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We reconstruct the cosmological background evolution under the scenario of dynamical dark
energy through the Gaussian process approach, using the latest Dark Energy Spectroscopic
Instrument (DESI) baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO) combined with other observations. Our
results reveal that the reconstructed dark-energy equation-of-state (EoS) parameter w(z) exhibits
the so-called quintom-B behavior, crossing −1 from phantom to quintessence regime as the universe
expands. We investigate under what situation this type of evolution could be achieved from the
perspectives of field theories and modified gravity. In particular, we reconstruct the corresponding
actions for f(R), f(T ), and f(Q) gravity, respectively. We explicitly show that, certain modified
gravity can exhibit the quintom dynamics and fit the recent DESI data efficiently, and for all cases
the quadratic deviation from the ΛCDM scenario is mildly favored.
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I. INTRODUCTION

With the era of precision cosmology (such as the latest
data release of Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument
(DESI) baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO) [1]), our un-
derstanding on the evolution of the universe has greatly
advanced. Astonishingly, the High Redshift Supernova
Team [2] and the Supernova Cosmology Project [3] dis-
covered that distant Type Ia supernovae (SN Ia) were
accelerating away at an increasing pace, following which
further evidence from the Cosmic Microwave Background
(CMB) [4], BAO [5–7], and large-scale structure survey
[8–10] confirmed the accelerating expansion as well. This
led to the concept of dark energy, responsible for such a
phenomenon, but the underlying nature remains myste-
rious. Facing to the aforementioned phenomenon, there
are growing interests in various cosmological models. De-
spite of the simplest version of the cosmological constant
Λ, there are many other candidate scenarios, namely dy-
namical dark energy models [11–14]. Some implementa-
tions of dynamical dark energy are known as scalar-field
models, including quintessence [15, 16], phantom [17],
quintom [18], K-essence [19, 20] and so on. The feature
shared by all these models is a time-evolving equation-of-
state (EoS) w. For quintessence, the value of w is always
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larger than −1, while for phantom w < −1. Meanwhile,
w can cross −1, thereby enabling the description of a
broader range of cosmological evolution in quintom cos-
mology [21–24]. To be specific, in the quintom-A scenario
w is arranged to evolve from above −1 at early times to
below −1 at late times; while, in quintom-B w changes
from the phantom phase to the quintessence phase as the
universe expands. Note that, in general the realization of
quintom-B is challenging when compared to quintom-A
[25, 26].

It is worth mentioning that, some observations put
hints on an existence of the negative-valued effective en-
ergy density of dark energy at high redshifts [27–34],
which poses a challenge to the scalar field theory of dark
energy, as it violates the null energy condition [26, 35, 36].
Theoretically, modified gravity [37] can be a framework
to provide an alternative explanation for the above issue.
Particularly, in modified gravity the additional terms rel-
ative to general relativity can behave as a component
with the dynamical EoS, and thus can serve as an ef-
fective form of dynamical dark energy. One can develop
curvature-based extended gravitational theories, such as
f(R) gravity [38–42]. Modified gravity theories can also
be constructed based on other geometric gravity equiv-
alent to general relativity. Starting from the torsion-
based Teleparallel Equivalent of General Relativity, one
can extend it to f(T ) gravity [43–46]. The extensions
of Symmetric Teleparallel Equivalent of General Relativ-
ity based on non-metricity leads to f(Q) gravity [47, 48].
These theories have been widely studied in cosmological
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frameworks [49–52].
Confronted with the landscape of theoretical upsurge

such as the physical meaning of dark energy, and the
gravitational descriptions underpinning the geometry of
the universe, there is an urgent need for observational
guidance to steer the course of theoretical development.
BAO data act as a powerful tool for probing cosmic dis-
tances, and play a pivotal role in the study of dark energy
properties. Previous works had found implications of dy-
namical dark energy: 3.5σ evidence by using Bayesian
Method with the data from SDSS DR7, BOSS and Wig-
gleZ [53–56]. Recently, the release of DESI provided
measurements of the transverse comoving distance and
Hubble rate, showing a possible tension with respect to
the ΛCDM scenario at the level of 3.9σ [1]. Combining
the DESI data with CMB and Supernova, provides in-
dications of a deviation from a cosmological constant in
favor of dynamical dark energy in Ref. [57]. Thus, con-
frontation with DESI data has attracted the interest of
the community, suggesting interacting dark energy [58],
quintessence scalar fields [59, 60], dark radiation [61], and
other scenarios beyond ΛCDM paradigm [62–68].

In this work, we take full advantage of the most re-
cent DESI data to reconstruct the dynamic evolution of
our universe via the model-independent Gaussian pro-
cess. We explain the quintom behavior of w(z) within the
framework of modifications of gravity, including f(R),
f(T ), and f(Q) theories, then reconstruct the corre-
sponding involved unknown function.

II. DYNAMICAL EVOLUTION AND QUINTOM
COSMOLOGY

BAO measurements are conducted across various red-
shift intervals, thereby enabling the imposition of con-
straints upon the cosmological parameters that regulate
the distance-redshift relationship. The DESI BAO data
includes tracers luminous red galaxy (LRG), emission line
galaxies (ELG) and the Lyman-α forest (Lyα QSO) in
a redshift range 0.1 ≤ z ≤ 4.2 [69, 70]. The prelim-
inary data includes quantities of DM(z)/rd, DH(z)/rd
and DV(z)/rd within 7 distinct redshift bins. Here rd
is the drag-epoch sound horizon and the transverse co-
moving distance DM(z) = rd/∆θ, equivalent distance
DH(z) = c/H(z) and angle-average distance DV(z) =
(zD2

M(z)DH(z))
1/3. For later reconstruction we use the

5 DH(z)/rd data and assume no derivation from ΛCDM
at high redshift, thus imposing rd = 147.09 ± 0.26 Mpc
[4] obtained from CMB to directly calibrating the BAO
standard ruler.

To investigate the impact of the DESI data on the
dark-energy EoS parameter, we consider three scenarios:
in the first case, we exclusively utilize the distance data
from DESI to reconstruct the evolution of the Hubble pa-
rameter with redshift. As a control sample, the second
group consists solely of data from SDSS and WiggleZ,
which serves to verify whether the results from DESI in-

deed provide stronger evidence for models featuring dy-
namical dark energy. For the third scenario, we combine
the DESI data with complementary datasets [6, 71–73]
from SDSS and WiggleZ. All the samples we used includ-
ing five DESI data and previous BAO (P-BAO) data are
listed in the Supplementary materials Section A. The co-
variance matrix of all the data points are assumed to be
diagonal. To validate this assumption, we combine in-
dependent datasets: WiggleZ [74], BOSS DR12 [5], and
eBOSS DR16 [75–80]. The reconstruction result of w
exhibit comparable behavior, differing by approximately
15% from subsequent results, which indicates that this
assumption is sufficiently robust.
In order to reconstruct the history of cosmic dynam-

ics evolution from the BAO data, we perform a model-
independent reconstruction of the Hubble parameter by
using the Gaussian process. The Gaussian process is a
stochastic procedure to acquire a Gaussian distribution
over functions from observational data [81], which has
been widely used for the function reconstruction in cos-
mology [82–92]. The distribution of the function at dif-
ferent redshifts is related by the covariance function with
hyperparameters. We reconstruct the evolution func-
tion of H(z) and its derivative through Gaussian Process
in Python (GAPP) based on the exponential covariance

function k (x, x′) = σ2
f e

−(x−x′)
2
/(2l2), where the σf and l

are the hyperparameters [93].
By applying the GAPP steps, we obtain the recon-

structed H(z) function which is depicted in Fig. 1. The
black curve denotes the mean value of the reconstruc-
tion by using DESI and P-BAO data, while the light
blue shaded zones indicate the allowed regions at 1σ
confidence level. Furthermore, the ΛCDM model has
been depicted with the dash line, imposing the best fit
H0 = 68.52 ± 0.62 km s−1Mpc−1 in [1]. One can read
that, at low redshift it can fit the reconstruction result by
using DESI and P-BAO data well, but at high redshift
the differences are statistically significant, as the ΛCDM
results are higher than those derived from reconstruc-
tion. Meanwhile, the mean values of the reconstructed
H(z) by using DESI or P-BAO only is also shown in the
figure. We find that the value HDESI

0 = 94.22±13.81 km
s−1Mpc−1 which results from only DESI is too high to
fit CMB or SNIa observations. This suggests that due to
the limited number of BAO data points from DESI, there
is an absence of information for low redshift bins. More-
over, we also acquire the H0 values from the reconstruc-
tion processes for other two cases, which are HP−BAO

0 =

63.08±2.94 km s−1Mpc−1, HDESI+P−BAO
0 = 64.64±2.52

km s−1Mpc−1, respectively.
Surprisingly, we notice that the DESI data point

around z = 0.51 is much higher than the range of 1σ
allowed by the reconstruction result. Actually, the DESI
data near z = 0.51 is 2.44σ away from the P-BAO only
result and 2.42σ away from DESI + P-BAO. This unex-
pected phenomenon is also mentioned in Refs. [58, 64],
and if it indeed arises from systematics, a possible ex-
planation would be statistical fluctuations. Thus, in the
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future we may need more observational data at z = 0.51
to extract more precise results.
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FIG. 1: The reconstructed H(z) arising from DESI and P-
BAO data through Gaussian process, without imposing the
value of H0. The black curve denotes the mean value, while
the light blue shaded zones indicate the allowed regions at
1σ confidence level for DESI + P-BAO. The dashed line
corresponds to the ΛCDM scenario with the best fit value
H0 = 68.52± 0.62 km s−1Mpc−1 of Ref. [1], while the mean
value of the reconstructed H(z) from DESI only or P-BAO
only are additionally presented with the brown and pink curves
respectively.

We then use the H(z) function presented above to re-
construct the dark-energy EoS. Following the Friedmann
equations, one can easily define the dark-energy EoS as

w =
−2Ḣ − 3H2 − pm

3H2 − ρm
, (1)

where c ≡ 8πG ≡ 1 is adopted. ρm and pm are the en-
ergy density and pressure of the matter sector (baryonic
plus cold dark matter), assuming it to be a perfect fluid.
One can easily find ρm = 3H3

0Ωm0(1 + z)3 by using the
continuity equation of matter ρ̇m + 3H(ρm + pm) = 0,
where Ωm0 = 0.3153± 0.0073 is the present value of the
matter density parameter measured by Planck [4].

The reconstructed w(z) for different data set is shown
in Fig. 2. It is worth emphasizing that our reconstruc-
tion method, namely the Gaussian process, is model-
independent, which implies that we do not need to pa-
rameterize the evolution of w as priors. Hence, we can
obtain the evolution characteristics and behavior of w in
a model-independent way. The mean values of w(z) given
by the three sets of data, all tend towards dynamical evo-
lution. The results show that w has a tendency to cross
zero for DESI data only, resulting from the divergence
when the effective dark energy density crosses zero. For
the result from P-BAO or the combined data, w exhibits
a quintom-B behavior, which implies that it can cross
−1 from the phantom phase to the quintessence phase.
Further, we calculate the confidence of the quintom-B
dynamics using the Monte Carlo simulation and obtain

results of 0.93σ and 0.78σ for P-BAO only and DESI +
P-BAO, which shall be better constrained by combining
CMB and SN Ia data. The crossing redshift, in which
w crosses −1, is found to be 1.80, 2.18 for P-BAO only
and DESI + P-BAO respectively, which indicate that
the presence of DESI data can increase the value of w
at high redshifts since the value of H at z = 2.33 from
DESI is also larger than other data at the same redshift.
It is worth noting that a similar quintom-B behavior of
dark energy has also been found in previous articles [57],
however the difference is that here we use BAO data to
reconstruct w in a model-independent way, while in that
work they used SN Ia data to perform the Monte Carlo
Markov Chain method by assuming the evolution of w.
Additionally, we find a different value for the crossing z.
Meanwhile the results also show that ΛCDM scenario is
beyond the 1σ allowed regions at low redshifts for both
P-BAO only and DESI + P-BAO.
Additionally, with the green curve in Fig. 2 we de-

pict the best-fit result of w0-wa parametrization, namely
w = w0 +wa(1− a) where w0, wa are free parameters. It
is evident that while the best fit of w0-wa parametriza-
tion still falls within the reconstructed 1 σ region, it
deviates from the mean value, indicating that a sim-
ple parametrization of dark energy evolution using tra-
ditional w0-wa may not be sufficient. Therefore, higher
order terms beyond linear order need to be introduced.
To fit the model-independent reconstruction result of w,
we use the parametrization, namely

w(z) = a+ bz + cz2 + dz3, (2)

where a, b, c, d are dimensionless parameters. The pa-
rameter values are presented in Table I, while the best
fit curves are also shown in Fig. 2.

TABLE I: The a, b, c and d dimensionless parameter values
for best fitting, according to parametrization (2).

Data P-BAO DESI + P-BAO

a −0.73 −0.78

b 0.13 0.10

c 0.10 0.23

d −0.03 −0.11

It is worth emphasizing that according to the “No-Go”
theorem, the EoS parameters of a single scalar field is
forbidden to cross −1 [26, 94, 95]. Therefore, this recon-
struction results pose a significant challenge to the sin-
gle scalar field dark energy model. The quintom model
can be realized through various theories such as two
scalar fields [96, 97], spinor fields [98], string theory [99],
DHOST [100, 101] and Horndeski [102], more details are
available in [26]. Due to the “No-Go” theorem, the ex-
plicit construction of the quintom scenario is more com-
plex than that of other dynamical dark energy models.
The realization of the quintom scenario requires a non-
zero derivative of w near the crossing point. Also both



4

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
z

8

6

4

2

0

2

4

6
w

DESI only
CDM

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
z

2.00

1.75

1.50

1.25

1.00

0.75

0.50

0.25

0.00

w

zcross = 1.80

P-BAO only
CDM

best fit
w0 wa

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
z

2.00

1.75

1.50

1.25

1.00

0.75

0.50

0.25

0.00

w

zcross = 2.18

DESI + P-BAO
CDM

best fit
w0 wa

FIG. 2: The reconstructed dark-energy EoS parameter w(z) for different datasets. The black curve denotes the mean value,
while the light blue shaded zones indicate the allowed regions at 1σ confidence level. Additionally, we depict the best fit function
w(z) = a + bz + cz2 + dz3, for P-BAO only data (where a = −0.73, b = 0.13, c = −0.10, d = −0.03) and for DESI + P-BAO
data (where a = −0.78, b = −0.10, c = 0.23, d = −0.11). Furthermore, we depict the best-fit curves corresponding to w0-wa

parametrization by green curves. Finally, the red curve corresponds to the ΛCDM scenario in which w = −1. zcross marks the
point in which the phantom divide is crossed.

the background and perturbations of scalar field must be
stable and cross the boundary smoothly.

Meanwhile, the quintom model is widely used in the
early universe. In a bouncing universe scenario, the uni-
verse initially contracts to a non-vanishing minimal ra-
dius before entering a subsequent phase of expansion.
Following the bounce, as the universe transits into the
hot Big Bang era, the EoS must shift from w < −1 to
w > −1. This transition is characteristic of a quintom
scenario [103, 104]. The quintom dynamics can also be
utilized to realize cyclic cosmology [105] and emergent
universe [106–108], potentially providing a solution to the
singularity problem in the Big Bang cosmology.

One typical way to obtain a realization of the quintom-
like phenomenon is within two scalar fields theory, if we
combine one quintessence scalar field ϕ and one phan-
tom scalar field σ. In such a case, the EoS parameter of
quintom dark energy wq can be written as

wq =
pϕ + pσ
ρϕ + ρσ

=
1
2 ϕ̇

2 − Vϕ(ϕ)− 1
2 σ̇

2 − Vσ(σ)
1
2 ϕ̇

2 + Vϕ(ϕ)− 1
2 σ̇

2 + Vσ(σ)
, (3)

where Vϕ(ϕ), Vσ(σ) are the potentials for each scalar field
respectively. However, the appropriate potentials and
initial conditions to realize the quintom behavior is quiet
difficult to be chosen. Nevertheless, since phantom scalar
fields may exhibit problems at the quantum level [109,
110], it would be more natural and simpler to explain the
quintom behavior within modified gravity framework.

III. GRAVITATIONAL RECONSTRUCTION

For the gravitational reconstruction, we consider
metric-affine gravity [111], describing gravity with a met-
ric and a general affine connection. Such a general for-
mulation can reduce to f(R), f(T ), and f(Q) gravity
under certain conditions, based only on curvature, tor-
sion or non-metricity respectively. These three metric-

affine modified gravity theories constitute the geometric
trinity of gravity. The action for curvature f(R) gravity,
torsional f(T ) gravity and non-metric f(Q) gravity can
be uniformly expressed as [40, 43, 47]

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
1

2
f(X) + Lm

]
, (4)

where X represents R, T or Q, with R, T,Q the Ricci
scalar, torsion scalar and non-metricity scalar, Lm rep-
resents the matter Lagrangian density respectively. To
apply these modified gravity theories in a cosmologi-
cal framework, we consider the isotropic and homoge-
neous flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric
ds2 = dt2 − a(t)2(dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2 θdϕ2), with a(t)
the scale factor. The modified Friedmann equations can
be expressed effectively as

3H2 = ρm + ρde ,

−2Ḣ − 3H2 = pm + pde ,
(5)

where ρm and pm denote the energy density and pressure
of matter, and the effective energy density ρde and pres-
sure pde are in terms of the gravitational modifications.

In f(R) gravity, we have

ρde,R =
1

fR

[
1

2
(f −RfR)− 3HṘfRR

]
,

pde,R =
1

fR
(2HṘfRR + R̈fRR)

+
1

fR

[
Ṙ2fRRR − 1

2
(f −RfR)

]
,

(6)

where R = −12H2 − 6Ḣ and fR = df/dR, fRR =
d2f/dR2, and accordingly the effective dark-energy EoS
is w ≡ pde,R/ρde,R.

Similarly, in f(T ) gravity, we have the torsional energy
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FIG. 3: The reconstructed F (X) for different datasets, with F (X) = f(X) − X, where X represents R, T or Q, and with
X0 the current value. The black curve denotes the mean value, while the light blue shaded zones indicate the allowed regions
at 1σ confidence level. The upper panels show the result of F (R) gravity, while the lower panels show the result of F (T )
or F (Q) gravity (since they coincide at the background level for FRW geometry within the coincident gauge). We use the
parametrization (8), i.e., F (X)/X0 = A+BX/X0 +CX2/X2

0 , to fit the reconstruction result, with the parameter values shown
in Table II for P-BAO only and DESI + BAO data set, respectively. Additionally, the red line depicts the ΛCDM scenario,
with ΛP−BAO = 0.7× 3H2 P−BAO

0 and ΛDESI+P−BAO = 0.7× 3H2 DESI+P−BAO
0 .

density and pressure as

ρde,T = −1

2
F + TFT ,

pde,T =
F − TFT + 2T 2FTT

2 + 2FT + 4TFTT
,

(7)

where we have introduced f(T ) = T + F (T ) for con-
venience, and with T = −6H2, and thus the effective
dark-energy EoS parameter is w ≡ pde,T/ρde,T. For f(Q)
gravity within coincident gauge, in the FRW metric at
the background level, where Q = −6H2, the correspond-
ing expressions can be obtained from the one of f(T )
gravity, with the replacement T → Q.

Since we have reconstructed the evolution of the dark-
energy EoS parameter from the data, and we have ex-
pressed it in terms of the modified gravity involved func-
tion, based on H(z) and its derivative we can straightfor-
wardly obtain the reconstruction of these functions too
in a nearly model-independent way. The details are pro-
vided in the Supplementary materials Section B. Then,
from the Supplementary materials Section B we can re-
construct the evolution of f(z) with H(z) and H ′(z) in
f(X) cosmology. Afterwards, based on the relationship
between X and H(z), we can obtain f as the recon-
structed function of X. The relation between f(X) and
X, using the reconstructed H(z) results for P-BAO only
and DESI + P-BAO from Fig. 1, are presented in Fig. 3.

We mention that we do not use the DESI only result
to obtain the reconstruction, since the H(z) at low red-
shift does not behave very efficient. And we find the re-
construction results indicate f(X) beyond the standard
ΛCDM. We know that as the universe evolves, the abso-
lute value of R, T or Q gradually decreases, which implies
that in the late-time universe we can always perform a
polynomial expansion of the gravitational actions f(X),
re-expressing them as a sum of different series. However,
such a description in the late-time universe is only an ef-
fective description of the original action [112]. In order to
fit the reconstructed results of f(X), we use the function
form

F (X)/X0 = A+BX/X0 + CX2/X2
0 , (8)

where F (X) = f(X) − X characterizes the derivation
from general relativity, and A,B,C are dimensionless pa-
rameters with X0 represents the value of X at current
time. Finally, in Table II we provide the parameter values
for different metric-affine theories and different datasets.
As we can see, in all cases, the quadratic deviation from
ΛCDM scenario is mildly favoured by the data.
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TABLE II: The best-fit parameter values for the modified
gravity parametrization (8), namely for f(R), f(T ), f(Q)
gravity with quadratic corrections.

Model f(R) f(T ) or f(Q)

Data P-BAO DESI + P-BAO P-BAO DESI + P-BAO

A −0.601 −0.531 0.808 0.791

B 0.0342 0.00782 −0.0848 −0.0833

C 0.00391 0.00554 0.00261 0.000916

IV. CONCLUSION

The latest cosmological data released by DESI collab-
oration provides new insights for the exploration of the
universe. In this work, we use the Hubble parameter data
provided by DESI BAO and previous BAO observations
to reconstruct the cosmological evolution of dynamical
dark energy using Gaussian process, which indicates a
quintom-B dynamics for dark energy. Then we realize
this scenario within modified gravity theories and recon-
struct the corresponding action functions under the f(R),
f(T ), and f(Q) frameworks.
As a first step we reconstruct the Hubble parameter

H(z) and the EoS parameter w(z) for dynamical dark
energy. We find that due to the lack of low-redshift in-
formation, the five BAO data points from DESI alone are
insufficient to provide a complete picture of cosmic evo-
lution. Additionally, the value of DESI data at z = 0.51
is beyond the 1σ allowed regions of the reconstructed
H(z) function. In particular, it is 2.44σ and 2.42σ away
from the P-BAO only and DESI + P-BAO result, re-
spectively. Interestingly, both P-BAO only and DESI
+ P-BAO datasets indicate that w exhibits a quintom-
B behavior, crossing −1 from phantom to quintessence
regime. The inclusion of data from DESI shifts the cross-
ing point of w towards a higher redshift, namely from
1.80 to 2.18. The best fit function of the reconstructed
w is also given. In order to explain such a quintom-B
behavior, we choose the metric-affine modified gravity
theory. Particularly, we derive the iterative relationship
of the function f with respect to z. Subsequently, the
corresponding functions f(R), f(T ), and f(Q) can be
obtained using the reconstruction results of H(z) and
its high-order derivatives. Furthermore, we provide the
best fit functions, and in all cases the quadratic deviation
from ΛCDM diagram is mildly favored. We conclude that
these modified gravity theories can yield the dynamical
dark energy scenarios inclined by BAO.

It has been 20 years since the conception of quintom
dark energy was first proposed [18]. This nontrivial
phenomenon indicate the potentially dynamical nature
of the late-time cosmic acceleration which renew the
understanding about our universe. Now the recent

DESI data release seems to hint on the quintom-B
behavior and challenge the ΛCDM paradigm. While
accumulated observational data is expected to bolster
the corresponding confidence level, this magnificent phe-
nomenon already pave the way for observational tests of
the quintom-B theoretical framework. Modified gravity
or other possible theories as alternative mechanisms
hold promise for being tested as well. Although current
research is still far from conclusively deciding the nature
of gravitational theory, our work fosters a bridge for
future precise cosmological observations and theoretical
mechanisms.
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Appendix A: DESI and BAO data

TABLE III: A list of BAO datasets used in this work, namely the values of H(z) (in units of km s−1Mpc−1) and their errors
σH at redshift z.

Survey Index zeff H(z) + σH Reference

1 0.51 97.21± 2.83

2 0.71 101.57± 3.04

DESI 3 0.93 114.07± 2.24 [1]

4 1.32 147.58± 4.49

5 2.33 239.38± 4.80

6 0.24 79.69± 2.99 [113]

7 0.30 81.70± 6.22 [114]

8 0.31 78.17± 6.74 [115]

9 0.34 83.17± 6.74 [113]

10 0.35 82.70± 8.40 [116]

11 0.36 79.93± 3.39 [115]

12 0.38 81.50± 1.90 [5]

13 0.40 82.04± 2.03 [115]

14 0.43 86.45± 3.68 [113]

15 0.44 82.60± 7.80 [74]

Previous 16 0.44 84.81± 1.83 [115]

BAO 17 0.48 87.79± 2.03 [115]

18 0.56 93.33± 2.32 [115]

19 0.57 87.60± 7.80 [10]

20 0.57 96.80± 3.40 [117]

21 0.59 98.48± 3.19 [115]

22 0.60 87.90± 6.10 [74]

23 0.61 97.30± 2.10 [5]

24 0.64 98.82± 2.99 [115]

25 0.978 113.72± 14.63 [118]

26 1.23 131.44± 12.42 [118]

27 1.48 153.81± 6.39 [79]

28 1.526 148.11± 12.71 [118]

29 1.944 172.63± 14.79 [118]

30 2.30 224± 8 [119]

31 2.36 226.0± 8.00 [120]

32 2.40 227.8± 5.61 [121]

In this Appendix, and in particular in Table III, we provide the Hubble parameter H(z) used in this article, obtained
from DESI and previous BAO observations like SDSS and WiggleZ.



8

Appendix B: Reconstruction method

In this Appendix we provide the details of the reconstruction procedure. In the case of f(R) gravity we use the
approximation

fR ≡ df(R)

dR
=

df/dz

dR/dz
=

f ′

R′

f ′(z) ≈ f(z +∆z)− f(z −∆z)

2∆z
(B1)

f ′′(z) ≈ f(z +∆z)− f(z) + f(z −∆z)

∆z2
,

where fR can be represented by f(z) and H(z). Furthermore, we can extract the recursive relation between the
f(zi+1), f (zi) and f(zi−1) as

f(zi +∆z) =
( 12 + 6H2(−1−z)

R′∆z2 )f(zi) +
[
3H2−ρm

2R′∆z + R
4R′∆z − 3H2(−1−z)

R′∆z2 + 3H2R′′(−1−z)

2R′2∆z

]
f(zi −∆z)

3H2−ρm

2R′∆z + R
4R′∆z + 3H2(−1−z)

R′∆z2 − 3H2R′′(−1−z)

2R′2∆z

(B2)

where H is the value of the reconstructed H(z) at zi, ∆z = zi+1 − zi = zi − zi−1, and ρm = Ωm0 × 3H2
0 (1 + zi)

3.
In the case of f(T ) gravity we perform the similar approximation

FT ≡ dF (T )

dT
=

dF/dz

dT/dz
=

F ′

T ′ (B3)

F ′(z) ≈ F (z +∆z)− F (z)

∆z
, (B4)

and thus we can acquire [82, 83]

F (zi +∆z) = F (zi) + 6∆z
H ′ (zi)

H (zi)
·
[
H2 (zi)−H2

0Ωm0 (1 + zi)
3
+

F (zi)

6

]
. (B5)

Finally, as mentioned above, for f(Q) gravity we can change T to Q, since they share the same background evolution
under the coincident gauge in FRW geometry.
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