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In order to explain the late-time acceleration of the Universe, we present a reconstructed version of
the f(Q) gravity theory in this work, which is inspired by the integrating the fractional holographic
dark energy with the Hubble horizon as the infrared cutoff. This reconstructed f(Q) gravity model
shows a geometrically motivated dark energy component and naturally recovers General Relativity
in the appropriate limit. The free parameters of the model are constrained using the latest DESI
BAO data, previous BAO compilations (P-BAO), and cosmic chronometer (CC) datasets through a
Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) analysis. The reconstructed Hubble parameter H(z) exhibits
excellent consistency with observational data, with high values of R? and low values of x2;,, AIC,
and BIC, confirming the model’s strong statistical performance relative to ACDM. With current
q(0) € [-0.40,—0.32] and a transition redshift zy ~ 0.56-0.72, the dynamical diagnostics show a
smooth transition from a decelerated to an accelerated phase. While the Om(z) diagnostic exhibits
a negative slope, indicating that the model is not ACDM, the effective equation-of-state parameter
wes(z) stays within the quintessence regime (—1 < weg < —1/3). The analysis of classical energy
conditions shows that the WEC, DEC, and NEC are satisfied throughout the cosmic evolution,
with a violation of the SEC at lower-redshift, which is consistent with late-time acceleration. Linear
homogeneous perturbation analysis further confirms the model’s dynamical stability. Conclusively,
the FHDE-inspired reconstructed f(Q) gravity provides a stable, observationally compatible, and
geometrically motivated alternative to ACDM, that successfully describes the late-time cosmic ac-
celeration within the symmetric teleparallel framework.
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I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most significant turning points in contemporary world of cosmology is the realisation that the universe is
experiencing a phase of late-time accelerated expansion. Initially discovered through observations of Type Ia Super-
novae (SNela) [1-3], this remarkable feature has since been confirmed by independent probes, such as high-precision
measurements of the Cosmic Microwave Background Radiation (CMBR) [4], Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAO), and
other large-scale structure (LSS) surveys [5-7]. Collectively, these observations provide a vital compelling evidence
that the universe is not only expanding but also under going this expansion at an accelerated pace. Although the
General Relativity (GR), in conjunction with the homogeneous and isotropic Friedmann—Lemaitre-Robertson—Walker
(FLRW) framework, have been incredibly successful in explaining cosmic evolution on large scales, the theoretical
source of this accelerated expansion is still unknown. Two separate epochs of acceleration are needed in the stan-
dard paradigm: firstly an early-time inflationary era, often modelled through scalar field dynamics, and secondly the
present-day acceleration, which is most commonly attributed to a cosmological constant within the Einstein field equa-
tions. Together, these ingredients define the ACDM model, which has been successfully consistent with observational
datasets across different epochs of cosmic history. However, despite its empirical success, the ACDM framework suf-
fers from deep theoretical challenges. The most prominent among them is the cosmological constant problem, arising
from the enormous discrepancy between the theoretically predicted and the observationally inferred values of vacuum

energy density [8, 9]. Closely related are the fine-tuning and coincidence problems, which question why the observed
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value of dark energy density is so finely adjusted and why its dominance coincides with the current cosmological
epoch. These conceptual difficulties have motivated extensive research into alternative approaches either by invoking
dynamical dark energy models with evolving equations of state or by considering modifications of Einstein’s theory
of gravity itself. A comprehensive overview of these developments can be found in Refs. [10]-[19].

In recent years, a wide variety of dynamical dark energy models have been proposed in an attempt to overcome the
conceptual difficulties associated with the ACDM paradigm. Among these, the holographic dark energy (HDE), based
on the holographic principle of quantum gravity, has attracted significant attention. The basic idea of HDE is that
the vacuum energy density of the universe can be constrained through an infrared (IR) cutoff of the system, typically
linked to a cosmological horizon. A number of generalisations have emerged from this framework, such as agegraphic
dark energy (ADE) [20], new agegraphic dark energy (NADE) [21], and more recently, fractional holographic dark
energy (FHDE) [22]. A more general description of vacuum energy density with possible connections to non-local
and quantum gravitational effects is provided by the FHDE model, which integrates fractional order calculus into
the HDE framework [22-24]. Depending on the choice of IR cutoff, commonly taken as the Hubble horizon in recent
studies, FHDE leads to different cosmic dynamics, which can be tested against observations. Its flexibility and broader
theoretical motivation make FHDE an compelling candidate for exploring late-time cosmic acceleration beyond the
conventional constant dark energy paradigm [23, 24]. Simultaneously, an alternative approach to explain the observed
late-time acceleration involves the modified theories of gravity, which generalise the gravitational sector by adding
geometric contributions instead of new additional dark energy components. Such theories can reproduce consistent
cosmological dynamics and remain compatible with current observational data, often without the need for an explicit
dark energy term [25, 26, 31]. Among these frameworks, the recently developed f(Q) gravity models have attracted
considerable attention. Unlike curvature-based f(R) or torsion-based f(7T') gravities, f(Q) gravity is formulated within
the symmetric teleparallel geometry, where gravitational effects are entirely encoded in the non-metricity scalar @
[32, 33]. This formulation leads to second-order field equations, thereby simplifying the dynamics, and also avoids the
local Lorentz violation and antisymmetric contributions that are typically encountered in f(T') theories.

Literature shows one of the most effective strategies to tackle the cosmological constant problem and to model late-
time cosmic acceleration within modified gravity frameworks is the cosmological reconstruction method. This approach
aims to determine a suitable functional form of the gravitational action that can reproduce a given expansion history
or a phenomenologically favored cosmological evolution, such as that observed in the ACDM model. By relying on
the observed or desired dynamics rather than postulating an explicit form of the gravity function, reconstruction
provides a bottom-up method to infer the underlying gravitational theory from cosmic evolution. Nevertheless, due
to the inherent non-linearity and complexity of the field equations in most modified gravity theories, obtaining exact
analytical solutions is often challenging, and numerical solutions can be computationally demanding and sensitive
to model parameters. The reconstruction methodology typically involves inverting the cosmological dynamics in a
flat FLRW background to identify classes of modified gravity theories, such as f(R), f(G), f(T), f(Q), or f(R,T)
that can mimic the desired cosmological behavior [26-30, 33-36]. Historically, the first systematic applications of this
approach were developed for f(R) gravity, where Nojiri and Odintsov |26, 27| effectively showed how observationally
motivated expansion histories could be used to reconstruct viable f(R) functions, establishing a strong connection
between cosmic evolution and the gravitational Lagrangian. Later studies by Dunsby et al. [34] showed how difficult
it is to precisely replicate the ACDM scenario within f(R) frameworks, suggesting that effective matter contribu-
tions may be required in certain situations. Later, other geometric frameworks were added to the reconstruction
paradigm. In f(G) gravity, Goheer et al. [35] demonstrated that only specific classes of models in f(G) gravity
can admit exact power-law solutions, highlighting the possibilities and limitations of reconstruction in Gauss—Bonnet
extensions. Around the same time teleparallel theories got comparable attention. Wu & Yu [28] and Bamba et al.
[29] demonstrated in f(T) gravity how parametrisations of the Hubble parameter or scale factor in appropriate ways
can result in models that can unify several cosmological epochs, including the late-time accelerated phase. Baffou et
al. [36] investigated further generalisations that included explicit couplings between torsion and matter fields, such as
f(r,T) gravity. With the introduction of symmetric teleparallel geometry, cosmological reconstruction entered a new
stage or phase in f(Q) gravity. The consistency, energy conditions, and dynamical viability of f(Q) cosmologies were
deeply investigated in foundational works by Harko et al. [30] and Mandal et al. [33]. More recently, using infrared
cutoffs motivated by holographic dark energy models, authors such as Saha and Rudra [37] proposed holographic
reconstructions of f(Q) gravity. When taken as a whole, these advancements show how reconstruction techniques
have clearly evolved, from curvature-based f(R) theories, extending to f(G) and torsion-based f(T') frameworks,



incorporating matter couplings, and finally adapting to symmetric teleparallel f(Q) gravity. This highlights the abil-
ity of reconstruction methods to build phenomenologically viable modified gravity models that provide alternative
pathways to the theoretical difficulties present in the conventional ACDM paradigm while also being consistent with
observational data.

In this work, utilizing a direct correspondence with Fractional Holographic Dark Energy (FHDE), we focus on ex-
ploring a cosmological reconstruction scheme within the framework of symmetric teleparallel gravity or f(Q) gravity.
As literature suggests integration of fractional calculus into the holographic principle, giving rise to FHDE. Which
is a generalisation of conventional holographic dark energy models, naturally integrates quantum gravitational ef-
fects into the cosmological dynamics [22-24]. Because of this FHDE becomes particularly a appealing candidate for
reconstructing modified gravity models that seek to explain late-time acceleration. From literature previous investiga-
tions have shown that reconstruction methods employing various dark energy models, including standard HDE, new
agegraphic dark energy (NADE), and their entropy-corrected extensions, can successfully give rise to viable forms
of modified gravity functions [26, 37]. When implemented within frameworks such as f(R), f(T), or f(Q) gravity,
have yielded models that reproduce the key aspects of cosmic evolution while also being consistent with observational
data. Inspired by these advances, we extend this methodology to f(Q) gravity, which offers a dynamically flexible and
geometrically rich substitute for theories based on curvature and torsion. Primarily our main goal is to use the FHDE
energy density as input to reconstruct the functional form of f(Q) and analyse the resulting cosmological behaviour
that it predicts. The theoretical significance of this work is further enhanced by the fractional and quantum-inspired
origin of FHDE, which may provide fresh perspectives on how quantum cosmology and modified gravity interact. It
is worth emphasizing how our work differs from previous reconstruction studies, like Ref.[37], which used holographic
dark energy models like Granda—Oliveros and Chen—Jing with particular infrared cutoffs. On the other hand, our
reconstruction offers a more flexible and general framework by using FHDE with the Hubble horizon as infrared
cutoffs. This method ensures better compatibility with observational constraints, richer dynamical evolution, and
causal consistency. In summary, our study presents a complementary yet distinct reconstruction scheme that unifies
the strengths of FHDE with the symmetric teleparallel formulation of f(Q) gravity, offering a promising avenue for
addressing late-time cosmic acceleration within a quantum-motivated framework.

This paper is organised as follows: A brief mathematical formalism of f(Q) gravity and the cosmological framework
in a flat FLRW Universe is given in Sec. II, and the reconstruction for f(Q) gravity using FHDE is described in Sec.
III. The methodology and observational data utilised in the study to constrain the model are covered in Sec. IV.
The models’ constraints and the cosmological implications they reflect are covered in Sec V. Lastly, a summary of the
study is given in Sec. VI.

II. f(Q)Gravity

The theoretical framework of f(Q) gravity, in which the gravitational interaction is attributed to the non-metricity
scalar () rather than the curvature scalar R or the torsion scalar T, is briefly presented in this section. In other words,
in f(Q) gravity, it is assumed that the connection has non-vanishing non-metricity but is free of curvature and torsion
[32].

QZV = —V.9u- (1)

This non-metricity measures the change in a vector’s length under parallel transport. The affine connection can be
broken down as follows:

T =T+ 1L, (2)

pvo
where I}, is the Levi-Civita connection and L}, is the disformation tensor constructed from the non-metricity
tensor. The non-metricity scalar @, defined as follows, is obtained by contracting the non-metricity tensor with a

superpotential tensor PJ,.
Q = - Zl/PféLV' (3)

The action for f(Q) gravity in the presence of matter fields is given by [32]:

§— / dioy=g [—; £Q) + ﬁm} 7 (4)
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where L, represents the matter Lagrangian and f(Q) is a general function of the non-metricity scalar. The modified
gravitational field equations are obtained by varying the action with respect to the metric:

1
ZV'V (\/jngPly) + \/jg ifg,uu + fQ (Pupchupa - 2Ppo',quvg) = \/ngl},ij (5)

where T}, is the energy-momentum tensor and fo = df /dQ. Spacetime becomes flat and calculations are made easier
in the coincident gauge, where the connection disappears (TZW = 0). The covariant derivatives in this gauge reduce
to partial derivatives since the non-metricity tensor becomes @7, = —0,g,..-

A spatially flat Friedmann Lemaitre Robertson Walker (FLRW) metric is assumed in the study, in order to explore
cosmological implications, given as:

ds® = —dt* + a*(t) (dz® + dy® + d2?) (6)

where a(t) represents the scale factor. For this metric, the non-metricity scalar becomes:
Q = 6H?, (7)
where H = a/a is the Hubble parameter. We study the energy-momentum tensor, T, = (p + p)u,u, + pguw, where
u* = (—1,0,0,0) is the four-velocity of the fluid that satisfies the requirement u*w, = —1. The pressure and energy

density are denoted here by p and p, respectively. The following are the modified Friedmann equations in f(Q) gravity
with a perfect fluid energy-momentum tensor and the previously mentioned metric:

In the above equations the derivative with respect to time is represented by the overhead dot (.) and we make
the assumption that 8mG = ¢ = 1. The aforementioned formulas explain how the cosmological constant, spatial
curvature, and the energy density of matter and radiation affect the universe’s expansion. Putting f(Q) = Q restores
the standard GR equations. But when f(Q) = @Q + F(Q) is inserted, the field equations become:

3H? = p+ F —2QFy, (9)

(2QFgq + Fg +1) H+ i (Q+2QFg — F) = —2p, (10)

where Fg = % and Fgg = g%{;. These equations can be further defined as follows in the context of isotropic and
homogeneous spatially flat FLRW cosmology:

3H? = py + pr + paes  2H +3H? = —(pny + pr + Pae)- (11)

Here, the energy densities of the radiation and matter components are denoted by p, and p,,, respectively, while
the pressure corresponding to the matter and radiation components is denoted by p,, and p,. The pressure py. and
effective dark energy density pge resulting from the geometric contribution may be expressed as [26, 40]:

F
Pde = 5 - QFQ7 (12)

pae = 2H (2QFoq + FQ) — pae, (13)

Such geometric terms with an effective dark-energy sector are identified in accordance with standard methods in
modified gravity reconstructions [26, 40]. Additionally, as demonstrated above [26, 37], the reconstructed f(Q) model
satisfies the fundamental viability requirements of f(Q) gravity along the best-fit background, namely 1+ Fg > 0
(positive effective coupling) and Fgg > 0 (absence of ghost-like instabilities), in accordance with Eqgs. 8)—(13). Their
energy conservation equations, taking into account non-interacting radiation, matter, and geometric dark energy
components, are:

pr + 4HP7 =0, pm + 3Hp’rn =0, pde + SH(l + Wde)pde = 0. (14)

where, wge = z Z These can help to derive standard redshift evolution:

pr(2) = pro(1 + 2)4, Pm(2) = pmo(1 + Z)3~ (15)

where p.o and p,,o denote the present values of p, and p,.



III. RECONSTRUCTION OF f(Q) GRAVITY FROM FHDE

In this section, we provide the reconstruction methodology that uses the Fractional Holographic Dark Energy
(FHDE) model as input to determine the functional form of f(Q) gravity. The FHDE model, recently proposed
in the context of fractional cosmology [22—24], generalizes the standard holographic dark energy (HDE) scenario by
employing a fractional modification of the holographic principle. The energy density of FHDE can be written as:

2—3a

PFHDE — 302M123L @ (16)

where ¢ is a dimensionless model parameter, M% = 1/x? is the reduced Planck mass squared, L denotes the chosen
infrared (IR) cutoff length, and « is the fractional parameter with the constraint 1 < o < 2. For a = 2, Eq. (16)
reduces to the standard HDE expression. Before proceeding with the reconstruction, it is necessary to fix the choice
of the infrared (IR) cutoff L in the FHDE density. In the literature, several cutoffs have been proposed, each with
distinct physical motivations. The earliest suggestion was the Hubble horizon cutoff, L = H~!, which introduces a
natural length scale associated with the cosmic expansion rate and was originally intended to address the fine-tuning
problem. However, in the standard HDE framework this choice leads to a nearly vanishing equation of state (EoS)
parameter for dark energy, thereby failing to drive the observed late-time acceleration [41]. Alternative possibilities
include the particle horizon, the future event horizon, the Granda—Oliveros cutoff incorporating H, and the generalized
Nojiri-Odintsov cutoff which can depend on combinations of H, H, and higher derivatives [41-44]. Among these, the
future event horizon has been widely employed because it naturally yields accelerated expansion, though it suffers from
causality issues, while generalized cutoffs offer flexibility but lack universal physical motivation [42, 45]. Moreover,
all of these cutoffs face challenges related to classical stability under perturbations [45, 46]. However, in the context
of FHDE, the situation is significantly improved. Recent studies [22-24] have shown that the inclusion of fractional
entropy corrections modifies the scaling of the energy density in such a way that even with the Hubble horizon
cutoff, the FHDE model can yield viable late-time cosmic acceleration. In particular, smaller values of the fractional
parameter « provide acceptable cosmological evolution, including realistic behaviour for the density parameters, the
deceleration parameter, and the EoS of dark energy [22]. This is a notable improvement over conventional HDE,
where the Hubble horizon cutoff is usually discarded. The advantage of adopting L = H~! in FHDE is therefore
three-fold: (i) it ensures causally consistent dynamics without reference to the future evolution of the scale factor, (ii)
it offers a simple and direct link between the fractional holographic density and the non-metricity scalar Q = 6H?2,
which is essential for reconstructing f(Q) gravity in closed form, and (iii) recent studies of FHDE with the Hubble
horizon as the cutoff have been seen to provide an acceptable evolution. For these reasons, we shall adopt the Hubble
horizon cutoff in the present reconstruction analysis, while noting that extensions to more generalized cutoffs may be
explored in future work.

Combining Eq. (16) and Eq. (12) as shown below, for F'(Q) we obtain a differential equation:

2—3a

F(Q) —2QFg = 6¢’L ™= (17)

where k2 = 1 has been used. This linear differential equation in F(Q) is of first order. Using the Hubble horizon

cutoff (L = H=!) in Eq. (17), we now obtain:

3a—2

F(Q) —2QFg = 6c*H « . (18)

Now, we know that in symmetric teleparallel gravity

Q=6H> = H:\/? (19)

Substituting this relation into Eq. (18) gives us:

3a—2

F(Q) - 2QFy = 6¢° ( g) . (20)
Solving the above differential equation, we obtain the reconstructed f(Q) gravity as:
61252 2Q %5
f(Q)=Q+F(Q), F(Q):W_’_Cl\/») (21)

1

(e}



where, C7 is some arbitrary constant of integration. Here, for simplicity of calculation and representation we can

introduce another constant say v = 33(;2, using it we have the reconstructed f(Q) gravity as:

617702627
fQ=Q+FQ, F@Q)=—75-+0VQ (22)

Here, initially as the fractional parameter a was constrained with 1 < a < 2, so v = % will have the constrain
% < v < 1. Now, using the condition fo(Qo) = 1, where Qo = 6H{ is the present-day value of the non-metricity

scalar, we can determine the integration constant Cy. This yields

22773177 2 T3
_ c“vQy

o 51 (23)
So, finally using this in Eq. (22) we obtain the reconstructed f(Q) gravity as:
6172 QY (1 — 2y (%) 2"/)
Q) =Q+FQ@), F)= : (24)

1—2y
where the integration constant has been fixed by imposing the present-day normalization condition fo(Qo) = 1, with
Qo = 6HZ. This choice ensures that the effective gravitational coupling reduces to the Newtonian value at the current
epoch, thereby satisfying local gravity constraints. The parameter « is restricted as % < v < 1, corresponding to
the original constraint on the fractional parameter as 1 < « < 2, which guarantees the consistency of the recon-
structed function and avoids singularities in the denominator. The additional term F(Q) encapsulates deviations
from standard General Relativity, allowing for late-time acceleration or other cosmological effects depending on the
choice of parameters ¢ and . Importantly, in the limit ¢ — 0, the correction term vanishes, and the theory smoothly
reduces to f(Q) = @, thus recovering General Relativity as expected. This shows that the reconstructed f(Q) model
can both accommodate modifications to cosmology and remain consistent with standard gravitational physics in the
appropriate limit. In the following section we will discuss and evaluate the constraints on the model parameters using

observational data.

IV. OBSERVATIONAL DATA AND METHODOLOGY FOR CONSTRAINTS

Complementary compilations of the Hubble parameter H(z), such as the recent DESI DR2 BAO dataset [47],
a previous compilation of BAO measurements (P-BAO) including SDSS, WiggleZ, and other surveys [48]-[60], and
Cosmic Chronometers, which are measurements of H(z) from the relative ages of passively-evolving galaxies [61],
as described in Table IT are used to obtain the constraint on the parameters of the reconstructed f(Q) gravity
model. There are no overlapping bins among these samples, and their redshift coverage is complimentary. We regard
all H(z) values as uncorrelated as the constituent surveys are independent. Therefore, without using a covariance
matrix, the total x? is calculated as the sum of the individual x? contributions from all data points. Although
other cosmic probes, including Type Ia supernovae, can also be utilised for this purpose, we limit our attention to
the aforementioned three datasets for job simplicity. We use a Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) framework to
analyse the data and derive strong restrictions on the model and cosmological parameters. In light of this, important
cosmological indicators including the deceleration parameter (¢(z)), the effective equation of state (weff(2)), om(z)
diagnostics, and ultimately the energy conditions and stability analysis are used to study the cosmological scenarios.
Literature shows that the modified Friedmann equation can be recast for this model as:

H(2)\? 1 [1
) = Qo1+ 2+ Qo1+ 2% + — | =
<H0> ro(+)+mo(+)+3H32
In this case, the Hubble parameter’s present value is Hy, whereas the radiation and matter density parameter’s present
values are denoted by 2,9 and 2,0, respectively. This approach allows us to directly constrain the reconstructed
(@) model through its FHDE-driven contribution while comparing it with observational Hubble data via standard
statistical techniques. Additionally, after obtaining H(z), we may get the deceleration parameter, which is as follows:

H 1 dH

q(2) :_1_ﬁ = _1+(1+2)%E’

F(Q(?) = Q(2)Fa(Q(2) |, (25)

(26)



It shows how rapidly the universe is expanding or contracting. Accelerated expansion is indicated by a negative value
of ¢(z). Additionally, we may get the effective EoS, which is as follows:
:peff - 1 2(1+Z)d£

= - _ = 2
Peff * 3H(z) dz’ ( 7)

weyf(2)

This, with p.¢s and p.fs representing the effective pressure and energy density, offers an efficient fluid account of the
dynamics of the Universe that incorporates both matter and dark energy effects. These values enable us to evaluate
if the effective equation of state crosses the phantom boundary (wegr < —1) and whether the model predicts a change
from deceleration to acceleration. In addition, we have the Om(z) diagnostic, which has the following definition:

H?(2)/HE —1
(1+2)3—-1"
It is a purely geometrical tool made from the Hubble parameter that makes it possible to distinguish between dark

energy theories without needing the knowledge of the equation of state.
For our model using Eq. (18) in Eq. (25) we obtain:

Om(z) = (28)

(H(z))2 — Q0(1+ 2)* + Qo (1 +2)? + [CQH(z)SQJZ] , (29)

H, 3H?
3a—2
2«

As done previously defining v = , helps us to re-write the above equation as:

(?) = Qo(1 4+ 2)* + Qo(1 +2)3 [¢®H(2)*], (30)

T 3m

In the above Eq. (30) using the condition H(z) = Hy at z = 0, we can obtain the parameter ¢? as:

2 =3H] " (1 — Qo — Qo) (31)
So, using Egs. (30) and (31) we obtain:
H 2 o 2
<(Z)> = Qo1+ 2)* + Qo1+ 2)° + () (1= Qo — Qo). (32)
Hy Hy

Equation (32) is an implicit equation for H(z). Hence, for given model parameters 8 = {v, 0, Hp}, we solve
this equation numerically at each redshift z; to obtain the theoretical Hubble values Hyj(z;). These values are then
compared with observational Hubble datasets to find the best fitting parameter values for the given model using the
standard chi-squared minimization method. For which the chi-squared function is defined as:

2 (0) = 3 Wi ) — ()" (33)

XH O'H(Zl)2 )

i=1
where H,p5(2z;) and og(z;) denote the measured Hubble parameter and its uncertainty at redshift z;. A Markov
Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method is then applied to explore the parameter space and determine the posterior
distributions of v, Q,,0, and Hy. We use the following priors on the model parameters for the MCMC analysis:
H, € [60,80], Q0 € [0,1], and v € [0.5,1]. The parameter values (Hg, Qn0,7) = (68,0.3,0.6) were used to initialise
the MCMC chains. For simplicity, the radiation density is set at €2, = 0.0003 throughout the study.
We conduct the MCMC analysis in three stages: using the DESI dataset alone, then with the previous BAO dataset
and DESI dataset, and finally with a combination previous BAO dataset, DESI dataset and Cosmic Chronometers.
Statistical indicators like the coefficient of determination (R?), the minimum chi-squared value (x2, ), the Akaike
Information Criterion (AIC), and the Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC) are used to compare the results with
those from the standard ACDM model (see Refs. [62], [63], [64] for details).Because of the displays of a better balance
between complexity and quality of fit, a model with lower AIC, BIC, and 2, values is statistically preferred. These
include R? and x2,;,, which evaluate fit quality without taking the number of free parameters into consideration. On
the other hand, models with more complexity are penalised by both AIC and BIC; however, BIC imposes a more
severe penalty, particularly when dealing with bigger datasets. We calculate the differences in AIC and BIC as follows
to assess the relative performance of models: AX = AAIC or AX = ABIC. The following is how these differences
are comprehended:



e 0 < AX < 2:It is impossible to determine whether the model is better because the evidence is weak.
e 2 < AX < 6: The model with the lower value is supported by positive evidence.
e 6 < AX < 10: The evidence is regarded as strong.

In order to ensure accuracy and precession in cosmological inference, these statistical diagnostics are crucial require-
ments for model comparison.

DESI P-BAO cC
z H(z) om|Ref|| z H(z) om |Ref|| =z H(z) om |Ref
0.51 97.21 2.83|[47]|[ 0.24 79.69 2.99 |[48]|[ 0.07 69.00 19.60|[65]
0.71 101.57 3.04|[47]|| 0.30 81.70 6.22 |[49]|| 0.09 69.00 12.00]|[66]
0.93 114.07 2.24|[47]|| 0.31 78.17 6.74 [[50]|| 0.12 68.60 26.20][65]
1.32 147.58 4.49([47]|| 0.34 83.17 6.74 |[48]|| 0.17 83.00 8.00 |[66]
2.33 239.38 4.80([47]|| 0.35 82.70 8.40 |[51]|| 0.179 75.00 4.00 |[67]
0.36 79.93 3.39 |[50]|| 0.199 75.00 5.00 |[67]
0.38 8150 1.90 |[57]|| 0.20 72.90 29.60][65]
0.40 82.04 2.03 |[50]|| 0.27 77.00 14.00|[66]
0.43 86.45 3.68 |[48]|| 0.28 88.80 36.60|[65]
0.44 82.60 7.80 |[59]]| 0.352 83.00 14.00|[67]
0.44 84.81 1.83([50]|/0.3802 83.00 13.50][69]
0.48 87.79 2.03 |[50]|| 0.4 95.00 17.00][66]
0.56 93.33 2.32([50]|/0.4004 77.00 10.20[69]
0.57 87.60 7.80 |[58]|/0.4247 87.10 11.20([69]
0.57 96.80 3.40 |[52]|/0.4497 92.80 12.90[69]
0.59 98.48 3.19 |[50]|| 0.47 89.00 50.00][70]
0.60 87.90 6.10 |[59]||0.4783 80.90 9.00 |[69]
0.61 97.30 2.10 |[57]|| 0.48 97.00 62.00][70]
0.64 98.82 2.99 |[50]|| 0.593 104.00 13.00|[67]
0.978 113.72 14.63([53]|| 0.68 92.00 8.00 |[67]
1.23 131.44 12.42|[53]|| 0.781 105.00 12.00|[67]
1.48 153.81 6.39 |[60]|| 0.875 125.00 17.00|[67]
1.526 148.11 12.71{[53]|| 0.88 90.00 40.00|[70]
1.944 172.63 14.79([53]|| 0.9 117.00 23.00][66]
2.30 224.00 8.00 [[54]|| 1.037 154.00 20.00][67]
2.36 226.00 8.00 |[55]|| 1.3 168.00 17.00|[66]
2.40 227.80 5.61 |[56]|| 1.363 160.00 33.60|[71]
1.43 177.00 18.00/[66]
1.53 140.00 14.00 |[66]
175 202.00 40.00 |[66]
1.965 186.50 50.00 |[71]

TABLE I. Hubble parameter H(z) and its uncertainty at redshift z from the Cosmic Chronometer (CC), DESI, and P-BAO

datasets, measured in units of kms~ 1 Mpec*.

V. CONSTRAINTS AND COSMOLOGICAL IMPLICATIONS

The constraints and cosmological consequences for the reconstructed f(Q) gravity model are examined in this
section using the observational datasets and technique outlined in Sec. IV. Tables (II) and (III) and Figs. (1) and (2)
display the results for which. The performance of the reconstructed f(Q) gravity model against observational data
and the constraints on its parameters are shown in Figures 1 and 2. The best-fit evolution of the Hubble parameter
H(z) is compared with DESI, P-BAO, and combined datasets in the upper panel of Fig. 1, while the normalised
residuals, which show excellent agreement with observations, are shown in the lower panel of Fig. 1. The 2D posterior
contours for the vital model parameters (Hy, g, v) with 1o and 20 confidence regions are shown in Fig. 2, indicating
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FIG. 1. The plot of H(z) vs. z for the model parameters that best suit the observational data is displayed in the upper panel.
Additionally, a comparison with the ACDM model is shown. The normalised residual plot of H(z) between the observational
data and the model projection is displayed in the lower panel.

that the parameters are tightly constrained. Here, table (II) summarises the best-fit values, which show Hy ~ 67.4
km/s/Mpc, Qo ~ 0.21-0.25, and v ~ 0.58-0.60 with small uncertainties. These values critically demonstrate the
model’s statistical robustness and reliability in explaining the observational data. For the present analysis using the
relation vy = 33;2, one can infer the fractional parameter to be a ~ 1.09—1.11. This range lies comfortably within the
theoretical bounds 1 < a < 2 derived in the foundational work of Oem Trivedi [22], thereby confirming the internal
consistency of our reconstructed FHDE-based f(Q) model. Table (IIT) results demonstrate that, when compared
to the standard ACDM model, the reconstructed f(Q) model consistently obtains higher R? values and lower x2,; ,
AIC, and BIC scores across all datasets. This improvement may be quantified by comparing the Akaike Information
Criterion (AAIC) and Bayesian Information Criterion (ABIC) to standard ACDM. According to common interpretive
ranges as mentioned in Sec. IV, we observe that for the DESI dataset AAIC = 2.75 and ABIC = 2.75, indicating
positive evidence in favor of the f(Q) model. Strong statistical support for the reconstructed f(Q) model is also
shown by the P-BAO dataset as it gives AAIC = 8.90 and ABIC = 8.90, as well as the combined DESI + P-BAO +
CC datasets as it gives AAIC = 6.02 and ABIC = 6.02. These findings unequivocally reveal that the reconstructed
f(Q) model appears to be competitive in comparison to the ACDM model in terms of statistical robustness and offers
a statistically better match to the data without the need for a cosmological constant. Finally, we get the deceleration
parameter, effective EoS, and Om diagnostics for the model using Eq. (32) combined with Eqs. (26), (27), and (28).
Because of their complex structure, we do not write the explicit form of these quantities; instead, we present graphical
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representations for the model parameters’ best-fit values, as shown in Figs. 3, (4), and (5).

In addition, we assess

the corresponding energy conditions for the reconstructed f(Q) gravity model in order to demonstrate how well it
complies with observational constraints. To further investigate the model’s viability in terms of dynamical stability,
we conduct a stability study of the rebuilt model under homogeneous linear perturbations.

Dataset H, Qo y
DESI 67.437 177 0.2539700337 0.58267 00357
P-BAO 67.4977:65 0.208575:G;35 0.601270515

DESI + P-BAO + CC 67.417174 0.224675-9142

0.5950179:072%

TABLE II. Best-fit parameters with 1o uncertainties for the reconstructed f(Q) gravity model using DESI, P-BAO, and CC

datasets.
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Model Dataset R? y2%,. AIC BIC AAIC ABIC
New Model DESI 0.9937 10.83 16.83 15.66 2.75  2.75
P-BAO 0.9892 12.89 18.89 22.78 8.90  8.90

DESI + P-BAO + CC 0.9515 45.04 51.04 57.47 6.02  6.02

ACDM DESI 0.9878 13.58 19.58 18.41  — -
P-BAO 0.9829 21.79 27.79 31.68  — -
DESI + P-BAO + CC 0.9476 51.06 57.06 63.49  — -

TABLE III. The reconstructed f(Q) model and ACDM are statistically compared using DESI, P-BAO, and combined datasets.
The formulas for AAIC and ABIC are AICAcpm — AICmodel and BICAcpm — BICmodel, respectively. Preference for the f(Q)
model is shown by positive values.

Dataset q(0) werr (0) .
DESI —0.325470:9652 —0.550373:943¢ 0.55777 374
P-BAO —0.402310:9597 () 6016+0:0363 () 7927100606

DESI + P-BAO + CC —0.373610:0533 —0.582470 0352 0.659510:022%

TABLE IV. Derived present-day cosmological indicators for the reconstructed f(Q) gravity model, showing the deceleration
parameter ¢(0), effective equation-of-state parameter weg(0), and transition redshift z,.

A. Deceleration Parameter

DESI + P-BAO + CC

FIG. 3. Deceleration parameter evolution with redshift and the corresponding transitional redshift for best model parameter
values. The transitional redshift for each example is shown by the dotted line. Here, the allowed zone at a 1 o confidence level
is shown by the shaded areas.

A key quantity in cosmology that describes the rate of change of the Universe’s expansion is the deceleration
parameter g(z). It provides a direct measure of whether the cosmic expansion is accelerating or decelerating at a
given epoch. A positive value of ¢(z) corresponds to a decelerating Universe, as expected during the radiation- or
matter-dominated eras, when the attractive nature of gravity slows down the expansion. In contrast, a negative value
of ¢(z) indicates an accelerated expansion, signaling the dominance of a repulsive component, such as dark energy or a
modified gravitational effect, which counteracts the gravitational pull of matter and drives the late-time acceleration
observed today. A variety of observations now firmly support the transition from deceleration to acceleration, which
is thought to be a defining characteristic of late-time cosmic evolution.
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The constraints from each dataset case (DESI, P-BAO, and the combined DESI 4+ P-BAO + CC) for our reconstructed
f(Q) gravity model demonstrate that the evolution of ¢(z) makes fine transitions from a decelerated to an accelerated
phase. Also, it shows the present-day values of the deceleration parameter ¢(0) to have a consistently negative
q(0) value, which provide confirmation for the current accelerated expansion of the Universe. Details illustrations
for which are given by Fig. (3) and Table IV. Results show ¢(0) € [—0.4023,—0.3254], which is compatible with
independent observational estimates from Planck [72] and with recent studies addressing the Hubble tension [73].
However, the magnitude of ¢(0) suggests a moderate acceleration, with the P-BAO dataset showing slightly stronger
acceleration compared to DESI. For all datasets, the precise transition redshift zy,, at which the Universe transitions
from deceleration to acceleration, falls within the range z, € [0.5577,0.7227], which is in good agreement with
previous and recent studies that estimate the acceleration onset near z ~ 0.6 — 0.8 [74-76]. These results indicate that
the reconstructed f(Q) model successfully reproduces the observed late-time accelerated expansion of the Universe,
achieving consistency with cosmological observations without the explicit introduction of a cosmological constant.

B. Effective EoS

0.0 DESI P-BAO DESI + P-BAO + CC

—0.2+

—0.81

-1.01

FIG. 4. Evolution of effective EoS with redshift using best model parameter values for the reconstructed model. Here, the
allowed zone at a 1 o confidence level is shown by the shaded areas.

The dynamical evolution of the cosmic fluid is fully described by the effective equation-of-state (EoS) parameter

west(z), which successfully incorporates the contributions from matter, radiation, and the geometrical modifications
intrinsic to the reconstructed f(Q) gravity model. Values of weg(z) < —1/3 correspond to accelerated expansion,
with weg(z) = —1 representing the ACDM limit. If weg(z) < —1, the Universe enters the phantom regime, whereas
—1 < wegr(z) < —1/3 indicates a quintessence-like behavior.
From results the evolution of weg(z) for the reconstructed f(Q) model shows a smooth transition from a matter-
dominated decelerated phase at high redshift to an accelerated expansion at late times that resembles quintessence.
The present-day values derived from the different datasets during the study consistently fall within the range
—0.6016 < werr(0) < —0.5503, suggesting that the Universe is currently undergoing an accelerated expansion that
resembles quintessence. With respect to the present analysis the P-BAO dataset predicts a somewhat stronger accel-
eration, whereas the DESI dataset favours slightly less negative values, indicating milder acceleration. The central
estimate of weg(0) = —0.5824 from the combined dataset (DESI + P-BAO + CC ) is consistent with current dynami-
cal dark energy scenarios [73] and in good agreement with observational constraints from Planck 2018 [72] as well. As
shown in Fig. 4, the redshift evolution demonstrates that wes(z) decreases below —1/3 at low redshifts, driving cosmic
acceleration, while at higher redshifts it approaches values near 0, consistent with a matter-dominated decelerating
Universe. Crucially, this transition happens naturally without the need for an explicit cosmological constant because
of the dynamical contributions of the reconstructed f(Q) component. Hence, these findings support the feasibility
of the f(Q) gravity model as a geometrical substitute for ACDM that is both consistent with early-time matter
dominance and capable of reproducing the late-time acceleration.
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C. Om Diagnostics

0.60 DESI P-BAO DESI + P-BAO + CC

0.55

0.50

om(z)
o
5

FIG. 5. Evolution of om diagnostic with redshift using best model parameter values for the reconstructed model. Here, the
allowed zone at a 1 o confidence level is shown by the shaded areas.

Without assuming any particular form for the equation of state (EoS), the Om(z) diagnostic is a reliable, geometry-
based tool for characterising the Universe’s expansion history and differentiating between competing dark energy
models. With respect to the standard ACDM model, Om(z) is expected to remain constant across redshifts. And,
any kind of departures or deviations from this constant behaviour can hint at alternative dark energy dynamics, as
mentioned below:

e Constant Om(z): ACDM-like behavior.
e Negative slope: Quintessence-like behavior (w > —1).
e Positive slope: Phantom-like behavior (w < —1).

As shown in Fig. 5, the Om(z) diagnostic for our reconstructed f(Q) gravity model clearly shows a negative slope
across all datasets involved in the study. This systematic decline in Om(z) with respect to redshift is especially
evident in the low-z regime, where deviations from the ACDM constant line become more noticeable. Such a trend
indicates that the reconstructed f(Q) gravity model favours a quintessence-like dark energy behavior, characterized
by an effective equation of state parameter satisfying the condition weg > —1. The results drawn from the deceleration
parameter ¢(z) and the effective EoS wes(z) analyses agree very well with the observed negative gradient of Om(z2).
When taken as a whole, the results of these diagnostics consistently indicate that a dynamical, quintessence-type
component, rather than a static cosmological constant, is driving the late-time accelerating phase. This precise agree-
ment among independent geometrical probes strengthens the reliability of the reconstructed f(Q) gravity model as a
viable alternative framework for explaining dark energy, one that can naturally account for the observed accelerated
expansion of the universe, through geometric modifications of gravity rather than through the ad hoc inclusion of a
constant vacuum energy term.

D. Energy Conditions

We investigate how the classical energy conditions behave as functions of redshift z in order to further evaluate the
physical credibility of the reconstructed f(Q) gravity model. These energy conditions act as important consistency
check points, ensuring that the effective energy density and pressure derived from the modified field equations satisfy
physically reasonable bounds. They are expressed in terms of the effective energy density peg and pressure peg as
given below:

e Weak Energy Condition (WEC): pog > 0,  po + Pog > 0
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e Null Energy Condition (NEC): Peft + Pett > 0
e Strong Energy Condition (SEC):  peg + 3pesr > 0
e Dominant Energy Condition (DEC): peg — peg > 0

In this framework, peg and peg are determined from the modified Friedmann equations of the given f(Q) cosmological

model:

3H? = pegt, (34)

2H + 3H? = —peg. (35)

where H denotes the Hubble parameter. These relations allow us to investigate how the effective fluid derived from
the reconstructed geometry evolves with redshift and whether it respects or violates the standard energy conditions
across cosmic time. Using the best-fit cosmological parameters obtained from the MCMC analysis based on the
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FIG. 6. Redshift evolution of the energy conditions for best model parameter values.

DESI, P-BAO and CC datasets, we examine the redshift evolution of the classical energy conditions by employing
Eq. (32) together with Eqs. (34) and (35). The corresponding results are presented in Fig. (6). From the figure, it is
evident that both the Weak Energy Condition (WEC) and the Dominant Energy Condition (DEC) remain satisfied
throughout the entire cosmological history. This ensures the positivity of the effective energy density and confirms
that the effective pressure does not exceed the energy density, thereby indicating a physically admissible, non-exotic
cosmic fluid. Additionally, the reconstructed f(Q) gravity model maintains the Null Energy Condition (NEC) across
all the all redshifts, which is frequently broken in phantom like scenarios. This preservation indicates the absence of
phantom instabilities and presence of a smooth and dynamically stable dark energy behaviour. On the other hand,
the Strong Energy Condition (SEC) is found to be violated at low redshifts (z < 1), which is consistent with the
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beginning of the current accelerated expansion of the Universe. However, at higher redshifts (z > 1) the SEC is
restored, pointing out the expected transition from a decelerating, matter-dominated epoch to the current phase of
cosmic acceleration.

Overall, these results show that without the need for a cosmological constant or the use of phantom energy, the
reconstructed f(Q) gravity model naturally bridges the decelerated and accelerated eras of cosmic evolution. This
highlights the model’s ability to reproduce the late-time acceleration as a purely geometric effect, as well as its physical
consistency and observational compatibility.

E. Stability Analysis

The reconstructed cosmological model’s dynamical stability against homogeneous linear perturbations is investigated
in this section. To achieve so, we introduce first-order perturbations in the energy density and the Hubble parameter
[77, 78], which are represented as shown below:

H*(t) = H(t)[1+4 ()], (36)

p*(t) = p(t) [1 + om(D)], (37)

where H*(t) and p*(t) represents the perturbed Hubble parameter and energy density, while 6(¢) and d,,(¢) represent
their respective fractional perturbations.
Literature shows in standard cosmology, the conservation of energy—momentum is governed by the continuity equation,

p+3H(p+p) =0, (38)

where the overdot represents differentiation with respect to cosmic time ¢. Also,here the time derivative can be
conveniently related to the redshift z through:

d d
—=—(1 H(z)—.
o= (L 2) H(z) o (3)
Substituting Eqs. (36), (37), (27), and (34) into Eq. (38) yields the following first-order differential relations:
S (t) + 3H (14 wegr) 6(t) = 0, (40)
26(t) = o (t). (41)
Using Eq. (39) and transforming the above relations into redshift space, we obtain:
dbpm, 2
_(1+Z)W+§(1+weﬁ‘(z))(sm—0, (42)
26(z) = om(2), (43)
where the effective equation of state parameter is given by
2(14+2)dH
=14 —-—-"— 44
wt (2) T 3HR) - (44)

Here, we can trace the redshift evolution of the perturbation terms §(z) and d,,(z) by solving Eq. 42. Using the best-fit
parameter values of the reconstructed model under different observational datasets, the resulting behaviour of these
perturbation terms is shown in Fig. 7. These results shed light on the model’s stability features and compatibility
with cosmic dynamics that are supported by observations.

The evolution of the perturbation functions d,,(z) and 0(z) reveals a distinctive monotonic decrease with the decline of
redshift z, as shown in Fig. 7. This would indicate that both perturbations decrease as the Universe evolves towards its
current epoch. Such smooth decay in perturbation amplitudes suggests that there is no late-time growth of instabilities
and that the reconstructed model is dynamically stable under linear homogeneous perturbations. Conclusively, this
uniform behavior of the damping trend for the perturbations across all observational datasets provides strong evidence
for the internal consistency and physical robustness of the reconstructed model, thereby reinforcing its suitability as
a viable alternative approach for explaining the presently observed cosmic accelerated expansion of the Universe.
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FIG. 7. The evolution of the perturbation terms d,,(z) and 6(z) for each dataset’s best model parameters as a function of
redshift z.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have presented a novel reconstruction of the f(Q) gravity framework inspired by the Fractional
Holographic Dark Energy (FHDE) scenario, aiming to provide a geometrically motivated explanation for the late-
time acceleration of the Universe without invoking an explicit cosmological constant. By incorporating the fractional
holographic dark energy formalism and adopting the Hubble horizon as the infrared cutoff, we obtained an analytical

1

6172 QY (1—2V(Q%) T”)

= 5 . This
5
(¢ — 0) while introducing a rich

form of the reconstructed f(Q) gravity function, given as f(Q) = Q+ F(Q), F(Q)
reconstruction ensures that General Relativity is recovered in the appropriate limit
cosmological dynamics compatible with current observational evidence.

The free parameters of the reconstructed model were constrained using the latest DESI BAO data, a previous BAO
compilation (P-BAO), and cosmic chronometer (CC) datasets through a detailed Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
analysis. Statistical diagnostics, including R?, x2. , AIC, and BIC, consistently show that the reconstructed f(Q)
model showed a comparative and effective performance than the standard ACDM cosmology across all datasets,
providing strong evidence in favor of this geometrically modified gravity approach. We also examined the cosmological
implications proposed by the reconstructed model based on the best fit values. Our analysis shows that, at low
redshifts, the model effectively replicates the observed cosmic transition from a decelerated, matter-dominated era to
an accelerated expansion phase. For all the datasets invloved in the study, the present-day value of the deceleration
parameter ¢(0) lies in the negative, confirming the ongoing accelerated expansion of the universe. The reconstructed
f(Q) gravity model’s non-ACDM, dynamical dark energy nature is further supported by the Om(z) diagnostic’s mild
negative slope and the effective equation-of-state parameter weg(2) staying within the range —1 < weg(0) < —1/3,
which corresponds to a regime that is quintessence-like. The physical admissibility of the effective fluid represented
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by the model is guaranteed by the analysis of classical energy conditions, which shows that the Weak and Dominant
Energy Conditions are met throughout the cosmic evolution. The Null Energy Condition, which is often seen to
violated in phantom models, remains valid for the current model, signifying the absence of phantom like behavior
and associated instabilities. The observed late-time acceleration is consistent with the violation of the Strong Energy
Condition at low redshifts (z < 1), but the expected matter-dominated epoch is reflected at higher redshifts (z > 1).
In order to assess the dynamical stability of the model, we also investigated linear homogeneous perturbations in the
Hubble parameter and the energy density for the model. Where we see the perturbation modes §(z) and d,,(z) exhibit
a monotonic decay with decreasing redshift, suggesting that the model does not develop late-time instabilities and is
stable under small perturbations. The reconstructed framework’s internal consistency and dynamical soundness are
confirmed by this robustness across several datasets.

All things taken into consideration, the reconstructed f(Q) model offers a coherent and empirically validated account
of the cosmic evolution of the universe. Without the need for exotic matter fields or a cosmological constant, it
naturally explains the change from a decelerating to an accelerating phase. The reconstructed model thus represents
a geometrically motivated, stable, and physically viable substitute to ACDM, capable of describing the late-time
accelerated expansion of the universe, only by changing the fundamental gravitational geometry. To further confirm
its cosmological relevance, future extensions of the present work might examine structure formation, gravitational
wave propagation, and CMB constraints within this reconstructed f(Q)gravity model. Also, an immediate extension
of this work would be to repeat the reconstruction using alternative infrared cutoffs, for instance the event horizon
or the particle horizon, in place of the Hubble horizon. It is also worthwhile to consider more involved cutoffs such
as the Granda—Oliveros or generalized Nojiri-Odintsov cutoffs, to assess the robustness of the reconstructed f(Q) an
the cosmological dynamics it forecasts.
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