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Abstract

We construct Komar-type integrals for theories of gravity of higher order in the

Riemann curvature coupled to simple kinds of matter (scalar and vector fields) and

we use them to compute Smarr formulae for black-hole solutions in those theories.

The equivalence between f (R) and Brans-Dicke theories is used to argue that the

dimensionful parameters that appear in scalar potentials must be interpreted as

thermodynamical variables (pressures) and we give a general expression for their

conjugate potentials (volumes).
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Introduction

Komar integrals [1] provide a simple and economic way of computing the mass of
spacetimes admitting a timelike Killing vector, but, as shown in Ref. [2], they can
also be used to obtain Smarr formulae [3] relating the mass to the conserved charges.
Since the Smarr formula can be obtains from the first law of black-hole mechanics,
the terms that occur in it have a direct thermodynamical interpretation.1 This relation
and the presence of the cosmological constant in the Smarr formula [8, 9] hinted at
the interpretation of the cosmological constant as a thermodynamical “pressure” with
a conjugate thermodynamical potential (“volume”) which, in its turn, means that the
mass should be interpreted as an enthalpy rather than as an internal energy. This
realization, extended to other dimensionful parameters occurring in the action such as
the coefficients of the Lovelock terms [2], has lead to the discovery of a host of new
phenomena involving black holes, opening a new field that has been named black-hole
chemistry.2

The coupling to matter has not been considered in most of these developments. In
particular, no Komar integrals have been proposed for theories with matter fields, even
though one simply has to follow the recipe of Ref. [4] to construct them systematically
with the Noether charge.3 One of the reasons may be that the treatment of matter
fields in Refs. [5–7] is not valid for matter fields that have some kind of gauge freedom
(all matter fields but uncharged scalars, as a matter of fact), which leads to Noether
charges which are not gauge-invariant, for instance.

In this paper, in Section 1, we use the treatment of fields with gauge freedoms pro-
posed in Refs. [12–14] to find the Noether charge and to construct explicit expressions
for the Komar integral in theories of gravity of higher order in the Riemann curvature
minimally coupled to a Maxwell field (see also [15].) Additional fields of different
kinds can be treated in exactly the same way and we will work out in Section 2 a
few examples: General Relativity in presence of a cosmological constant in Section 2.1,
Lovelock gravities (studied in [2]) in Section 2.2, dilaton gravity in Section 2.3 and
f (R) gravities in Section 2.4. In particular, and as a test of our formulae, we will ob-
tain the Smarr formula for cosmological Reissner-Nordström-Tangherlini black holes
(more often known as d-dimensional Reissner-Nordström-(anti-)De Sitter black holes)
in Section 2.3.1.

The example of f (R) gravities is interesting and tractable. The action of these
theories contains a series of higher-order terms weighted by a dimensionful parameter,
as in general Lovelock gravities, which end up in the Smarr formula. By analogy with
the Lovelock case, it is natural to interpret those parameters thermodynamical variables
(“pressures”, again). The equivalence between f (R) and Brans-Dicke theories with a

1As shown in Ref. [4], Komar formulae can be obtained from the diffeomorphisms Noether charge
using the methods of Refs. [5–7].

2For reviews with many references see Refs. [10, 11].
3The recipe of Ref. [4] leads to a combination of surface and volume integrals, but, as we will see, the

volume integrals can always be rewritten as surface integrals.
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scalar potential determined by the dimensionful parameters suggests that, in a general
theory with a scalar potential, the dimensionful parameters that define it must have the
same interpretation. It is, then, tempting to extend the analogy to all the parameters
that define the theory as a deformation of the simplest one [16]. We will discuss this
proposal and future work in Section 3.

1 Derivation of the Komar charge

We are interested in general, diffeomorphism and gauge-invariant d-dimensional, the-
ories of metric gravity minimally coupled to arbitrary matter fields which, in particular,
can have gauge freedoms. However, for the sake of simplicity, we will just consider
a Maxwell field Aµ with field strength Fµν = 2∂[µAν], which suffices to illustrate the

treatment of the gauge transformations. We also set the overall factor of 16πG
(d)
N = 1

for the moment. Thus, we consider the action

S[g, A] =
∫

ddx

{

Lgrav −
1
4

√

|g|F2

}

. (1.1)

We assume that Sgrav[g] contains terms of arbitrary order in the Riemann curvature
tensor contracted using the metric.4

Under an arbitrary variation of the fields, the action behaves as

δS =
∫

{

δS

δgµν
δgµν +

δS

δAµ
δAµ + ∂µΘµ(g, δξ g, A, δξ A)

}

. (1.4)

Using the formalism of Ref. [17],5 the equations of motion and the total derivative can

4In our conventions, the Riemann tensor is defined as

Rµνρ
σ ≡ 2∂[µΓν]ρ

σ + 2Γ[µ|λ
σΓ|ν]ρ

λ , (1.2)

where Γµν
ρ is the Levi-Civita connection, whose components are the Christoffel symbols

Γµν
ρ =

{

ρ
µ ν

}

≡ 1
2 gρσ

{

∂µgνσ + ∂νgµσ − ∂σgµν
}

. (1.3)

5See also Ref. [15] for many results related to higher-order theories, in particular in relatio nto Wald’s
formalism.
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be written in the form

δS

δgµν
= 1

2 gµνLgrav − PµαβγRν
αβγ + 2∇(α∇β)P

αµβν + 1
2

√

|g| Tµν , (1.5a)

δS

δAµ
= ∂µ

(

√

|g|Fµν

)

, (1.5b)

Θµ(g, δg, A, δA) = 2Pµαβ
γδΓαβ

γ − 2∇γPγαµβδgαβ −
√

|g|FµνδAν . (1.5c)

with

Pµνρσ ≡
∂Lgrav

∂Rµνρσ
, (1.6a)

Tµν ≡ FµαFν
α −

1
4 gµνF2 , (1.6b)

δΓαβ
γ = 1

2 gγδ{∇αδgβδ +∇βδgαδ −∇δδgαβ} . (1.6c)

It follows from its definition that Pµνρσ shares the symmetries of the Riemann tensor
which, in particular, means that

P[µνρ]σ = 0 . (1.7)

Another important property is

P[µ|αβγR|ν]
αβγ = 0 . (1.8)

Now, we specialize this general expression to the case of diffeomorphisms gener-
ated by an infinitesimal vector field ξµ. The transformations of the fields are given
by

δξgµν = −£ξ gµν = −2∇(µξν) , (1.9a)

δξ Aµ = −Lξ Aµ , (1.9b)

where Lξ is a generalization of the standard Lie derivative £ξ that takes into account
the gauge freedoms of the matter fields and which is a combination of the standard
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Lie derivative £ξ and “compensating” gauge transformations with ξ-dependent gauge

parameters χξ , δχξ
.6 In the case of a Maxwell field,

χξ = ξµ Aµ − Pξ , (1.10)

where Pξ is such that, when ξ generates a symmetry of the whole field configuration
(in particular, it is a Killing vector), it satisfies the momentum-map equation

∂µPk = −kνFµν . (1.11)

Then,

Lξ Aµ = £ξ Aµ − δχξ
Aµ = ξν∂ν Aµ + ∂µξν Aν − ∂µ(ξ

ν Aν − Pξ)

= ξνFνµ + ∂µPξ ,

(1.12)

which vanishes identically for ξµ = kµ by virtue of the momentum-map Eq. (1.11).
Substituting these variations in Eq. (1.4) we get

δξS = −
∫

{

2
δS

δgµν
∇µξν +

δS

δAµ

(

ξνFνµ + ∂µPξ

)

− ∂µΘµ(g, δξ g, A, δξ A)

}

, (1.13)

where

Θµ(g, δξ g, A, δξ A) ≡ 2Pµαβ
γδΓαβ

γ − 2∇γPγαµβδgαβ −
√

|g|FµνδAν

= −4Pµαβγ∇β∇(αξγ) + 4∇γPγαµβ∇(αξβ)

+
√

|g|FµαFναξν +
√

|g|Fµν∂νPξ .

(1.14)

Integrating by parts the first term and using the identity

∇µ
δS

δgµν
= 1

2

√

|g|∇µTµν = 1
2

δS

δAα
Fνα , (1.15)

we get

δξS = −
∫

{

δS

δAµ
∂µPξ − ∂µ

[

Θµ(g, δξ g, A, δξ A)− 2
δS

δgµν
ξν

]}

. (1.16)

Integrating by parts again and using now the Noether identity associated to the
invariance under the gauge transformations δχ Aµ = ∂µχ, namely

6See Ref. [12] and references therein.
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∂µ
δS

δAµ
= 0 , (1.17)

we arrive at

δξS =
∫

∂µ

[

Θµ(g, δξ g, A, δξ A)− 2
δS

δgµν
ξν −

δS

δAµ
Pξ

]

. (1.18)

Finally, the invariance of the action under diffeomorphisms means that

δξS = −
∫

ddx∂µ (ξ
µL) , (1.19)

and we arrive at the following off-shell identity:

∂µ Jµ = 0 , (1.20)

where

Jµ = Θµ(g, δξ g, A, δξ A)− 2
δS

δgµν
ξν −

δS

δAµ
Pξ + ξµL

= −4Pµαβγ∇β∇(αξγ) + 4∇γPγαµβ∇(αξβ) + 2PµαβγRν
αβγξν − 4∇(α∇β)P

αµβνξν

− ∂ν

(

√

|g|FνµPξ

)

.

(1.21)
As expected, locally, one can find an antisymmetric Jαµ such that7

Jµ = ∂α Jαµ , (1.22)

and, restoring the overall normalization factor of (16πG
(d)
N )−1 in the action, it is given

by

Jαµ = −4∇βPαµβνξν + 2Pαµβν∇βξν −
1

16πG
(d)
N

√

|g|FαµPξ . (1.23)

Now, for a Killing vector that generates an isometry which also leaves invariant the
Maxwell field so we can use the momentum-map equation (1.11)

7The detailed calculation can be found in the Appendix.
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Jµ =
(

2PµαβγRν
αβγ − 4∇α∇βPαµβν

)

kν −
1

16πG
(d)
N

∂ν

(

√

|g|FνµPk

)

= Lkµ .

(1.24)

where we have used the equations of motion and the momentum-map equation
Generically, this current does not vanish on-shell because the Lagrangian is not

guaranteed to vanish on-shell. The fact that it does in pure Einstein gravity is what
makes it so easy to find the Komar integral in that case.

In the case of general Lovelock theories, where this problem arises even in absence
of matter coupling one may try to include volume terms to the Komar surface integral,
as proposed in Ref. [8]. There is, however, another possibility inspired in the solution
given in the same reference to the cosmological constant term: we can modify Jαµ to
absorb that term

J̃αµ = Jαµ − 2ωαµ , (1.25)

where ωαµ is a generalization of the Killing potential (density) introduced in Ref. [8]
defined by

∂αωαµ = 1
2Lkµ , (1.26)

and whose local existence is guaranteed by the Killing equation and the symmetry
condition

kµ∂µL = 0 , (1.27)

which must be satisfied if the diffeomorphism generated by kµ is a symmetry of the
complete solution.

We arrive, then, to the generalization of the Komar integral we were looking for:

K(Σd−2) ≡ (−1)d−1

2

∫

Σd−2

dd−2Σαµ
√

|g|
J̃αµ

= (−1)d−1
∫

Σd−2

dd−2Σαµ
√

|g|

{

Pαµβν∇βkν − 2∇βPαµβνkν −
1

32πG
(d)
N

√

|g|FαµPk − ωαµ

}

.

(1.28)
Although we have only considered one matter field, it is not difficult to adapt this

formula to include an uncharged scalar field with a scalar potential or a cosmological
constant term, which will only contribute to the Killing potential. In the Section 2 we
are going to study a few examples.
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2 Examples

2.1 General Relativity in presence of a cosmological constant

The action of this theory is

S[g] =
1

16πG
(d)
N

∫

ddx
√

|g| {R − (d − 2)Λ} . (2.1)

We have normalized the cosmological constant so that the equation of motion is8

Rµν = Λgµν , (2.2)

in any dimension. This means that, on-shell,

L/
√

|g| = 2Λ . (2.3)

We can define ωαµ by the equation

∇αωαµ = Λkµ , (2.4)

to get a simpler expression.
The Pαµβν associated to the Einstein-Hilbert term is

Pαµβν =
1

16πG
(d)
N

√

|g|gαµ βν , where gαµ βν ≡ 1
2

(

gαβgµν − gανgµβ
)

, (2.5)

and taking into account all these terms we arrive to the integral

K(Σd−2) =
(−1)d−1

16πG
(d)
N

∫

Σd−2
dd−2Σαµ [∇

αξµ − ωαµ] , (2.6)

which, up to normalization, is the integral proposed in Ref. [8] and which reduces to
the standard Komar integral [1] in absence of cosmological constant.

We can use this Komar integral to find the Smarr formula for Schwarzschild-(a-
)DS black holes following Ref. [2, 4], but we will obtain it as a particular case of the
Smarr formula for cosmological Reissner-Nordström-Tangherlini black holes that we
will derive in Section 2.3.1.

8Our cosmological constant is, therefore, related to that in Ref. [9] by ΛKRT = (d−2)
2 Λ.
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2.2 Lovelock gravities

Lovelock gravities are characterized by the Lagrangian densities [18]

Lk =

√

|g|

16πGN
(d)

gα1···α2k β1···β2k Rα1α2 β1β2
· · · Rα2k−1α2k β2k−1β2k

=

√

|g|

16πGN
(d)

Rα1α2
[α1α2 · · · Rα2k−1α2k

α2k−1α2k] ,

(2.7)

where k = 0, 1, . . ., which are non-trivial kinetic terms for the metric only for 0 <

2k < d. The case k = 0 corresponds to the cosmological constant term of the previous
example with Λ = −1/(d − 2). It plays a non-trivial role when it is combined with
other terms.

We just need to compute

P
µνρσ
k =

k
√

|g|

16πGN
(d)

gµνα3···α2k ρσβ3···β2k Rα3α4 β3β4
· · · Rα2k−1α2k β2k−1β2k

=
k
√

|g|

16πGN
(d)

gµν [ρσRα3α4
α3α4 · · · Rα2k−1α2k

α2k−1α2k] , (2.8a)

∇µPµνρσ = 0 , (2.8b)

to get the equations of motion (up to an overall factor)

kGk µν − 1
2 gµνGk ρ

ρ = 0 , (2.9)

where

Gk µν ≡ gµρ [στRα3α4
α3α4 · · · Rα2k−1α2k

α2k−1α2k]Rν
ρστ , (2.10a)

⇒ Gk ρ
ρ =

16πGN
(d)

√

|g|
Lk . (2.10b)

The trace is proportional to the Lagrangian and, therefore, the equations of motion
are equivalent to

Gk µν = 0 , (2.11)

which means that the Lagrangian vanishes on-shell. This leads immediately to

9



Kk(Σd−2) =
(−1)d−1k

16πGN
(d)

∫

Σd−2
dd−2Σα1α2∇

[α1ξα2 Rα3α4
α3α4 · · · Rα2k−1α2k

α2k−1α2k] , (2.12)

which is, up to normalization, the Komar integral proposed in Ref. [8].
If we consider a linear combination of Lovelock terms with constant coefficients αk

9

L = ∑
k=0

αkL
k , (2.13)

the equations of motion are linear combinations of the kth equations of motion

∑
k

αk

[

Gk µν − 1
2k gµνGk ρ

ρ

]

= 0 , (2.14)

and the trace, which is not proportional to the Lagrangian anymore, gives the equation

L
on−shell

=
2

d ∑
k=0

kαkL
k . (2.15)

This relation can be used to eliminate one term from L, typically the one of highest
order, k = m. If m 6= d/2, the result is

L
on−shell

=
2

d

m 6=d/2

∑
k

2(m − k)

2m − d
αkL

k . (2.16)

If m = d/2, the highest order term is topological and we can eliminate the next one, of
order k = m − 1. The result is

L
on−shell

= −
d/2

∑
k

2(d − 2 − 2k)αkL
k . (2.17)

The Komar integral for these theories takes, then, the form

K(Σd−2) =































m 6=d/2

∑
k

αkK
k(Σd−2) + (−1)d

m 6=d/2

∑
k

2(m − k)

2m − d
αk

∫

Σd−2
dd−2Σαµωk αµ ,

m=d/2

∑
k

αkK
k(Σd−2) + (−1)d−1

d/2

∑
k

2(d − 2 − 2k)αk

∫

Σd−2
dd−2Σαµωk αµ ,

(2.18)
where the ωk αµ satisfy the equations

9Now, as we said, the k = 0 term becomes relevant and the constant α0 = −(d − 2)Λ.
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∇αωk αµ =
16πGN

(d)

√

|g|
Lk , (2.19)

where each of the Lagrangian densities Lk has to be evaluated on-shell.
Using these Komar integrals we can recover the results of Refs. [2, 4] on the Smarr

formula for black holes in these theories. We refer the reader to those articles for
further details.

2.3 Dilaton gravity

The action of dilaton gravity, to which we have added a scalar potential, is given (in
the Einstein frame) by

S[g, A, φ] =
1

16πG
(d)
N

∫

ddx
√

|g|
{

R + 2(∂φ)2 − 1
4e−2aφF2 − V(φ)

}

, (2.20)

where a is a constant parameter. This example includes the one considered in Sec-
tion 2.1 if we set to zero the scalar and Maxwell fields and replace the scalar potential
by (d − 2)Λ.

Pµνρσ is, again, the one associated to the Einstein-Hilbert term Eq. (2.5). The scalar
field has no gauge freedom and, therefore,

K(Σd−2) =
(−1)d−1

16πG
(d)
N

∫

Σd−2
dd−2Σαµ

[

∇αξµ − ωαµ − 1
2e−2aφFαµPk

]

, (2.21)

where Pk satisfies the same momentum-map equation (1.11) but, now, ωαµ satisfies the
equation

∇αωαµ =
8πG

(d)
N

√

|g|
Lkµ , (2.22)

where the Lagrangian

8πG
(d)
N

√

|g|
L = 1

2

{

R + 2(∂φ)2 − 1
4e−2aφF2 − V(φ)

}

, (2.23)

has to be evaluated on-shell.
The trace of the Einstein equation gives

R + 2(∂φ)2 =
(d − 4)

4(d − 2)
e−2aφF2 +

d

(d − 2)
V(φ) , (2.24)

and the on-shell Lagrangian is given by

11



8πG
(d)
N

√

|g|
L

on−shell
= −

1

2(d − 2)
e−2aφF2 +

1

(d − 2)
V(φ) . (2.25)

Non-trivial asymptotically-De Sitter and anti-De Sitter dilaton black holes with an
ad hoc dilaton potential in 4 and higher dimensions have been constructed in Refs. [19]
and [20], respectively. They are quite complicated to handle and, therefore, we will just
consider the d-dimensional cosmological Reissner-Nordström-Tangherlini black holes
(more often known as d-dimensional Reissner-Nordström-(anti-)De Sitter black holes)
[21]. In Section 2.4 we will consider also Schwarzschild-(a-)DS solutions.

2.3.1 Cosmological Reissner-Nordström-Tangherlini black holes

These solutions take the simple form

ds2 = Wdt2 − W−1dr2 − r2dΩ2
(d−2) ,

W = 1 −
2m

rd−3
+

( q

rd−3

)2
−

Λ

(d − 1)
r2 ,

A =

√

2(d − 2)

(d − 3)

q

rd−3
dt ,

(2.26)

where the parameters m and q, introduced to simplify the expressions, are related to
the ADM mass, M and to the canonically-normalized electric charge, Q, by

m = γM , q =

√

2(d − 2)

(d − 3)
γQ , γ ≡

8πG
(d)
N

(d − 2)ω(d−2)
. (2.27)

We are going to focus on the aDS (Λ < 0) case for simplicity, since in that case there
is only one horizon at r = rh, which is the value of the r at which W(rh) = 0.

In order to find the Smarr formula for these black holes, following Ref. [2, 4], we
integrate the divergence of the integrand of the Komar integral (which vanishes iden-
tically, by construction) on a hypersurface whose boundary is the disjoint union of a
spatial section of the event horizon and spatial infinity. Stokes’ theorem tells us that
the Komar integrals over the two disjoint components of the boundary must be equal.
This is the basis of the Smarr formula. Let us compute each of these integrals.

First of all, the Komar integral can be obtained from Eq. (2.21) and reads

K(Σd−2) =
(−1)d−1

8πG
(d)
N

∫

Σd−2
dd−2Σαµ

[

∇αξµ − ωαµ − 1
4 FαµPk

]

, (2.28)

where ωαµ satisfies

12



∇αωαµ =

[

−
1

4(d − 2)
F2 + Λ

]

kµ , (2.29)

and where kµ = δµ
t. This equation reduces to

1

rd−2

(

rd−2ωrt
)′

=
(d − 3)q2

r2(d−2)
+ Λ , (2.30)

and is solved by

−ωtr = −
q2

r2(d−3)+1
+

Λ

(d − 1)
r + αrh

(rh

r

)d−2
, (2.31)

where the last term has been added, using the notation of Ref. [8], to reflect the possi-
bility of adding the dual of an exact (d − 2)-form to ω.

The momentum map equation (1.11) is solved by Pk = At and

− 1
2 FtrPk =

(d − 2)q2

r2(d−3)+1
. (2.32)

Finally,

∇[tkr] = 1
2W ′ =

(d − 3)m

rd−2
−

(d − 2)q2

2r2(d−3)+1
−

Λ

(d − 1)
r , (2.33)

and, integrating over a sphere of constant radius r

(−1)d−1
∫

Sd−2
r

dd−2Σtr = ω(d−2)r
d−2 , (2.34)

we have

K(Sd−2
r ) =

(−1)d−1

8πG
(d)
N

∫

Sd−2
r

dd−2Σtr

[

(d − 3)m

rd−2
+

(d − 4)q2

2(d − 3)r2(d−3)+1
+ αrh

(rh

r

)d−2
]

=

[

(d − 3)M

(d − 2)
+

(d − 4)γQ2

(d − 3)2r(d−3)
+

αrd−1
h

(d − 2)γ

]

r→∞
−→

(d − 3)M

(d − 2)
+

αrd−1
h

(d − 2)γ
.

(2.35)
The integral on the horizon at r = rh is easy to compute realizing that

1
2W ′(rh) = κ , (2.36)

the surface gravity. Then,
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K(Sd−2
rh

) =
ω(d−2)r

d−2
h

8πG
(d)
N

[

κ +
(d − 3)q2

r
2(d−3)+1
h

+
Λ

(d − 1)
rh + αrh

]

=
κA

8πG
(d)
N

+
(d − 3)

(d − 2)
ΦQ − 2

ΘΛ

8πG
(d)
N

+
αrd−1

h

(d − 2)γ
,

(2.37)
where

Φ ≡ Pk(rh) =

√

2(d − 2)

(d − 3)

q

rd−3
h

, (2.38a)

Θ ≡ 1
2

ω(d−2)r
d−1
h

d − 1
, (2.38b)

are the electric potential of the black-hole horizon and the thermodynamic potential
conjugate to the cosmological constant, respectively.

Equating K(Sd−2
∞ ) and K(Sd−2

rh
) we arrive at the Smarr formula

(d − 3)M

(d − 2)
=

κA

8πG
(d)
N

+
(d − 3)

(d − 2)
ΦQ − 2

ΘΛ

8πG
(d)
N

. (2.39)

Observe that correct factors in the ΦQ term are obtained only when the contribution
from the F2 term to ωαµ and contribution from the FαµPk are taken into account.

2.4 f (R) gravity

f (R) gravities,10 although equivalent to a Brans-Dicke theory with scalar potential, can
also be used to illustrate the use of the Komar integral Eq. (1.28). It will also help us to
make an interesting point on black-hole thermodynamics.

These theories are defined by a Lagrangian density of the form

L =

√

|g|

16πG
(d)
N

f (R) , (2.40)

where f (R) is a function of the Ricci scalar. We just need to compute

Pαµβν =

√

|g|

16πG
(d)
N

gαµ βν f ′ , (2.41a)

∇ρPαµβν =

√

|g|

16πG
(d)
N

gαµ βν∇ρ f ′ , (2.41b)

10For a review with many references, see Ref. [22].
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where f ′ is the derivative of the function f with respect to its argument.
Then, Eq. (1.5a) gives the Einstein equations

16πG
(d)
N

√

|g|

δS

δgµν
= 1

2 gµν f − f ′Rµν + (gµν∇2 −∇µ∇ν) f ′ , (2.42)

and Eq. (1.28) gives the Komar integral

K(Σd−2) =
(−1)d−1

16πG
(d)
N

∫

Σd−2
dd−2Σαµ

{

f ′∇αkµ − 2∇α f ′kµ − ωαµ
}

, (2.43)

where

∇αωk αµ =
16πGN

(d)

√

|g|
L , (2.44)

where the Lagrangian density has to be evaluated on-shell. The trace of the equation
of motion (2.42) gives the relation

d

2
f − f ′R + (d − 2)∇2 f ′ = 0 , (2.45)

which, as in the Lovelock case, can be used to eliminate terms in L.
Let us consider a simple model, described by a second degree polynomial:

f (R) = −(d − 2)Λ + R + α2R2 , (2.46)

where the zeroth and linear (Einstein-Hilbert) terms have the standard normalization.
The cosmological Schwarzschild-Tangherlini metrics [21] given in Eqs. (2.26) setting

q = 0, are known to be solutions of these theories. The constants m and λ are, essen-
tially, the mass and the cosmological constant in absence of the R2 term, according to
Eqs. (2.27). In this theory, though, there is a more complicated relation between m and
λ and M and Λ.

Rµν = λgµν , (2.47)

where λ is the effective cosmological constant, to be distinguished from the cosmolog-
ical constant Λ in the action. Substituting this condition in Eq. (2.45) we find (only for
d 6= 4 and α2 6= 0)

λ = −
1

β

{

1 ±
√

1 + 2Λβ
}

, where β ≡ 2α2d(d − 4)/(d − 2) . (2.48)

For this theory and these solutions, the Komar integral Eq. (2.43) over a Sd−2 of
radius r
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K(Sd−2
r ) =

ω(d−2)

8πG
(d)
N

(1 + 2α2dλ)

{

rd−2

2
W ′ +

λrd−1

(d − 1)
+ αrd−1

h

}

. (2.49)

The terms that diverge at infinity cancel identically and we get

K(Sd−2
∞ ) =

(d − 3)

(d − 2)
M +

αrd−1
h

(d − 2)γ
(1 + 2α2dλ) , (2.50)

where, now

m = γM/(1 + 2α2dλ) . (2.51)

Over the horizon

K(Sd−2
rh

) = ST +
ω(d−2)r

d−1
h

8πG
(d)
N (d − 1)

(1 + 2α2dλ)λ +
αrd−1

h

(d − 2)γ
(1 + 2α2dλ) (2.52)

where T = κ
2π and S, Wald’s entropy, is given by

S = (1 + 2α2dλ)
ω(d−2)r

d−2
h

4G
(d)
N

, (2.53)

and we finally arrive at

(d − 3)

(d − 2)
M = ST +

ω(d−2)r
d−1
h

8πG
(d)
N (d − 1)

(1 + 2α2dλ)λ . (2.54)

The second term in the right-hand side can be interpreted in the same spirit as in the
Lovelock case, in terms of two contributions associated to the dimensionful parameters
that appear in the action, Λ and α2, which will be identified with thermodynamical
variables (“pressures”) and their conjugate potentials (“volumes”) ΘΛ and Θα2

(d − 3)M

(d − 2)
= ST − 2

ΘΛΛ(1 + 2α2dλ)

8πG
(d)
N

+ 2
Θα2 α2(1 + 2α2dλ)

8πG
(d)
N

, (2.55)

with ΘΛ and Θα2 given by

ΘΛ ≡
Θ

1 + 2α2dλ
, (2.56a)

Θα2 ≡ −
d2λ2Θ

(d − 2)(1 + 2α2dλ)
. (2.56b)
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These “volumes” are the contributions of the cosmological and R2 terms to the
Komar integral on the horizon.

It is interesting to recover the same results in the equivalent Brans-Dicke theory,
whose Lagrangian density has the form

L =

√

|g|

16πG
(d)
N

[φR − V(φ)] , (2.57)

with

φ = f ′(R) = 1 + 2α2R , (2.58a)

V(φ) = R f ′(R)− f (R) = (d − 2)Λ +
1

4α2
(φ − 1)2 . (2.58b)

It is convenient to rescale the metric to the Einstein frame. If we want the rescaling
to relate asymptotically-flat or aDS metrics with the same normalization, the rescaling
has to be performed with φ/φ∞, where φ∞ is the asymptotic value of the scalar (1 +
2α2dλ in our case). First, we rewrite the Lagrangian as

L =

√

|g|φ∞

16πG
(d)
N

[(φ/φ∞)R − V(φ)/φ∞] , (2.59)

and replace the metric gµν by (φ/φ∞)−2/(d−2)gµν, which leads to

L =

√

|g|φ∞

16πG
(d)
N

[

R +
(d − 2)

(d − 2)
(∂ ln (φ/φ∞))2 − 2

(d − 2)

(d − 2)
∇2 ln (φ/φ∞)−V(φ)

]

, (2.60)

where

V(φ) ≡ φ
2/(d−2)
∞

[

(d − 2)Λφ−d/(d−2) +
1

4α2
φ−d/(d−2)(φ − 1)2

]

, (2.61)

is the new scalar potential which, not surprisingly, is extremized by φ = 1 + 2α2dλ.
This is the value of φ∞ and we see that the effective cosmological constant is λ,11 and

that the effective Newton constant in this theory is just G
(d)
N /φ∞. The mass and the

entropy, measured in this theory, take, then, the same value as the mass and entropy
measured in the higher-order f (R) theory, Eqs. (2.51) and (2.53).

We can use our previous results to find the Smarr formula through the Komar inte-
gral for this theory. The on-shell Lagrangian is proportional to the scalar potential and

11V(φ∞) = (d − 2)λ in our conventions.
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we could express it as in Eq. (2.39) with Λ replaced by the effective cosmological con-
stant λ. However, it is more natural to express it in terms of the original dimensionful
constants that define the theory, namely Λ and α2, as in Eq. (2.55).

In the Brans-Dicke form of the theory, the “volumes” can be computed as surface
or volume integrals associated to the two terms of the potential:

ΘΛ =
1

(d − 2)

∫

Bd−2
rh

dd−1Σµkµ ∂V

∂Λ
, (2.62a)

Θα2 =
1

(d − 2)

∫

Bd−2
rh

dd−1Σµkµ ∂V

∂α2
, (2.62b)

where Bd−2
rh

is the ball of radius rh whose boundary is the spatial section of the horizon
we have considered.

This suggests that for potentials depending on parameters αk of dimensions [Lk] the
Smarr formula should take the general form

(d − 3)M

(d − 2)
= ST + ∑

k

k
Θαk

αkφ∞

8πG
(d)
N

, (2.63)

with

Θαk
=

1

(d − 2)

∫

Bd−2
rh

dd−1Σµkµ ∂V

∂αk
. (2.64)

This point of view should be contrasted with ethe one in Ref. [23] in which all these
terms are, effectively, combined in one.

3 Discussion

In this paper we have argued that the dimensionful constants that define scalar poten-
tials should be treated as thermodynamical variables, by analogy with the treatment
of the dimensional parameters of Lovelock theories in Ref. [2] or of the parameter of
the Born-Infeld theory in Ref. [24]. Although we have not studied directly the first
law of black-hole mechanics, it is clear that the one could proceed, for instance,as in
Ref. [25], including variations of those parameters, to derive a first law that includes
them as thermodynamical parameters using Wald’s formalism. A less ad hoc procedure
is, nevertheless, quite desirable and work in this direction is well under way [16].

The most interesting example of theories with scalar fields and scalar potentials is
provided by gauged supergravities.12 Their potentials depend on coupling constants

12See Ref. [26] for a quite complete review and Ref. [27] for a more pedagogical introduction.
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that “deform” the original theory, such as gauge coupling constants and Stückelberg
mass parameters. The implication is that those parameters, many of them codified in
the so-called embedding tensor should be considered thermodynamical variables. These
parameters can, in their turn, be related to potentials that couple to branes [28, 29]
which raises the possibility of intriguing connections between those brase and the
thermodynamical variables which deserve to be studied [16].

Since, in Section 2.3.1 we have considered charged black holes in general d dimen-
sions, we have not considered the magnetically charged ones that can exist in d = 4.
Those solutions can easily be obtained using electric-magnetic duality. In particular
we should replace q2 by q2 + p2, where p is (up to constants) the magnetic charge in
the metric and, correspondingly, ΦQ by ΦQ + ΞP, where Ξ is the magnetic potential
on the horizon and P the magnetic charge, in the Smarr formula. However, had we
considered those solutions, and had we used the Komar formula Eq. (1.28) we would
have arrived to a different (wrong) Smarr formula. This is due to the fact that Wald’s
formalism can only account for variations of electric charges13 in the first law, a prob-
lem we have pointed out in Ref. [13] and which shows in the expressions for the first
law obtained in Refs. [12–14].

Although they do not contribute to the Smarr fomulae,14 scalars do contribute to the
first law [30, 31] and Wald’s formalism cannot account for their contributions, either.
A common solution to the two problems that we have mentioned (and, perhaps, to
properly include the variations of the dimensionful constants) would be to use “demo-
cratic formulations” of the theories under consideration, which include all the original
(“fundamental” or “electric”) fields of the theory (including deformation constants)
together with their (“magnetic”) duals, as in Ref. [32,28]. Work in this direction is also
in progress [33].
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A Determination of Jαµ

Let us consider the first term in Eq. (1.21). Expanding the symmetrizer and using the
Ricci identity

[∇µ,∇ν]ξρ = −Rµνρσξσ , (A.1)

we get

Pµαβγ∇β∇(αξγ) =
1
2 Pµαβγ∇β∇αξγ + 1

2 Pµαβγ∇β∇γξα

= 1
2 Pµαβγ

(

∇α∇βξγ − Rβαγνξν
)

+ 1
2 Pµαβγ

(

− 1
2 Rβγανξν

)

= 1
2 Pµαβγ∇α∇βξγ + 1

2 PµαβσRναβσ ,

(A.2)

where we have used the Bianchi identity R[µνρ]σ = 0 in the last step. Integrating by
parts the first term twice, we get

Pµαβγ∇β∇(αξγ) = ∇α

(

1
2 Pµαβγ∇βξγ

)

− 1
2∇αPµαβγ∇βξγ + 1

2 PµαβσRναβσ

= ∇α

(

1
2 Pµαβγ∇βξγ

)

+∇β

(

− 1
2∇αPµαβγξγ

)

+ 1
2∇β∇αPµαβγξγ + 1

2 PµαβσRναβσ

= ∇α

(

1
2 Pµαβγ∇βξγ

)

+∇β

(

− 1
2∇αPµαβγξγ

)

+∇(β∇α)P
µαβγξγ − 1

2∇α∇βPµαβγξγ + 1
2 PµαβσRναβσ

= ∇α

(

1
2 Pµαβγ∇βξγ − 1

2∇βPµαβγξγ

)

+∇β

(

− 1
2∇αPµαβγξγ

)

+∇(β∇α)P
µαβγξγ + 1

2∇βPµαβγ∇αξγ + 1
2 PµαβσRναβσ ,

(A.3)

where we have performed yet another integration by parts in the last step.
Now we have to use the identity Eq. (1.7) in the second term of the first line
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Pµαβγ∇β∇(αξγ) = ∇α

(

1
2 Pµαβγ∇βξγ − 1

2∇βPµαβγξγ

)

+∇β

[

1
2∇α

(

Pαβµγ + Pβµαγ
)

ξγ

]

−∇(α∇β)P
µαβγξγ + 1

2∇βPµαβγ∇αξγ + 1
2 PµαβσRναβσ

= ∇α

(

1
2 Pµαβγ∇βξγ − 1

2∇βPµαβγξγ

)

−∇β

(

1
2∇αPβαµγξγ

)

−∇α

(

1
2∇βPµαβγξγ

)

+ 1
2∇βPµαβγ∇αξγ −∇(α∇β)P

µαβγξγ + 1
2 PµαβσRναβσ

= ∇α

(

1
2 Pµαβγ∇βξγ −∇βPµαβγξγ

)

− 1
2∇β∇αPβαµγξγ

+∇βPβαµγ∇(αξγ) −∇(α∇β)P
µαβγξγ + 1

2 PµαβσRναβσ .

(A.4)

Now, because of the antisymmetry of Pµνρσ in the first two indices, we can use the
Ricci identity to show that the term in the second line vanishes identically:

∇α∇βPαβµγ = 1
2

{

Rαβδ
αPδβµγ + Rαβδ

βPαδµγ + Rαβδ
µPαβδγ + Rαβδ

γPαβµδ
}

= 1
2

{

−RβδPδβµγ + RαδPαδµγ + Rαβδ
µPαβδγ + Rαβδ

γPαβµδ
}

= Rαβδ
(µ|Pαβδ|γ)

= 0 ,

(A.5)

where we have used Eq. (1.8) in the last step.
Flipping the indices αµ, we arrive to the identity
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∇α

(

∇βPαµβγξγ − 1
2 Pαµβγ∇βξγ

)

= Pµαβγ∇β∇(αξγ) −∇βPβαµγ∇(αξγ)

− 1
2 PµαβσRναβσ +∇(α∇β)P

µαβγξγ ,

(A.6)

from which Eq. (1.23) easily follows.
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