mark
the 1σ and 2σ confidence level respectively, the blue curve represents the reconstructed mean values, and the black curve
arises using the best-fit curve of w(z) of Fig. 1.
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FIG. 4. The reconstructed f (T ) form, arising from the datadriven reconstructed f (z) of Fig. 3. The yellow and light yellow regions mark the 1σ and 2σ confidence level respectively,
the blue curve represents the reconstructed mean values, and
the black curve arises using the best-fit curve of f (z) of Fig. 3.
Finally, the magenta curve is the analytical function given in
Eq. (21).

sented in Fig. 4. Note that the Gaussian processes is
more sensitive to the overall distribution, and therefore
the correlation between each H(z) and H 0 (z) samples will
be reduced. This will lead to larger errors in the reconstruction results at high redshift. We mention that we
have not assumed any ansatz form for f (T ) or any prior
for the involved parameters, on the contrary the reconstruction of f is entirely model-independent, and based
solely on observational data. This f (T ) reconstruction is
the main result of the present work.

In this section we proceed by investigating the possible analytic form of the data-driven reconstructed f (T )
function. Observing the graph of the reconstructed f (T )
function, a first conclusion is that the constant form
f (T ) = −2Λ, which corresponds to the cosmological constant and thus to ΛCDM cosmology, lies within the 1σ
region. This is a cross-check verification of our analysis, and it in agreement with the results of other reconstructed procedures [45, 47].
The best-fit for the f (T ) function is close to the constant one, nevertheless it presents a slight oscillatory behavior which in turn is capable of describing the oscillatory behavior of the dark-energy EoS parameter arising
from the simultaneous consideration of various observational data-sets (see Fig. 1). The sinusoidal function is a
good choice for characterizing oscillations. In this case,
we need at least three parameters to describe the amplitude, frequency and phase of the oscillation. Observing
the detailed form of the best-fit curve of Fig. 4, we conclude that we can fit it very efficiently with a function of
the form


β
f (T ) = αT0 sin
− γ − 2Λ,
(21)
T /T0 + δ
with T0 = −6H02 , namely a varying sinusoidal function for the oscillation (the first term in (21)) and the
rightmost boundary condition owing to its tight constraint (the second term in (21)). Note that the parameters α, β, δ, γ are dimensionless while Λ has the units
of T . Hence, the above f (T ) form is a small oscillatory deviation from the ΛCDM cosmology. In particular, the exact confrontation of the numerically obtained best-fit curve with the above analytical form gives
αT0 = 604 (km s−1 Mpc−1 )2 , β = 174, δ = 10.5, γ =
166, Λ = 10460 (km s−1 Mpc−1 )2 , while the maximum deviation of our best-fit empirical formula from the numerical data in y-axis is ≈ 122, which is well within the 1σ
regime.
Nevertheless, note that the analytical expression (21)
is the one that matches the numerically reconstructed
best-fit f (T ) form perfectly. One can definitely use an
oscillatory function with less free parameters that will
still be close to the best-fit curve of Fig. 4 and deep inside
the 1σ regime. This could be
 
T0
f (T ) = αT0 sin
− 2Λ,
(22)
T
which still is a small oscillatory deviation from ΛCDM
cosmology with only one extra free parameter (for α = 0
ΛCDM cosmology is recovered), and thus with significantly improve information criteria values, such as the
Akaike Information Criterion (AIC), the Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC), and the Deviance Information
Criterion [38].
As a final cross-check of our analysis, we can now insert
the obtained functional form of f (T ) into the modified
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this is the first time that such a behavior is proposed for
f (T ) modified gravity.

TABLE I. The χ2 of wALL16 for different models.
Model
χ2
∆χ2
ΛCDM 26.468
0
Model A 11.867 -14.601
Model B 25.936 -0.532

IV.

Friedmann equation in order to calculate the resulting
dark-energy equation-of-state parameter as a function of
redshift. Additionally, we can use the χ2 to compare the
fitting efficiency of different models. We denote equation
(21) as Model A and equation (22) as Model B. The resulting w(z) for the two different models are presented
in Fig.5, on top of the data-driven reconstructed result
wA LL16 of Fig. 1. As we can see, Model A exhibits
a clear oscillation behavior, while Model B is closer to
ΛCDM. Note that there exist some differences between
the results of the analysis and the mean of the wA LL16
data. This difference arises mainly from the approximations of the reconstruction process and the limitation to
specific function forms.
0.0
0.5

w(z)
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3.5
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FIG. 5. The distribution of wALL16 and the w(z) derived
from model A and model B.

Since our reconstruction result focuses on the best-fit
curve of w(z) to the redshift z = 2 (the first 28 bins), the
χ2 of wALL16 can be described as
χ2w(z) =

28
2
X
(wmodel,i − wALL16,i )
i=1

2
σw
i

.

(23)

Additionally, we define ∆χ2 = χ2M odel − χ2ΛCDM . The
results of χ2 statistic is shown in Tab.I. As we observe,
Model A and Model B fit the wALL16 data better than the
ΛCDM paradigm. Hence, the obtained models of f (T )
gravity can be more efficient in describing the evolution
of the Universe .
We mention that similar oscillatory dark-energy scenarios are known to be in good agreement with the observational data [67–72], however up to our knowledge

CONCLUSIONS

In this work we used a combination of observational
data in order to reconstruct the f (T ) function of f (T )
modified gravity in a model-independent manner. Starting from the data-driven reconstructed dark-energy EoS
parameter of [21], we first reconstructed both H(z) and
H 0 (z) using two methods: the modified Friedmann equations approximation and the Gaussian processes. We
found that using Friedmann equations can guarantee the
correlation of H(z) and H 0 (z). This approach can lead to
very strong constraints on the reconstruction result. Nevertheless, in particular, since the original w(z) data is divided into bins, in order to ensure that H(z) is continuous
between consecutive bins, from the differential equation
solution we obtain a slightly discontinuous H 0 (z). Thus,
application of the Gaussian processes provided a continuous reconstructed H 0 (z). Although the reconstruction
results for f (T ) form present an increasing uncertainty
of the function distribution, which is more significant at
higher redshift boundary, the result of reconstruction at
mean level is very successful. Comparing the two methods, the Gaussian process can efficiently obtain smooth
H(z) and H 0 (z), thus leading to very successful reconstruction result of f (T ) gravity.
From the reconstructed H(z) and H 0 (z) we were able
to reconstruct f (z) and finally f (T ). The obtained datadriven reconstructed function is consistent with the standard ΛCDM cosmology within 1σ confidence level. However, the best-fit value of the reconstructed model has
obvious characteristics of oscillatory evolution. In order
to describe these features we parametrized it with an
oscillatory, sinusoidal, function, with four free parameters that indeed leads to a perfect fit. Inspired by this,
we then proposed an oscillatory, sinusoidal function with
only one extra parameter comparing to ΛCDM paradigm,
which still is a small oscillatory deviation from it, close
to the best-fit curve, and definitely inside the 1σ reconstructed region. Similar oscillatory dark-energy scenarios
are known to be in good agreement with observational
data, nevertheless this is the first time that such a behavior is proposed for f (T ) gravity. Finally, since the
proposed model has only one extra free parameter, it is
expected to lead to very good information criteria values.
The reconstruction procedure followed above is
completely model-independent, especially ΛCDMindependent, and it is based solely on a collection of
intermediate-redshift and low-redshift data-sets. Hence,
we expect that the obtained data-driven reconstructed
f (T ) model could release the tensions between ΛCDM
estimations and local measurements, such as the H0 and
σ8 ones. Definitely, a detailed and direct confrontation
of the proposed oscillatory function with the data should
be performed before we can consider it as a successful
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modified gravity candidate. Such an analysis lies beyond
the scope of the present work and it is left for a future
project.
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