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Abstract

Covariant Hamiltonian formulation of F (R) gravity is used to find variation of surface
Hamiltonian which leads to formulation of temperature and entropy of a horizon. These
thermodynamic quantities are then used to establish an analogy between Einstein equation
and Clausius equation. The obtained results are compared to those from classical General
Relativity.

1 Introduction and Summary

The idea of interpreting Einstein equations as a thermodynamic equation originated in
work of Jacobson [1] where he found analogy between Einstein equation and Clausius
equation using Rindler horizons and Raychadhauri equation. His method was generalised
for F (R) gravitational theory in later works [2][3][22] where this gravitational theory
was seen as non-equilibrium thermodynamics and the contribution from new gravity term
was interpreted as an addition to entropy which caused a dissipative nature of gravity.

Other approach to study thermodynamic aspects of gravity was introduced in works of
Padmanabhan and his colleagues [4][5][6]. Their approach focuses strongly on Lagrangian
and variation principle. It is known that Lagrangian for general relativity can be separated
into two parts, the quadratic bulk term and a surface term. When deriving the equations
of motion with fixed variation of metric tensor and its conjugated momentum, the surface
term vanishes. But in general it can be shown that there is a relationship between the
two parts of Lagrangian [7][8] and that both of them contain information about space-
time configuration. This sparked interest to the surface Lagrangian which was until then
eclipsed by the bulk Lagrangian. It was found in [9] that action of the surface Lagrangian
on a horizon leads directly to the temperature and the entropy of such horizon. This has
put the surface Lagrangian into the spotlight of thermodynamic research of gravity and
this surface Lagrangian has been since then thoroughly examined.

The description of gravity is mostly done in Lagrangian formalism that is caused
by the principle of covariance. If one wants to switch from the Lagrangian formalism
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to Hamiltonian formalism using classical Hamiltonian theory the covariance gets broken
because the momentum is defined by partial derivative of a Lagrangian with respect to
time derivative of metric. To preserve the covariance, a covariant Hamiltonian formulation
of field theory has to be used. Weyl-De Donder theory [10][11][12] is such theory. The
Weyl-De Donder theory defines the momentum as a partial derivative of a Lagrangian
with respect to each partial derivative of each coordinate. That basically means that the
momenta have dimensions one higher than the coordinates.

Covariant Hamiltonian formulation of General Relativity was presented by Hořava
[13] and Parattu [14]. In the latter, it was shown that the situation simplifies significantly
when the role of coordinate is not acted by simple metric but a slightly different coordinate
f ik =

√−ggik. This coordinate is not a new one but it has historical significance [15].
This article works with the F (R) theory and aims to find Clausius equations on hori-

zons. It is following the Padmanabhan’s approach and examines the surface Hamiltonians
of horizons using method presented in [14]. To do so, covariant formulation of F (R) grav-
ity presented in [16] is used. Albeit the surface Lagrangians in General Relativity and
F (R)-Gravity are similar when written with connection, they are different when using
canonical coordinates. The surface Lagrangian is used to formulate surface Hamiltonian.
From the surface Hamiltonian it is visible, that the only thermodynamic difference to Gen-
eral Relativity is the extra factor F ′ in entropy. This result is expected, but it validates
the used approach.

In the second part, two metrics — spherically symmetric and general static — are
studied to calculate TδS from the surface Hamiltonian. Equations of motion allow to
express this relation in a form, which can be then interpreted in a form of Clausius equa-
tion. Obtained Clausius equations contain a new member. This member is traditionally
interpreted as internal entropy of gravity. However in the used approach, it seems more
natural to explain it as a new pressure induced by higher curvature terms of F (R). Inter-
esting is also the fact that the terms containing second derivatives of F ′ vanish on horizon
for both metrics. It remains an open question, whether such behaviour is general or they
can contribute to a new member of Clausius equation for some metrics.

This paper uses the East Coast convention with metric signature (−,+,+,+) and
Latin indices running over 0..3 interval while the Greek ones over 1..3. The fundamental
constants c,G, ~, kB are treated as equal to one. The paper is organized in the following
manner: second section of this article reviews the covariant formulation of F (R) gravity,
third section introduces the method used to examine the horizons. Fourth and fifth
sections deals with the example metrics and provides their thermodynamic results.

2 Review of Covariant Formulation of F (R) Gravity

This section briefly reviews covariant formulation of F (R)-Gravity; the full description
can be found in [16]. In F (R)-Gravity theory, it is an advantage to introduce new two
scalar fields A and B and write the Lagrangian density as

L =
1

16π

√−g [F (B) +A(R −B)] , (1)

the equation of motion for B leads to relation A = F ′(B) where prime denotes the deriva-
tive with respect to B. This equation of motion can be used to simplify the Lagrangian
density by removing the influence of scalar field A completely, leaving us with the La-
grangian density

L =
1

16π

√−g [F (B) + F ′(R −B)] . (2)
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Solving the equations of motion yields

Gik =
8π

F ′
(Tik + Tik) , (3)

Tik =
1

8π

[
1

2
(F − F ′B) gik +∇k∇iF

′ −�F ′gik

]
, (4)

0 = F ′′(R−B) , (5)

where � = ∇i∇i. Let us focus on the last equation, it leads to R = B with condition
F ′′(B) 6= 0. Breaking on this condition leads to standard General Relativity. The next
step is to split the Lagrangian density into two parts: a bulk term and a surface term.
The bulk term is

16πLbulk =
√−gF ′(B)

(
gbaΓc

adΓ
d
bc − gbcΓa

adΓ
d
bc

)
− (6)

−√−gF ′′(B) (∂cB)
(
gbdΓc

bd − gbcΓd
bd

)
+
√−g [F (B)− F ′(B)B] .

The density of surface Lagrangian, which is the more important one for the analysis of
thermodynamics of horizons, has the form of

Lsur =
1

16π
∂c
[√−gF ′(B)

(
gbdΓc

bd − gbcΓd
bd

)]
. (7)

The bulk term might be then used for formulation of covariant Hamiltonian. To do so,
the coordinate is changed and instead of metric tensor, tensor f ik, where f ik =

√−ggik,
is used. Momentum conjugate to f ik is

N c
ik = −F ′(B)

16π
Γc
ik +

F ′(B)

32π

(
Γd
idδ

c
k + Γd

kdδ
c
i

)
+ (8)

+
F ′′(B)

32π
(∂iBδck + ∂kBδci ) +

F ′′(B)

32π
∂dBfdcfik ,

and momentum conjugate to B is

pn =
F ′′

16π

(
Γb
bdf

dn − Γn
bdf

bd
)
, (9)

which can be used to express surface Lagrangian density (7) as

Lsur = −∂c

(
F ′

F ′′
pc
)

. (10)

Which we can compare to the surface Lagrangian of General Relativity

Lsur = −∂c
(
fabN c

ab

)
, (11)

It is interesting that the surface Lagrangian of F (R)-Gravity uses only new coordinates
B and pa and is independent of fab and N c

ab. Such difference seems to be tremendous but
when written with the connection there is only one extra F ′ in the surface Lagrangian of
F (R)-Gravity.

3 Surface Hamiltonian

Let us now examine the surface Lagrangian and its relations to boundaries. The basic
relationship for us is the Hamilton’s principle of least action which tell us

A =

∫

M

L d4x , (12)
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where M is a manifold and A is the action. Since the action is functional, which is
linear in Lagrangian, it can be separated in the very same manner as the Lagrangian and
through it we obtain two actions — bulk and surface

A = Abulk +Asurf =

∫

M

Lbulk d4x+

∫

M

Lsurf d4x . (13)

The surface Lagrangian, as its name advises, is significant only on boundaries, because it
has a form of divergence of some vector potential

Lsurf = ∂i
(√−gV i

)
. (14)

Thus, the surface action is

Asurf =

∫

M

Lsurf d4x =

∫

M

∂i
(√−gV i

)
d4x =

∮

∂M

√−gV i dBi . (15)

where Bi is the unit covector normal to the manifold’s border ∂M . This is the point, where
we put in a bit of thermodynamics and use formula, which defines surface Hamiltonian
and relates surface action to entropy [14][17]

Hsurf = −∂Asurf

∂τ
= TS , (16)

where τ is the proper time, T is temperature of the horizon and S its entropy, the minus
sign is a matter of convention, which we will follow.

Note, that the total Hamiltonian can be also separated same way as Lagrangian and
action and thus

Htotal = Hsurf +H = TS +H , (17)

which reminds us the Legendre transformation of thermodynamic potentials. Therefore
if say that the total Hamiltonian Htotal is an analogy of inner energy then the bulk
Hamiltonian can be seen as analogy of free energy [9].

However the proper time in (16) makes it difficult to find general solutions, but if we
restrict ourselves to static metrics, we can use the following formula

Hsurf = −
∮

H

√−gV n dHn , (18)

where H is the two dimensional surface of a horizon and Hn is direction normal to the
surface.

Vector potential V n for F (R)-Gravity is from (7)

V n =
1

16π
F ′
(
gabΓn

ab − gnaΓb
ab

)
, (19)

let us compare it with the vector potential of General Relativity

GRV n =
1

16π

(
gabΓn

ab − gnaΓb
ab

)
, (20)

the only difference is the factor F ′. Since the surface Hamiltonian is linear in V n, the
only difference between surface Hamiltonians for General Relativity and F (R)-Gravity
will also be factor of F ′. From this we can see that the temperature relation will be the
same and entropy shall take this extra F ′.1

1This addition to entropy is expected and serves as a validation that the used method yields correct results.
When using the entropy tensor P ab

cd = ∂L

∂Rcd

ab

[17] it is easily visible that for F (R)-Gravity it takes form of

P ab

cd = F ′ P ab

cd

∣

∣

GR
so the entropy tensor has the same factor F ′ comparing to General Relativity.
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4 Spherical case

Having formulated the general surface Hamiltonian, it is time to look for Clausius equa-
tion. To do so, a metric needs to be put in. The simplest relevant case is the spherically
symmetric metric. We will use it to find relations for temperature and entropy. Then the
TδS part of variation if the surface Hamiltonian is taken and simplified using equations
of motion to find a form, which is then subject of thermodynamic interpretation.

The spherically symmetric metric is taken in the following form

ds2 = −a dt2 +
1

a
dr2 + r2 dϑ2 + r2 sin2 ϑ dφ2 , (21)

where a is a function of r which satisfies conditions a(rh) = 0 and a′(rh) = 2κ 6= 0 for
a parameter rh and surface gravity κ. The normal coordinate in this case is radius r.
Vector potential V i can be easily calculated using (19) as

V 1 =
F ′

16π

(
−4a

r
− a′

)
. (22)

Having calculated this potential, we can put it into (18) and get variation of surface
Hamiltonian in form

δHsur =
1

16π
δ

∫
dϑ

∫
dφ sinϑ

[
F ′
(
4ar + a′r2

)]∣∣∣∣
r=rh

. (23)

After the integration, it can be modified to the simplified form using the formula for
surface area A = 4πr2h

δHsur = δ

[( κ

2π

)(F ′
hA

4

)]
, (24)

which is equivalent to the relationship δE = TδS + SδT and where we have used F ′
h for

the value of F ′ on rh. In the spherical symmetric case, we can use that such value is
constant because F is a function of scalar curvature, which is a function of radius only.
From (24), it is clearly visible that the GR relation for temperature T = κ

2π holds for

the F (R) gravity case. While the definition of entropy S = F ′A
4 differs only in factor F ′.

This factor goes to one in the GR limit. This result concords with our expectations from
previous section as well as with the GR result from [14].

To move further, Einstein equations on the horizon need to be evaluated. The Einstein
tensor Gi

k takes the GR form

G0
0 = G1

1 =
a′r + a− 1

r2
, G2

2 = G3
3 =

2a′ + a′′r

2r
. (25)

For simplicity let’s assume that tensor T i
k takes the form of perfect fluid. The extra

member of Einstein equations for F (R)-Gravity can be divided into two part, the first
one, which cannot be further simplified without knowing F (R), and the part depending
on the second derivative of F ′, which needs our attention. In the process of calculating
of ∇a∇bF

′, we shall make use of the second equation of motion B = R and take F as
a function of scalar curvature R directly. We can also make use of spherical symmetry
where the scalar curvature is a function of the radius only. Being interested only in the
equations of motion on horizon allows us to neglect terms containing solely a since it
vanishes on the surface. Having taken all this into consideration, we get

∇a∇bF
′|r=rh

= −
(
gacΓ1

cbF
′′∂1R

)∣∣
r=rh

, (26)
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next step is substitution of the Christoffel symbols and evaluation of Einstein equations
on the horizon

2κrh − 1

r2h
=

8π

F ′
h

T 1
1 +

Fh − F ′
hRh

2F ′
h

− F ′′
h

F ′
h

κR
(1)
h , (27)

2κ+ κ′rh

rh
=

8π

F ′
h

T 1
1 +

Fh − F ′
hRh

2F ′
h

− 2
F ′′
h

F ′
h

κR
(1)
h , (28)

where F |r=rh = Fh, F ′′|r=rh = F ′′
h , R|r=rh = Rh, and (∂1R) |r=rh = R

(1)
h . The first

equation can be used for expressing κ as

κ =
1

2rh
+

4π

F ′
h

T 1
1 rh +

Fh − F ′
hRh

4F ′
h

rh − 1

2

F ′′
h

F ′
h

κrhR
(1)
h . (29)

Now we take TδS from the equation (24)

TδS =
κ

2π
δ
(
F ′
hπr

2
h

)
, (30)

and substitute κ from (29) yields

TδS = κ
r2h
2
δF ′

h +
F ′
hδrh

2
+ 4πT 1

1 r
2
hδrh +

Fh − F ′
hRh

4
r2hδrh − κ

r2h
2
F ′′
hR

(1)
h δrh . (31)

Using the fact that δF ′
h = F ′′

hR
(1)
h δrh the first member and the last member cancel each

other. Leaving the equation in the form of

TδS =
F ′
hδrh

2
+ 4πT 1

1 r
2
hδrh +

Fh − F ′
hRh

4
r2hδrh . (32)

This is the point where the members on the right hand side shall be interpreted as ther-
modynamic quantities. The Missner-Sharp energy for the horizon can be found in the first
order as E = rhF

′

2 [18]. Thus, the first term on the right hand side can be interpreted as
variation of energy. Comparing it to the GR result, it is visible that it differs only in the
factor F ′ which goes to one in the GR limit. The second member on the right hand side
contains a variation of volume and it can be easily interpreted as pMδV member, where
T 1
1 = pM , which is exactly the same as in the GR case. The only additional member to

the GR case is the last one on the right hand side. There are two possible ways of its
interpretation. The first one is to notice the similarity with a pressure member volume
and interpret it as an another pressure using

Fh − F ′
hRh

4
r2hδrh =

Fh − F ′
hRh

16π
δV = pΛδV , (33)

where a new pressure was introduced

pΛ =
Fh − F ′

hRh

16π
, (34)

if the function F (R) is taken as F (R) = R− 2Λ, then this new pressure would take form
of pΛ = − Λ

8π
2. This allows us to see it as a kind of generalization of dark energy pressure.

The second interpretation was done in [19] where the spherical symmetric metric in
F (R) gravity was also analysed using a different approach. They interpreted the last
member as an additional internal entropy

TδSi = −Fh − F ′
hRh

4
r2hδrh = T

A

4

F ′
hRh − Fh

2κ
δrh . (35)

2One could of course argue, that taking F (R) = R− 2Λ breaks on condition F ′′ 6= 0 we have been using all

along. But then we can just assume that Λ is a function and will obtain the new pressure as pΛ = −Λ−RΛ
′

8π
.
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Having analysed spherically symmetric case, we have found horizon temperature and
entropy. The temperature was the same as in the GR case and the entropy differs only
in factor of F ′. Then the thermodynamic equation was looked for yielding equation with
one new extra member compared to the GR case. Two possible interpretations were
formulated for this equation

TδS = δE + pMδV + pΛδV , T δS = δE + pMδV − TδSi , (36)

where in the first one, the extra member was interpreted as a pressure arising from the
function F . The second possible interpretation is as a new entropy which depends not
only on horizon surface but also on the function F (R) and the surface gravity.

5 General static spacetime

In this section same procedure is performed as in the previous. Now, the examined metric
is the general static space-time. As in the previous case, the metric is static, however
there is general two dimensional metric on horizon. Explicitly, we have

ds2 = −N2 dt2 + dn2 + σAB dxA dxB , (37)

where major Latin indices A,B, ... denote the indices of the horizon and take value 2 or
3. The coordinate n corresponds to the normal direction to the horizon. The horizon is
expected at the point n = 0. Near the horizon, we expect the following expansions in n

[20]

N = κn+O(n3) , σAB = σAB +
1

2
σ̂ABn

2 +O(n3) , (38)

where κ is the surface gravity of the horizon. To formulate the variation of surface
Hamiltonian, the first step is to use the metric to find vector potential V n using (19)

V 1 = − F ′

16π

(
2Ṅ

N
+ σABσ̇AB

)
, (39)

where dot indicates derivative with respect to the normal coordinate n. Then we can
formulate the surface Hamiltonian as3

Hsurf =
1

16π

∫
d2x‖

[
F ′
(
2Ṅ

√
σ +N

√
σσABσ̇AB

)]∣∣∣
n→0

, (40)

using the limit on horizon with σ being the limit of σ on horizon leads to

Hsurf =
1

16π

∫
d2x‖2κF

′
h

√
σ . (41)

Now let us perform the integration using formula for surface area A =
∫ √

σ d2x‖ and for
the sake of simplicity let us assume that F ′

h is constant along the horizon. The variation
of surface Hamiltonian is then

δHsur = δ

[( κ

2π

)(F ′A

4

)]
. (42)

When interpreting the variation as δH = TδS + SδT , the result is identical to the one
derived in the spherical case. Again as in the spherical symmetric case, the temperature

3For our purposes, it is not important but the expression in the bracket can also be written as (2N
√
σ) .̇
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remains same as in GR while the entropy takes a factor of F ′. For general case, when we
do not want to restrict F we shall use formulation before integration

δHsurf =
1

16π

∫
d2x‖

[
2F ′

h

√
σδκ+ 2κδ

(
F ′
h

√
σ
)]

. (43)

To formulate the thermodynamic equation on the horizon, Einstein equations have to
be examined. Focusing on coordinates n and t, it is easy to find members of Einstein
tensor. Non-zero are only the diagonal terms G0

0 and G1
1. Albeit they differ in general,

when doing limit on the horizon both take the same form [20]

G0
0

∣∣∣
H

=
1

2
σ2 −

1

2
R‖ = G1

1

∣∣∣
H
, (44)

where σ2 = σAB σ̂AB and R‖ is a Ricci scalar calculated using the two-dimensional metric
σ. Since the method of its calculation preserves behaviour with respect to coordinate n,
it is reasonable to expect that near the horizon R‖ behaves as R‖ = R‖ +

1
2 R̂‖n

2.
To obtain the right hand side of Einstein equations, second derivative of F ′ has to

be calculated. The calculation is more complicated than in the spherical case since the
scalar curvature now depends on normal coordinate as well as both horizontal coordinates.
Important is also the form of Ricci scalar curvature

R = −2
N̈

N
− Ṅ

N
σAB σ̇AB−σABσ̈AB+

3

4
σACσBDσ̇ABσ̇CD− 1

4
σACσBDσ̇AC σ̇BD+R‖ , (45)

with the following expansion in n

R ≈ −2σ2 +R‖ −
1

4
σ2
2n

2 +
3

4
σABσCDσ̂ADσ̂BCn

2 +
1

2
R̂‖n

2 . (46)

This expansion provides us with important result, that ∂1R is vanishing on the horizon.
Then the general form of both diagonal terms can be calculated. Similarly to the Einstein
tensor, the both members are different, however they limit to the same value on the
horizon

T 0
0

∣∣∣
H

= T 1
1

∣∣∣
H

=
1

8π

[
Fh − F ′

h

(
R‖ − 2σ2

)

2
−

− DA
[
F ′′DA

(
R‖ − 2σ2

)]
+ F ′′

(
1

2
σ2
2 −

3

2
σ3 − R̂‖

)]
,

(47)

where D denotes covariant derivative with respect to the two-dimensional metric σ and
σ3 = σABσCDσ̂ADσ̂BC . On the horizon, the Einstein equation for nn and tt components
are

1

2
σ2 −

1

2
R‖ =

8π

F ′
h

T 1
1 +

Fh − F ′
h

(
R‖ − 2σ2

)

2F ′
h

−

− 1

F ′
h

DA
[
F ′′
hDA

(
R‖ − 2σ2

)]
+

F ′′
h

F ′
h

(
1

2
σ2
2 −

3

2
σ3 − R̂‖

)
.

(48)

To be able to analyse TδS, variation of
√
σ is needed. To find it, the method from [14] is

used. A new parameter Λ is introduced. It is the affine parameter corresponding to the
tangent vectors of the outgoing null geodesics. Near the horizon, we find that it behaves
as

Λ = Λ +
1

2
κn2 +O(n3) , (49)
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where Λ is value of Λ on the horizon and it is constant with respect to n. If we take the
TδS part from (43) we are able to write it as

TδS =
1

16π

∫
d2x‖2κ

(√
σδF ′

h + F ′
hδ
√
σ
)
. (50)

It is clearly visible that our intention is to replace both variations in this formula with
variation with respect to the affine parameter Λ. The relationships between variations
follow as

δ
√
σ =

1

2κ

√
σσ2δΛ , δF ′

h =
∂F ′

∂R

∂R

∂n

∂n

∂Λ
δΛ =

F ′′
h

κ

(
3

2
σ3 + R̂‖ −

1

2
σ2
2

)
δΛ . (51)

Using these formulae in (50) yields

TδS =
1

16π

∫
d2x‖

[
2F ′′

h

√
σ

(
3

2
σ3 + R̂‖ −

1

2
σ2
2

)
+ F ′

h

√
σσ2

]
δΛ , (52)

the second member can be substituted with σ2 expressed from the left hand side of Einstein
equation (48) results in an integral

TδS =
1

16π

∫
d2x‖

√
σ
{
F ′
hR‖ + 16πT 1

1+

+
[
Fh − F ′

h

(
R‖ − 2σ2

)]
− 2DA

[
F ′′
hDA

(
R‖ − 2σ2

)]}
δΛ .

(53)

Stokes theorem [21] can be applied on the last term and since the horizon is a closed
surface, this term will vanish. Analogically to the spherical symmetric case, the term
originated from second derivative of F ′ vanishes. The first term can be interpreted as
variation of energy, analogically to the spherical case, it consists of the classical energy
term multiplied by a factor of F ′. The second member of the right hand side is a classical
pressure term. The third term offers two interpretations as in the previous case. The first
and straightforward interpretation is a generalized dark energy pressure

TδS = δE + pδV + pλδV , pλ =
Fh − F ′

h

(
R‖ − 2σ2

)

16π
, (54)

where the definition of the dark energy pressure is identical to the one in the spherical
symmetric case. With a little care we can take the second path and interpret the last
term as an internal entropy term

TδS = δE + pδV − TδSi , δSi =
A

4

F ′
h

(
R‖ − 2σ2

)
− Fh

2Ṅ
δΛ . (55)

Again, it is visible that the definition of the internal entropy reminds the one from the
spherical case.
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