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Abstract

We investigate the evolution of linear perturbations in the Symmetric Teleparallel Gravity, namely f(Q) gravity, for
which we design the f(Q) function to match specific expansion histories. We consider different evolutions of the effective
dark energy equation of state, wQ(a), which includes wQ = −1, a constant wQ 6= −1 and a fast varying equation of
state. We identify clear patterns in the effective gravitational coupling, which accordingly modifies the linear growth
of large scale structures. We provide theoretical predictions for the product of the growth rate f̃ and the root mean
square of matter fluctuations σ8, namely f̃σ8 and for the sign of the cross-correlation power spectrum of the galaxy
fluctuations and the cosmic microwave background radiation anisotropies. These properties can be used to distinguish
the f(Q) gravity from the standard cosmological model using accurate cosmological observations.
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1. Introduction

The observed late-time accelerated expansion of the
Universe [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7], is modelled by the cosmo-
logical constant Λ within the Einstein’s theory of General
Relativity (GR). The resulting cosmological model, known
as Λ Cold Dark Matter (ΛCDM), is recently facing some
relevant challenges. In fact, besides the well known theo-
retical problems [8, 9, 10, 11, 12], the ΛCDM model suffers
from some mild observational tensions as well, namely on
the measurements of the value of the Hubble constant H0

[13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19] and the present-time amplitude
of the matter power spectrum σ0

8 [20, 21, 22, 23]. Al-
ternatives beyond ΛCDM, among which those modifying
the long range gravitational interaction known as Modified
Gravity (MG) theories [11, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31,
32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40], have been deeply scru-
tinized, with some of them proving able to alleviate the
tensions within 1 − 2σ [41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49],
see also [50] for a review.

f(Q) gravity [51, 52, 53, 54, 55] is a MG theory which
recently attracted a lot of attention. It belongs to the Sym-
metric Teleparallel Gravity [56, 57, 58] in which gravity is
attributed to the non-metricity and where f(Q) is a gen-
eral function of the non-metricity scalar, Q. The theory
does not show strong coupling problems when consider-
ing perturbations around a Friedmann Lemaître Robert-
son Walker (FLRW) background [59]. As such, the main
linear perturbation equations for scalar, tensor and vector
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modes were derived, showing specific modifications with
respect to the ΛCDM model [59]. These motivated further
exploration of their impact on the cosmological observ-
ables. Constraints at background level have been provided
using the expansion rate data from early type galaxies,
Supernovae type Ia (SNIa), quasars, gamma ray bursts,
Baryonic Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) data, and Cosmic
Microwave Background (CMB) distance priors, for differ-
ent parametrizations of f(Q) as an explicit function of
redshift z [60]. A similar investigation has been performed
using a power-law term for f(Q), namely f(Q) = Q+βQn

[61], for which cosmological solutions and the evolution
of the growth index of matter perturbations have been
investigated as well [62]. Alternatively, an exponential
form for the f(Q) function has been recently proposed,
explicitly f(Q) = Qeλ

Q0
Q , for which a statistical prefer-

ence over ΛCDM has been found when the combination
of cosmic chronometers, SNIa and BAO datasets is con-
sidered [63]. Regarding linear perturbations in f(Q) grav-
ity, in particular for the f(Q) model which mimics an ex-
act ΛCDM expansion history, modifications in the evolu-
tion of matter density fields were tested against redshift
space distortions (RSD) data, showing the ability for the
model to alleviate the σ8 tension [48], while measurable ef-
fects have been identified to characterize the matter power
spectrum, the lensing effect on the CMB angular power
spectrum, CMB temperature anisotropies and the Gravi-
tational Waves (GWs) propagation [64]. A joint analysis of
CMB, BAO, RSD, SNIa, Weak Lensing (WL) and Galaxy
Clustering (GC) data, was able to strongly constrain the
model’s parameter and it was found that the model can
actually challenge the ΛCDM scenario [65]. Besides these
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results, f(Q) gravity has been the subject of a variety of
studies in many different directions [66, 67, 68, 69, 62, 70,
71, 72, 73].

Previous works follow a common procedure, namely
they choose the form for f(Q) a priori and then determine
the corresponding expansion history and linear perturba-
tion dynamics. In this work we will opt for the reverse
approach: we instead fix the expansion history and then
solve the background equations for the corresponding form
of f(Q). The expansion history will be, in practice, se-
lected by the choice of evolution for the equation of state
parameter for an effective dark energy component associ-
ated with Q, wQ. This is known as the designer approach,
previously applied to f(R) theory [74, 75]. One advantage
of this approach is that it allows one to identify the impact
of a background evolution, which differs from the ΛCDM,
on some physical quantities of relevance at linear pertur-
bation level and to evaluate whether the parameters char-
acterizing the effective equation of state are degenerate
with the one affecting the perturbations only. Using this
approach, we then identify the general features character-
izing linear perturbations which can later be employed to
constrain the model. In particular, we identify the effective
gravitational coupling as the source of the modifications
of the gravitational interaction at large scales. Therefore
we consider its signatures on related physical quantities,
such as the growth of matter perturbations and the cross-
correlation power spectrum of the CMB anisotropies with
galaxy distribution.

This work is organized as follows. In Section 2 we
briefly review the basis of the f(Q) gravity formalism. The
designer approach is then detailed in Section 3, which in-
cludes a study of the initial conditions and the choices for
the effective dark energy equation of state. Then, in Sec-
tion 4 we study the evolution of the effective gravitational
coupling, which is then used in Section 5 to investigate
the linear growth of structures through the evolution of
the growth factor and the product of the growth rate and
root mean square of matter fluctuations. We also provide
theoretical predictions for the sign of the Integrated Sachs-
Wolfe (ISW)-galaxy cross correlation in Section 6. Finally,
we conclude in Section 7.

2. f(Q) gravity

General Relativity is a metric theory of gravity and
as such the connection is metric-compatible and symmet-
ric. However, two alternative approaches can be consid-
ered to characterize the space-time: non-metricity and tor-
sion, giving up the first and second assumptions, respec-
tively. It has been shown [59] that in flat space-time the
Einstein-Hilbert action, the teleparallel (

∫
d4x
√
−g T [76])

and symmetric teleparallel (
∫
d4x
√
−g Q [51]) actions are

three different representations of the same underlying the-
ory. Nevertheless, MG theories based on non-linear ex-
tensions of both the non-metricity scalar, Q, namely f(Q)
gravity, as well as torsion (T ), namely f(T ) gravity [40],

can be considered. These, unlike the previous case, are
not equivalent. In this work we will focus on the f(Q)
formulation given the absence of strong coupling problems
for the FLRW background [77] compared to f(T ) gravity
and its increasing interest in the cosmological framework
[48, 63, 65], as discussed in the Introduction. Interestingly,
f(Q) gravity introduces at least two additional scalar prop-
agating degrees of freedom which disappear around maxi-
mally symmetric backgrounds [77].

Let us introduce the action of f(Q) gravity which reads1
[77]

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
{
− 1

2κ2
[Q+ f(Q)] + Lm(gµν , χi)

}
, (1)

where κ2 = 8πGN , GN is the Newtonian constant, g is the
determinant of the metric gµν and Q is the non-metricity
scalar defined as

Q = −QαµνPαµν , (2)

where the non-metricity tensor is:

Qαµν = ∇αgµν , (3)

and

Pαµν = −Lαµν/2+
(
Qα − Q̃α

)
gµν/4−δα(µQν)/4 , (4)

with Qα = gµνQαµν , Q̃α = gµνQµαν and Lαµν = (Qαµν −
Q

α
(µν) )/2. Finally, f(Q) is a general function of the non-

metricity scalar and as usual Lm is the matter Lagrangian
for all matter fields, χi.

In flat space the action (1) is equivalent to GR for
f = 0 [59] since the symmetric teleparallel action is recov-
ered. Thus any modification to GR can be seen for f 6= 0.
From the above action it is also possible to compute the
equation for tensor perturbations which is characterized
by a shift in the friction term due to the time derivative
of an effective Planck mass, given by M2

eff = 1 + fQ where
fQ ≡ df/dQ [67]. From this follows that in order to guar-
antee the absence of a ghost instability one has to impose
1 + fQ > 0. We will assume this condition in our investi-
gation.

3. Designer approach

Let us assume a flat, homogeneous and isotropic Uni-
verse described on the background by the FLRW metric:

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2δijdx
idxj , (5)

where a(t) is the scale factor. On this background the non-
metricity scalar simply reduces to Q = 6H2 [51, 67] where
H ≡ ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter and the dot stands for
a derivative with respect to cosmic time, t.

1Comparing our action (1) with the one in Ref. [77], we have per-
formed the following replacement f(Q) → 1

κ2 (Q+ f(Q)), because
this form better fits our purpose.
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The equations of motion on this background are:

H2 + 2H2fQ −
1

6
f =

κ2

3
ρm, (6)

(12H2fQQ + fQ + 1)Ḣ = −κ
2

2
(ρm + pm) , (7)

with ρm = Σiρi and pm = Σipi being respectively the
sum of the energy density, ρi, and pressure, pi, of the
matter components, which satisfy the continuity equation
for perfect fluids:

ρ̇i + 3H(ρi + pi) = 0 . (8)

Hereafter we will consider the relation pi = wiρi, with
wc,b = 0 for baryons (b) and cold dark matter (c), and
wr = 1/3 for radiation (r). For the times of interest
(a ∈ [10−2, 1]) the matter components behave as non-
relativistic matter fluids.

In order to solve the above modified Friedmann equa-
tion we have to fix either the functional form of f(Q) or
that of H. A common practice is to select the form of
f(Q) and then solve the system to find the corresponding
expansion history, H. In this work we will follow the op-
posite approach: we will fix H and solve the system to find
the corresponding functional form for f(Q). Hence we will
apply the so-called designer approach [74, 75].

We define the dimensionless variables

E ≡ H2

H2
0

, y ≡ f(Q)

H2
0

, (9)

whereH0 is the present day value of the Hubble parameter,
and we fix the expansion history such that

E = Er + Ec + Eb + EQ . (10)

In the latter, Ei = ρi/ρcrit with ρcrit ≡ 3H2
0/κ

2 and
the energy density parameter for the effective dark energy
component associated to Q, EQ, is given by

EQ = (1−Ωm,0) exp
[
−3 ln a+ 3

∫ 1

a

wQ(ã)d ln ã

]
, (11)

where Ωm,0 is the present time value of the density pa-
rameter Ωm ≡ Σiρi/(3H

2
0/κ

2) and wQ(a) is the equation
of state parameter for an effective dark energy component.

Now we can re-work the Friedmann equation (6) as a
first-order differential equation

y′ − Q′

12EH2
0

y = − Q′

2EH2
0

EQ , (12)

where the prime denotes a derivative with respect to ln a.
In order to solve this equation we set initial conditions
(ICs) at early time, ai, when we consider the contribu-
tion of the effective dark energy component negligible com-
pared to the matter one. The resulting equation becomes
homogeneous and is satisfied by the ansatz y ∝ exp(p ln a),
where p is obtained by solving the homogeneous equation
yielding

p = − 3 + 4ri
2(1 + ri)

, (13)

with ri = aeq/ai and aeq being the value of the scale factor
at matter-radiation equality.

Then we look for the particular solution, yp, when
EQ 6= 0, which is obtained by substituting yp = ApEQ
in eq. (12). The amplitude of the particular solution is
then

Ap =
6p

3(1 + wQ) + p
, (14)

leading to the following initial condition for y:

yi = Aapi +
6p

3(1 + wQ) + p
EQ , (15)

where A is an arbitrary constant. We note that the ampli-
tude of the ICs is not an appropriate parameter to define
the family of solutions of eq. (12). Indeed a change in the
initial time, ai, would correspond to a rescaling in A in
order to obtain the same solution. This would make it
difficult to obtain any theoretical prediction based on A,
given that to different ai would correspond different val-
ues of A with the same behaviour. As such, in order to
avoid this contingency, we define another quantity which
will characterize the family of solutions:

α =
Aapi√

6E(ln ai)
, (16)

which follows from the fact that y/
√
E is constant at early

time (see eq. (12)). In this case, α does not have to change
when ai is altered given that it can be compensated by a
rescaled value of A.

With this set up, we are left with few more parameters
to consider: the constant α and the parameters entering
in the equation of state, wQ(a), which basically fix the
background expansion. In this work we will explore three
options for dealing with wQ:

1. Constant wQ: wQ = −1

The simplest case to be considered is that of having
wQ = −1 which would reproduce an exact ΛCDM
background expansion history. In this situation, the
energy density forQ (EQ = 1− Ωm,0) becomes a con-
stant and the differential eq. (12) can be analytically
solved. We find:

y =
yi − 6EQ√
E(ln ai)

√
E + 6EQ , (17)

or in terms of f(Q):

f(Q) = αH0

√
Q+ 6H2

0EQ , (18)

which is consistent with what was found in Ref. [67],
upon the following identification: M = αH0 and
C = 6H2

0EQ. Let us note that combined with the
choice α = 0, this case corresponds exactly to a
ΛCDM behaviour at perturbation level as well.
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2. Constant wQ: wQ = w0

The second case we consider has a constant wQ = w0

with w0 6= −1. In this situation, EQ becomes

EQ(a) = (1− Ωm,0) a−3(1+w0), (19)

which means it is no longer a constant as long as
w0 6= −1. With this choice of the background it is
not possible to find an analytical solution for f(Q).
We will use this case to understand the impact of
changing the equation of state parameter on some
observational features. For the purpose of visualizing
these features, in the following we will select four
values for w0, namely {−1.15,−1.05,−0.95,−0.85}.

3. Time-dependent wQ: wQ(a)

The third case we consider assumes a fast varying
equation of state [78]. In this case, wQ evolves as

wQ(a) = wp+(w0−wp)
a
[
1− (a/at)

1/τ
]

1− a−1/τ
t

, (20)

where wp and w0 are the values of wQ in the asymp-
totic past and at present time, respectively, and at
and τ are the time and the width of the transition.
Additionally, by definition we have at > 0 and τ > 0.
In this case, the energy density of the effective dark
energy component becomes:

EQ = (1− Ωm,0) a−3(1+wp)eg(a), (21)

with

g(a) =
3(w0 − wp)

(1− at−1/τ )(τ + 1)

[(
1− at−1/τ

)
τ

+ 1 + a
[(

(a/at)
1/τ − 1

]
τ − 1

)]
. (22)

As such, we will have four free parameters: {w0, wp,
at, τ}. In order to reduce the possible combinations,
and because we are already exploring cases where
wQ = w0, we shall fix w0 = −1. Additionally,
we want to keep the transition time always prior
to present day, meaning keeping at < 1. We will
then use the following sets of values for the remain-
ing parameters: {wp, at, τ} = {−1.15, 0.5, 10} and
{wp, at, τ} = {−0.95, 0.5, 10}, we will refer to them
as M1 and M2 respectively. We do not consider cases
in which at and τ vary because we have verified they
do not have any sizable impact on the phenomenol-
ogy we are interested in. Let us note that with these
choices the associated EQ(ln ai) remains subdomi-
nant.

In the present analysis we will use the following cos-
mological parameters [79]: H0 = 67.32 km s−1Mpc−1,

Ωc,0 = 0.265, Ωb,0 = 0.049, Ωr,0 = 3.769 × 10−5, and for
the initial time we select ai ∼ 10−2.

Let us also stress that some of the cases we consider
have wQ < −1. While this behaviour of the equation of
state usually generates ghost instabilities, for the f(Q) the-
ory analysed in this work, the ghost instability is avoided
by choosing fQ > 0 at any time. This condition inevitably
reflects on the parameter space of the free parameters
defining the wQ equation of state. Therefore, in perform-
ing our analysis we have verified that the set of parameters
we chose satisfy the no-ghost requirement.

4. The effective gravitational coupling

The next step will be to investigate the evolution of
the scalar perturbations at linear scales. Firstly, we will re-
view the main equations which involve the use of the linear
perturbation theory, then we will show how the gravita-
tional interaction is modified with respect to the standard
ΛCDM scenario and its dependence on the background
assumptions.

Let us consider the perturbed line element in Newto-
nian gauge:

ds2 = −(1 + 2Ψ)dt2 + a2(1− 2Φ)δijdx
idxj , (23)

where Φ(t, xi) and Ψ(t, xi) are the two gravitational po-
tentials. For MG theories a model-independent frame-
work is usually adopted to relate the gravitational po-
tentials to the linear matter density perturbations δρm

[80, 81, 82, 83, 84]. This framework encodes the deviations
from GR into two phenomenological functions, namely the
effective gravitational coupling, µ, and the light deflection
parameter, Σ, which enter in the Poisson and lensing equa-
tions, respectively. In Fourier space the latter read:

−k
2

a2
Ψ = 4πGN µ(a, k)ρmδm , (24)

−k
2

a2
(Ψ + Φ) = 8πGNΣ(a, k)ρmδm , (25)

where δm = δρm/ρm is the density contrast and k is the
wavenumber. Therefore, µ encodes the deviations of the
gravitational interaction on the clustering of matter with
respect to ΛCDM, while Σ measures the deviation in the
lensing gravitational potential, φlen = (Φ + Ψ)/2. The
ΛCDM model is recovered when µ = Σ = 1.

In order to map the f(Q) gravity within the above
formalism one can employ the quasi-static approximation,
which is a valid assumption for perturbations deep inside
the Hubble radius. Following this, one can find that the
gravitational potentials are equal as in GR (i.e. Φ = Ψ)
and that the two above equations match [67]:

−k2Ψ =
4πGN
1 + fQ

a2ρmδm . (26)

The effective gravitational coupling is then defined as:

µ(a) =
1

1 + fQ
. (27)
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ΛCDM

α=0.1

α=0.5

α=1.5

α=-0.1

α=-0.5

α=-1.5

0.5 1 5 10 50 100

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

z+1

μ
-

1

Figure 1: Evolution of µ − 1 as a function of redshift z for models
with an exact ΛCDM background and different values of α.

When fQ → 0 the ΛCDM behaviour is recovered, i.e.
µ = 1. From eq. (27) immediately follows that since
M2

eff = 1 + fQ > 0 due to stability requirements, then µ is
always positive. Additionally, the cases µ < 1 and µ > 1
correspond respectively to a weaker and stronger gravita-
tional interaction compared to ΛCDM. Furthermore, the
light deflection parameter is then equal to the effective
gravitational coupling and we notice that the scale depen-
dence, i.e., the dependence on k, disappears.

From eq. (27) it becomes clear that depending on the
functional form of f(Q), the evolution of the linear pertur-
bations will change accordingly. In our investigation the
form of f(Q) will be determined by the use of the designer
approach. Given this, in the following we will study the
evolution of µ− 1, i.e. of the difference between the effec-
tive gravitational couplings of f(Q) and ΛCDM, for the
different background expansion histories discussed in Sec-
tion 3. This investigation is of particular interest because
a modified effective gravitational coupling will impact the
growth and distribution of structures in time and space.
Additionally, since µ = Σ, we are also studying the modifi-
cations of the Weyl potential, φlen, by the light deflection
parameter, which will in turn change the lensing of light
and modify the ISW effect. The latter is indeed sourced
by the time derivative of the Weyl potential. As such, in
f(Q) all these effects are encoded in µ.

The case with wQ = −1 has already been presented
and discussed in Ref. [64]. Briefly, we recall the main fea-
tures. From Figure 1, we see that sizable deviations from
GR appear at z < 10 and then grow towards present time.
Values of α > 0 result in a weaker gravity compared to
GR (µ− 1 < 0) while the opposite holds for α < 0. Addi-
tionally, larger values of |α| lead to larger deviations from
the ΛCDM behaviour, however for the same |α| but oppo-
site sign, we notice that the modification corresponding to
the α < 0 gives rise to a larger deviation compared to its
positive counterpart.

Let us now consider the case with wQ = w0. In Fig-
ure 2 we show the results when w0 = −0.85 (top panel)

ΛCDM

α=0

α=0.1

α=0.5

α=1.5

α=-0.1

α=-0.5

α=-1.5

-0.5

-0.4

-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

μ
-

1 w0=-0.85

ΛCDM

α=0

α=0.1

α=0.5

α=1.5

α=-0.1

α=-0.5

α=-1.5

0.5 1 5 10 50 100
-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

z+1

μ
-

1

w0=-1.15

Figure 2: Evolution of µ−1 as a function of redshift z for different α
values with fixed w0 = −0.85 (top panel) and w0 = −1.15 (bottom
panel).

and w0 = −1.15 (bottom panel) for some given values of
α. When w0 = −0.85, regardless of the sign of α, the
µ − 1 behaviour goes toward negative values at small z,
i.e. toward a weaker gravitational interaction. In order to
have a stronger gravitational interaction at present time
the value of |α| has to be very large and of negative sign
(α = −1.5). The opposite holds if we consider the phan-
tom values of w0 (bottom panel). In this case, the grav-
itational interaction is stronger toward present time and
the weaker gravity is realized when the value of |α| is very
large and of positive sign (α = 1.5). According to these
features, for a given value of α the direction of the mod-
ifications (toward weaker/stronger gravity) is dictated by
the value of w0, while α mostly impacts on the amplitude
of the deviation with respect to µ = 1. This is more clear
in Figure 3, where we fix α and vary w0.

Finally, we discuss the behaviour of µ− 1 for the time-
dependent wQ model, for which we show the result in Fig.
4. As noted for the case with an exact ΛCDM background,
most of the models with a negative α parameter have µ > 1
whereas the opposite holds for positive α. However, while
in the former case there is a net distinction, when wQ has
fast transitions the models corresponding to small values
of |α| can have stronger or weaker gravity depending on the
value of wp at early time. In particular, if wp > −1 such as
in the M2 case (bottom panel), then µ < 1. Alternatively,
if wp < −1 we then have µ > 1 as shown in the top panel.
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ΛCDM

w0=-1

w0=-0.85

w0=-0.95

w0=-1.05

w0=-1.15

-0.4

-0.3

-0.2
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0.0

0.1

0.2

μ
-

1

α=0.5

ΛCDM

w0=-1

w0=-0.85

w0=-0.95

w0=-1.05

w0=-1.15

0.5 1 5 10 50 100

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

z+1

μ
-

1

α=-0.5

Figure 3: Evolution of µ− 1 as a function of redshift z for different
values of w0 with fixed α = 0.5 (top panel) and α = −0.5 (bottom
panel).

Finally, if we look at the behaviours of µ− 1 in the future,
we notice that all models that have wp < −1 (top panel)
will have µ − 1 going toward negative values, while when
wp > −1 it is the opposite. This is due to the fact that
after present time the M1 model undergoes another matter
dominated era, while M2 stays in the dark fluid dominated
one.

In summary, the behaviour of the effective gravitational
coupling depends strongly on the assumed background ex-
pansion history. However, let us notice that while the
background expansion history only depends on the param-
eters defining wQ, the effective gravitational coupling de-
pends on both wQ and α, showing a degeneracy between
the parameters in some cases. In particular, we find that a
preference for a weaker/stronger gravitational interaction
can be secured by a proper choice of either the present
time value of wQ or its asymptotic past one. In detail,
phantom behaviours at late time and early time modifica-
tions with wp > −1 prefer a stronger gravity, the weaker
gravitational interaction is instead present in the opposite
situations. The role of α is to define the amplitude of the
deviation with respect to ΛCDM, its negative and posi-
tive values contribute to enhance or suppress the effective
gravitational coupling with respect to the standard sce-
nario. Extremely large values of |α| can even reverse the
strength of the gravitational interaction. These peculiar
patterns have some immediate consequences on the clus-

tering of matter and on how light travels over cosmological
distances. We expect indeed that a stronger gravitational
interaction will lead to an enhanced matter and lensing
potential auto-correlation power spectra. As an example,
we refer the reader to Ref. [64], where an investigation
of signatures of f(Q) gravity, when the background is as-
sumed to be ΛCDM, has been performed by looking at the
matter power spectrum, the lensing effect on the CMB an-
gular power spectrum, CMB temperature anisotropies and
GWs luminosity distance compared to the standard elec-
tromagnetic one.

We note that the equation of state with time-dependent
wQ can actually cross wQ = −1. When the cross happens
(for values of the parameters for which the condition fQ >
0 is satisfied) we found that the general behaviour of µ(z)−
1 as shown in Fig. 4 is still the same but with a difference
in the amplitude. The latter, depending on the value of
w0, can be larger or smaller than the case with w0 = −1
we have considered, following our findings illustrated in
Fig. 3. We did not show this case because a change in
w0 for the time-dependent equation of state follows the
results for the constant case, making some of the analysis
redundant. We will not consider this case in the following
sections, but all the other phenomenological quantities we
compute will be modified accordingly, following the same
pattern.

In order to get a glimpse in the phenomenology of the
designer f(Q) gravity related to the effective gravitational
coupling, we dedicate the following section to the inves-
tigation of the linear growth of structures. Furthermore,
the latter combined with the late-time ISW effect largely
impact the sign of the cross-correlation function between
the galaxy density and the temperature of the CMB. As
such, its study can be informative regarding the parameter
space to explore in order to exclude a negative ISW-galaxy
cross-correlation which is observationally disfavored.

Before concluding this section, we notice that an accu-
rate combination of data may help breaking the existing
degeneracy between wQ and α. If one is able to constrain
with high accuracy the equation of state, using for example
SNIa and BAO data, then GC, RSD as well as CMB data
can be used to probe the effects of µ on some cosmological
observables at perturbation level and as such set accurate
bounds on α as well. An independent estimation of α may
also come from measurements of standard sirens at future
GWs detectors [64].

5. Linear growth of structures

In this section we will investigate how the effective
gravitational coupling impacts the linear growth of struc-
tures. In particular we will study the product of the growth
rate and the root mean square of matter fluctuations, f̃σ8,
as it has a direct connection with data and hence offers a
possibility to explore the parameter space given by {wQ, α}.

The growth of linear matter perturbations is modified
in the f(Q) theory due to a modified Poisson eq. (26) as
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Figure 4: Evolution of µ− 1 as a function of redshift z for the time-
dependent wQ (M1 top panel and M2 bottom panel).

follows:

δ′′m +

(
2 +

H ′

H

)
δ′m − 4πGNµ(a) ρmδm = 0. (28)

We now solve the above equation with ICs set as follows:
δm(ai) = ai and δ′m = ai. Then, we compute the linear
growth factor D(a) = δm(a)/δm(a = 1) for the three sce-
narios analyzed in this work.

The linear growth factor for the case with an exact
ΛCDM background expansion history has been investi-
gated in Refs. [48, 64], where it has been found that models
with α > 0 and µ−1 < 0 show an enhanced growth factor
with respect to the ΛCDM scenario, whereas for α < 0
and µ− 1 > 0, D(a) is suppressed.

When changing the background expansion to have wQ =
w0, the growth factor is shifted in amplitude as shown in
Figure 5. Specifically, when w0 > −1 (top panel) the
growth factor is enhanced (black dot-dashed line) with
respect to ΛCDM. Then, depending on the values of α,
D can be enhanced or suppressed compared to ΛCDM.
Large negative values of α suppress the linear growth fac-
tor. On the contrary, when the equation of state has a
phantom behaviour (bottom panel), the growth factor is
mostly suppressed, the large positive α being the excep-
tion. That is due to the fact that in the former case the
models mostly show a weaker gravity compared to the case
where w0 < −1. The two exceptions are indeed the models
with the largest negative and positive values of α respec-
tively. This is consistent with the µ behaviour analysed in

ΛCDM

α=0

α=0.1

α=0.5

α=1.5

α=-0.1

α=-0.5

α=-1.5

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

D
/a

w0=-0.85

ΛCDM

α=0

α=0.1

α=0.5

α=1.5

α=-0.1

α=-0.5

α=-1.5

1 5 10 50 100
1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

z+1

D
/a

w0=-1.15

Figure 5: Evolution of the linear growth factorD normalized to unity
today and divided by the scale factor a as a function of redshift z
for models with different α and fixed w0 = −0.85 (top panel) and
w0 = −1.15 (bottom panel). The ΛCDM model (solid, black line) is
also included for comparison.

the previous section.
For the time-dependent wQ case, the behaviour of the

growth factor is shown in Figure 6 for M1 (top panel)
and M2 (bottom panel) and different values of α. We
can notice that a different evolution in the early time
can change the amplitude of the growth factor. Indeed
having wQ = −1 would make a net separation between
α positive and negative which would correspond respec-
tively to an enhancement/suppression of the growth with
respect to ΛCDM, while here a dynamical evolution at
early time breaks this pattern by changing the amplitude
of the growth factor. In particular, a phantom wp (M1)
damps the amplitude of the growth factor and now most
of the models are suppressed with respect to ΛCDM, while
values of wp > −1 (M2) enhance D.

We will now move to the analysis of a specific physical
quantity that can be constructed from the linear growth
factor, i.e. f̃σ8, which is measured by redshift surveys and
defined as the product of the growth rate, f̃ ≡ d ln δm

d ln a , and
the root mean square of matter fluctuations, σ8:

f̃σ8 = σ0
8

δ′(ln a)

δ(ln a = 0)
, (29)

where σ0
8 = σ8(ln a = 0).

In Figures 7, 8 and 9 we plot the evolution of f̃σ8 with
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Figure 7: Evolution of f̃σ8 as a function of redshift z for models with
a ΛCDM background expansion history. We have used σ0

8 = 0.82.
The ΛCDM model (solid, black line) is also included for comparison.
Data set is from Ref. [85].

z for 0 < z < 2 for the different cases under consideration.
We also include RSD data from [85]. As expected from
the discussion in Section 4, the models with α < 0 pre-
fer higher values for f̃σ8, while data prefers a suppressed
growth rate. It is also possible to adjust the amplitude by
playing with the values of the effective equation of state.
In this case, small and negative values of α can also show
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Figure 8: Evolution of f̃σ8 as a function of redshift z for models
with w0 = −0.85 (top panel) and w0 = −1.15 (bottom panel). We
have used σ0

8 = 0.82. The ΛCDM model (solid, black line) is also
included for comparison. Data set is from Ref. [85].

a lower amplitude for f̃σ8, even though not comparable to
the cases with α > 0. We can conclude that the most neg-
ative values of α, in particular those associated either with
a phantom behaviour for the effective equation of state or
its time variation at early time, are unlikely to be preferred
by RSD data.

In order to examine which values of α lead to a favored
f(Q) model over the ΛCDM one, it is necessary to per-
form a Markov-chain-Monte-Carlo simulation by varying
σ8(ln a = 0) besides other cosmological parameters instead
of fixing them. We leave this investigation for a future
work.

6. The ISW-galaxy cross-correlation

In this section we explore the sign of the cross-correlation
between the ISW signal in CMB and galaxy distributions
for the f(Q) theory. ΛCDM and dark energy scenarios
within GR have a positive ISW-galaxy cross-correlation at
any redshift, while for MG theories there can be cases for
which the ISW-galaxy cross-correlation is negative. These
cases will be ruled out by data [86]. Therefore, this ob-
servable can be used as a tool to test viable models and
distinguish between different cosmological scenarios [87,
88, 86, 46, 89, 90, 91]. In a MG framework the modifica-
tions with respect to the standard scenario come from two
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Figure 9: Evolution of f̃σ8 as a function of redshift z for models with
a time-dependent equation of state: M1 (top panel) and M2 (bottom
panel). We have used σ0
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line) is also included for comparison. Data set is from Ref. [85].

sources: the growth of structures and the late time ISW-
effect. As discussed in the previous section, the growth
of structures is strongly affected by the effective gravita-
tional coupling, while the late-time ISW effect is sourced
by the time derivative of the lensing potential and as such
by the time derivative of the light deflection parameter. In
f(Q) gravity these two parameters are the same. There-
fore, given the results of the previous sections we expect
to gain significant information on the {wQ, α} parameter
space by studying the sign of ISW-galaxy cross-correlation.

The ISW contribution to the CMB anisotropies can be
written as

∆TISW(n̂)

T
=

∫
d (Ψ + Φ)

dz
dz . (30)

On the other hand, the fluctuations in the angular distri-
bution of galaxies can be given by

∆Ng(n̂)

N
=

∫
bg(k, z)δm(n̂, z)W(z) , (31)

where bg is the galaxy bias andW(z) is the selection func-
tion. As such, the cross-correlation power spectrum of the
galaxy fluctuations and CMB anisotropies, written in the
harmonic space, is〈

∆TISW(n̂)

T

∆Ng(n̂′)

N

〉
=
∑
`

2`+ 1

4π
C` P` (cos θ) , (32)

with P` being the Legendre polynomial and θ the angle be-
tween the unit vectors n̂ and n̂′. Finally, C` is the ampli-
tude of the ISW-galaxy cross-correlation which, upon the
employment of the Limber approximation, can be written
as [92]

C` =
3H2

0 Ωm,0

(`+ 1/2)
2

∫
dz H(z)W(z)

D

D(z = 0)

×dUISW

dz
bg(k, z)P (k)

∣∣∣∣
k=(`+1/2)/χ

, (33)

where P (k) is the present time matter power spectrum, χ
is the comoving distance and

UISW(z) =
ΣD(z)

D(z = 0)a
. (34)

The latter has been defined considering a scale indepen-
dent growth which is precisely the case we are consider-
ing. This definition follows the lensing equation (25) which
reads

−k2 (Ψ + Φ) = 3H2
0 Ωm,0 UISW(z) δm(z = 0) . (35)

The amplitude of the ISW-galaxy cross-correlation is
then proportional to the derivative

dUISW

dz
=

ΣDF
D(z = 0)

, (36)

where [93]

F ≡ 1− D′

D
− Σ′

Σ
. (37)

It follows that a necessary but not sufficient condition to
have a negative ISW-galaxy cross-correlation for modified
gravity models without a scale dependence in the effective
couplings is [93]:

F < 0 . (38)

Before presenting some results, let us discuss about the
regime of applicability of the approach we use. First of
all, we would like to stress that the expression in Eq. (36)
does not rely on the quasi-static approximation because
the way in which the Poisson and the lensing equations
are parameterized in terms of µ and Σ is general. The
quasi-static approximation enters only when an explicit
and analytical expression for µ and Σ is required (as it
is in our case for f(Q)). Alternatively, one can solve the
full equations and derive numerically the behaviour of µ
and Σ and finally place them back into Eq. (36). There is,
nevertheless, an assumption to be considered, as we com-
mented after Eq. (34). It has been assumed that δm(z, k)
depends only mildly on k, in which case it can be bro-
ken up in k and time-dependent parts [94]. In our specific
case, the analytic expression for f(Q) derived within the
quasi-static approximation is k-independent. Concerning
the use of this approximation, the relevant scales for ISW
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Figure 10: Evolution of F as a function of redshift z for models with
an exact ΛCDM background evolution and different values of α.

data correspond to the modes deep inside the Hubble ra-
dius (namely, those for which k2/a2 >> H2) which are in
the regime of validity of the quasi-static approximation.

In the following we will provide theoretical predictions
about the sign of the ISW-galaxy cross-correlation for f(Q)
gravity by analysing the sign of F . In particular, this study
will be informative in regards to the allowed sign and mag-
nitude of α. This is expected because dark energy mod-
els show a positive ISW-galaxy cross-correlation, meaning
the impact of the background parameters is quite limited:
they can only enhance or suppress the ISW-galaxy cross-
correlation with respect to ΛCDM but its sign will always
remain positive. This leaves α as the only parameter that
can change the sign of this observable, offering a chance at
constraining it.

In Figure 10 we show the evolution of F as a function
of the redshift for the case with an exact ΛCDM back-
ground. We note that for all models with α>0, F is higher
than that of ΛCDM whereas for α<0 all models fall bel-
low. Additionally, at present time we find that all values
of α considered verify F(z = 0)>0. However, for negative
values of α, F can be negative at some redshift. In par-
ticular, the smaller and more negative the values of α are,
the closer to present time in redshift F turns in the neg-
ative side. This aspect may set a bound on the negative
branch of α. This type of behaviour for F can be expected
from the previously studied behaviours of D and µ, since
f(Q) verifies Σ = µ. In fact, the term D′/D of eq. (37)
is positive during the entire evolution for all values of α,
meaning it will always have a negative contribution to F .
However, the contribution from Σ′/Σ will follow the pre-
viously discussed behaviour of µ and show a net division
between positive and negative α: for α>0, Σ′/Σ is nega-
tive at all z while the opposite holds for α<0. This means
that in the cases with positive α it would only be possible
to have F<0 if |D′/D|>1 + Σ′/Σ. On the other hand,
α<0 models have two negative contributions for eq. (37),
making it easier to reproduce a negative F .

Then, in Figure 11 we show how the sign of F changes
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Figure 11: Evolution of F as a function of redshift z for models
with different values of α and fixed w0 = −0.85 (top panel) and
w0 = −1.15 (bottom panel). The ΛCDM case (solid, black line) is
also included for comparison.

with redshift when the effective dark energy component
has wQ = w0. From these figures it is clear the existent
degeneracy between the value of w0 and α, which can be
adjusted to have a positive F at all z for the f(Q) models.
In details, when w0 > −1, we can notice that the model
with α = 0 (black, dot-dashed line) is enhanced with re-
spect to the ΛCDM case, thus favouring a positive F at
all z. However, when α 6= 0 the amplitude may change
and it is possible to find F<0 when one has large negative
values of α. In this case, while at present time the sign
of F is positive, at earlier time it can be negative. If we
consider w0 < −1, the curve corresponding to α = 0 is
suppressed with respect to ΛCDM. As such, in order to
have Ff(Q) > FΛCDM at all z, α has to be positive and
large (e.g. α > 0.5). On the contrary, to avoid having
F < 0, the smaller and negative values of α need to be
excluded. As for the previous case, we find D′/D>0 for
all values of α. However, following the corresponding be-
haviour of µ, there is no longer a net division between the
effects of positive and negative α, which thus reflects on
the evolution of Σ′/Σ. Models with the larger amplitude of
the effective gravitational coupling will accordingly show a
larger and positive amplitude for Σ′/Σ (specially at later
time), consequently showing a negative F . This is indeed
the case for the more negative values of α.

For the time-dependent background evolution we show
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Figure 12: Evolution of F as a function of redshift z for the time-
dependent equation of state: M1 (top panel) and M2 (bottom panel).
The ΛCDM scenario (solid, black line) is also included for compari-
son.

the results in Figure 12. We note that, for cases with wp <
w0 (phantom behaviour at early time, M1 model in the top
panel) the F quantity is mostly suppressed with respect
to ΛCDM, except for the largest value of α. This is again
connected to the balance of the two terms in eq. (37). Since
D′/D remains positive at all z, models with a larger µ and
consequently a larger and positive Σ′/Σ term will work to
bring F to smaller amplitudes. Alternatively, models with
smaller µ such as α = 1.5, are capable of having Σ′/Σ<0
which means only D′/D contributes to the decrease of F .
In this case, we conclude that large positive values of α
will have F > 0 at all z, while in the other cases the sign
of F depends on the magnitude of |α|. In particular, large
negative |α| have F < 0 at early time and then eventually
cross the zero at later time. The crossing time depends
on the |α|: large values of |α| correspond to a crossing
time very close to present day. For wp > w0 (M2, bottom
panel), the models are enhanced with respect to ΛCDM
favouring a positive ISW-galaxy cross-correlation, with the
exception of the large negative |α|. The situation is similar
to the previous case. TheD′/D term is once again positive
for all z, but this time the majority of the α have small
amplitudes of the effective gravitational coupling, resulting
in larger amplitudes for the F quantity.

In summary, the analysis of the sign of F can give us
an indication of a theoretical bound on the α parameter,
which seems to exclude the most negative ones despite

its degeneracy with wQ. While here we have shown the
evolution of F up to early times, datasets used to mea-
sure the cross-correlation of the CMB with tracers of the
Large-Scale Structure (LSS) of the Universe are limited to
low redshift (z ' 1). The latter include data from WISE,
SDSS, SuperCOSMOS and NVSS. Future surveys such as
Euclid, LSST and SKA may provide accurate data to mea-
sure this cross-correlation and set stringent bounds on the
f(Q) model and, more generally, to any dark energy and
modified gravity model.

7. Conclusion

We have studied the dynamics of linear cosmological
perturbations in the f(Q) gravity model. Rather than
fixing a specific functional form for f(Q), we used the
designer approach, which allowed us to reconstruct the
form of the f(Q) function associated to a chosen expan-
sion history. We have introduced the parameter α which
characterizes the family of solutions of f(Q). This is one
of the main results of this paper, being the first time the
designer approach is applied to f(Q) gravity. To this ex-
tent, we have selected three effective equations of state,
wQ, for the effective dark energy component associated to
Q, namely wQ = −1, wQ = w0 and a fast varying equation
of state. These choices are dictated not only by the aim
of exploring different evolutions of f(Q) models with red-
shift but also by the aim of studying a possible degeneracy
between α and the parameters characterizing wQ.

We have provided theoretical predictions for a large
set of linear phenomena: the linear growth of structures,
which included f̃σ8, and the cross-correlation between the
CMB and galaxy surveys. These physical quantities have
one common denominator: the effective gravitational cou-
pling, which is equal to the light deflection parameter in
the f(Q) gravity. Deviations of these parameters from the
standard scenario can then affect many observables and as
such only a global study of the latter can allow us to draw
some general conclusions.

For all observables investigated, we find that a differ-
ent expansion history can lead to a solution for the f(Q)
behaviour that is able to impact them significantly. Let us
summarize the main results in the following:

• We found a degeneracy between the α parameter and
those of wQ. In fact, we verified that in several oc-
casions either α or the wQ parameters can be tuned
in order to compensate or even reproduce the effect
of the other. As such, one advantage that comes
from using the designer approach is that an appro-
priate choice of datasets used to perform parameter
estimation with Monte Carlo Markov Chain meth-
ods can in principle break this degeneracy. Since
α does not enter in the background expansion his-
tory, the degeneracy can be mitigated by using ac-
curate background probes which strongly constrain
wQ, such that any effect at perturbations level needs
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to be modelled only with α. We also stress that us-
ing GWs standard sirens may help in breaking the
degeneracy as they can strongly constrain fQ [64].

• We found that large negative values of α, regardless
of the chosen expansion history, can be excluded.
These values indeed lead to a stronger gravity with
respect to ΛCDM and as such to an higher ampli-
tude for the f̃σ8, which are unlikely to be favoured
by RSD data only. Furthermore, models character-
ized by large negative values of α show a negative
ISW-galaxy cross-correlation, which is excluded by
observations.

Nevertheless, let us note that negative values of α can
give rise to a lower ISW tail in the temperature-temperature
power spectrum [64], a feature that has been proved to be
responsible for a better fit to CMB data for some MG
models when compared to ΛCDM [45, 46], and which has
recently been confirmed to be true for the case of a f(Q)
model with an exact ΛCDM background [65]. Therefore,
while large negative values might be excluded this is not
the case for small negative ones.

In conclusion, this type of phenomenological analysis
of f(Q) models provides insight on the types of devia-
tions that might be expected on cosmological observables
and that can be used to distinguish it from the ΛCDM
scenario. Therefore it will be of interest to constrain the
designer f(Q) gravity from the combined data analysis of
LSS, CMB, BAO and SNIa.
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