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Abstract

In the extended phase space approach, one can define thermodynamic pressure and volume
that gives rise to the van der Waals type phase transition for black holes. For Einstein’s GR,
the expressions of these quantities are unanimously accepted. Of late, the van der Waals phase
transition in black holes has been found in modified theories of gravity as well, such as the f(R)
gravity and the scalar-tensor gravity. However, in the case of these modified theories of gravity,
the expression of pressure (and, hence, volume) is not uniquely determined. In addition, for these
modified theories, the extended phase space thermodynamics has not been studied extensively,
especially in a covariant way. Since both the scalar-tensor and the f(R) gravity can be discussed
in the two conformally connected frames (the Jordan and the Einstein frame respectively), the
arbitrariness in the expression of pressure, will act upon the equivalence of the thermodynamic
parameters in the two frames. We highlight these issues in the paper. Before that, in Einstein’s
gravity (GR), we obtain a general expression of the equilibrium state version of first law and the
Smarr-like formula from the Einstein’s equation for a general static and spherically symmetric (SSS)
metric. Unlike the existing formalisms in literature which defines thermodynamic potential in order
to express the first law, here we directly obtain the first law as well as the Smarr-like formula in GR
in terms of the parameters present in the metric (such as mass, charge etc.). This study also shows
how the extended phase space is formulated (by considering the cosmological constant as variable)
and, also shows why the cosmological constant plays the role of thermodynamic pressure in GR in
extended phase space. Moreover, obtaining the Smarr formula from the Einstein’s equation for the
SSS metric suggests that this dynamical equation encodes more information on BH thermodynamics
than what has been anticipated before.

1 Introduction

The connection between general relativity and thermodynamics has been found almost fifty years ago
from the works of Bekenstein and Hawking [1–3]. Till date, several interesting results are coming up
with the course of time and further consolidate the connection between the two. Black hole (BH)
phase transition is one of the most interesting results in black hole mechanics which was obtained
long ago by Davies [4]. It was then identified that the critical point of the phase transition as one
where the heat capacity shows an infinite discontinuity. The presence of phase transition and the
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critical phenomena was later found, more prominently for the AdS black holes. Firstly it was found
by Hawking and Page [5], which is known as the Hawking-Page phase transition. Later, the P − V
criticality of conventional thermodynamics was found in BH mechanics, where the thermodynamic
pressure (P ) was defined in two different ways. It was first noticed in the non-extended phase space
approach [6, 7] where it was shown that the black hole undergoes a transition, which is similar to the
van der Waals-Maxwell liquid-gas system, where the pressure was identified as the inverse of Hawking
temperature. This approach was not accepted much due to the lack of proper canonical definition
of pressure and volume. Later, in the extended phase space approach, the cosmological constant of
the AdS black hole was treated as a variable and was found that the P − V criticality exists in the
black hole thermodynamic system of the AdS black holes and the pressure (P ) was identified in terms
of the cosmological constant [8–14]. This extended phase space formalism was widely accepted and
P − V criticality was later extensively studied with the identification of cosmological constant as the
thermodynamic pressure (for general analysis in this topic, see [15–20]).

The extended phase space formalism, as discussed above, was mostly studied in Einstein’s gravity
(GR). Although, till date, GR is considered as the most viable theory to describe gravity, one cannot
disregard the alternative theories of gravity for several obvious reasons. In addition, thermodynamic
features of general relativity has been found in alternative gravity theories as well [21–29], which sug-
gests that the thermodynamic property of gravity ranges well-beyond Einstein’s GR (also see [30–33],
which discusses thermodynamic aspects of f(R) theory and other modified theories of gravity). Inter-
estingly, the P −V criticality has been found in scalar-tensor (ST) / Brans-Dicke and f(R) gravity as
well [34–37]. However, there seems to have a disparity in the expression of the thermodynamic pres-
sure. It is well known, in general, f(R) gravity can be studied equivalently as the scalar-tensor gravity
with the identification φ = f ′(R), where φ is the scalar field which is non-minimally coupled with the
Ricci-scalar in the ST gravity and f ′(R) = ∂f(R)/∂R in the f(R) gravity. Now, the expression of
pressure has been considered as different in different papers. For example, in [34], the thermodynamic
pressure is identified in terms of the cosmological constant multiplied with the factor f ′(R) (or the
conformal factor) and, on the other hand, in [35, 36] the cosmological constant itself is identified as
the thermodynamic pressure in f(R) gravity and in Brans-Dicke (BD) gravity. Apart from this dif-
ference in the expression of thermodynamic pressure, there is another important aspect. As we have
mentioned, both f(R) and BD gravity can be studied as a special case of scalar-tensor gravity and
can be described in two conformally connected frames i.e., Jordan and Einsten frame. In earlier works
the equivalence of thermodynamic parameters, in the two conformally connected frames, has been
established by us and other groups [19, 38–41]. But, those analysis were done in the non-extended
phase space approach as the variation of the cosmological constant was not accounted. Therefore, the
question arises how the thermodynamic parameters, defined in the extended phase space approach,
are related in the two conformally connected frames. Furthermore, the question arises: whether this
arbitrariness in the definition of pressure influences the equivalence of the thermodynamic parameters
in the two frames.

In this work, we address these issues. The paper will be described in two parts. In the first part
(section 2), the entire discussion is on Einstein’s GR, where the thermodynamics has been obtained
only from the Einstein’s equation for the SSS BH. In this case, we derive a novel approach and obtain
the thermodynamic first law and the Smarr-like formula [42] from the Einstein’s equation for the SSS
BH. The idea is, if a static and spherically symmetric solution of Einstein’s equation depends upon
several parameters which characterizes the solution space of the BH (such as mass, charge, AdS radius
etc.), using the presented approach, one can obtain the equilibrium state version of the first law and
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the Smarr-like formula in a general way in any arbitrary dimension for a SSS black hole. The entire
formulation is general, as it can be applied for any static and spherically symmetric metric (with
g00 = −1/grr). The fact, that the Smarr formula can be obtained from the Einstein’s equation itself,
implies that the equation encodes more information on BH thermodynamics than anticipated before
as it has not been claimed earlier that the Einstein’s equation manifests itself as the Smarr formula
(to the best of my knowledge). This is important in studying gravity as an “emergent phenomena”.
Taking a particular example (RNAdS black hole), we show that if the cosmological constant of an AdS
black hole is considered as a variable, it looks like thermodynamic pressure and its conjugate quantity
appears to be the volume of the sphere, the radius of which is the horizon radius. Thus, we show the
formulation of extended phase space in GR.

In the second part of the paper (discussed in the section 3 and 4), we have looked beyond the
Einstein’s gravity. We have mentioned that the P − V criticality has been found in literature for
f(R) and Brans-Dicke theory, both of which can be studied as the special case of the ST gravity.
However, in literature, one can find that there is a disparity regarding the expression of thermodynamic
pressure and volume in literature for those cases. In addition, there are debates regarding the physical
equivalence of the two conformally connected frames [19, 28, 38–41, 43–66]. However, it has been
found that the thermodynamic parameters (of non-extended phase space) are equivalent in the two
conformally connected frames [19, 38–41]. Therefore, in the extended phase space approach, here
we study the connection of thermodynamic parameters in the two frames (especially pressure and
volume). To address this issue in a covariant manner, we shall adopt the covariant Noether current
formalism developed by Iyer and Wald [67,68]. Firstly, we introduce the conformal frame of GR, which
corresponds to a particular case of Jordan frame of ST gravity. Then, following Iyer-Wald formalism,
we define the thermodynamic quantities and obtain the first law considering cosmological constant as
a variable. We then compare the thermodynamic parameters of the conformal frame (or the Jordan
frame) with the thermodynamic parameters of GR (corresponding to the Einstein frame). We do this
because, the thermodynamic parameters in GR is well defined. Therefore, it is simpler to compare
the result with its conformal frame. After this, we generalize this result for the general scalar-tensor
gravity in its two frames. Our analysis, not only proves the first law in the two frames, it provides the
expressions of all thermodynamic parameters in a covariant way, especially thermodynamic volume
which has not been shown for alternative theories of gravity, especially ones with the non-minimal
coupling. Also, we discuss that the arbitrariness in the expression of pressure indeed influences the
equivalence of the thermodynamic parameters.

The discussion of the paper is presented as follows. In the following section, we discuss our
formalism to obtain first law and the Smarr-like formula in a general way for GR from the Einstein’s
equation. Here we also show how the identification of pressure in terms of cosmological constant
gets justified. In section 3, we adopt Wald’s formalism and compare the thermodynamic parameters
of Einstein’s gravity with its conformal frame. Finally, we generalize these results for ST gravity in
section 4. We provide conclusion and outlook of our analysis in section 5.

Units and notations: In this article, we have adopted geometrized units and have set c, ~ and G
as unity. Quantities with a bar overhead (such as Ā) correspond to the of Einstein’s GR. Quantities
with a tilde overhead (such as Ã) correspond to the Einstein frame of ST gravity. For Jordan frame,
or for the conformal frame of Einstein’s GR, we use plain notations (such as A).
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2 Thermodynamic first law and Smarr-like formula from the space-
time metric in GR: A general analysis in spherically symmetric

spacetime

It is well-known that Einstein’s equation manifests itself as a thermodynamic law when it is projected
on the black hole horizon [24–27, 69–71]. Here we have briefly mentioned two existing formalisms
in literature to obtain thermodynamic first law from Einstein’s equation for static and spherically
symmetric spacetime. Then we discuss our general formalism of obtaining first law and the Smarr-
like formula from the Einstein’s equation. We show that, in the existing formalisms, the first law is
defined in terms of thermodynamic potential. In our case, the first law appears as the change of the
BH entropy in terms of the “virtual” change of the metric parameters (mass, charge etc.).

A general static and spherically symmetric metric is given as

ds̄2 = −f̄(r̄)dt̄2 +
dr̄2

f̄(r̄)
+ r̄2(dθ̄2 + sin2 θ̄dφ̄2) , (1)

with f̄(r̄) being the general function of r̄. This metric satisfies the radial Einstein’s equation (Ḡr̄
r̄ =

8πT̄ r̄
r̄ ), which is provided as

−1 + f̄(r̄)

r̄2
+

f ′(r̄)

r̄
= 8πT̄ r̄

r̄ . (2)

There are two routes to obtain the first law from the above Einstein’s equation as described in litera-
ture. On the first route [24, 25], the Einstein’s equation (2) is cast on the horizon r̄ = r̄H (where r̄H
is obtained using f̄(r̄H) = 0). Then both sides of (2) are multiplied with (r̄2Hdr̄H)/2 to obtain

T̄ dS̄ − dĒ = P̄(r)dV̄ . (3)

The above equation is identified as the first law of a black hole, the horizon of which has undergone
a virtual displacement from r̄H to r̄H + dr̄H . Here P̄(r) is known as the radial pressure and V̄ is the
geometric volume of a sphere of radius r̄H . The thermodynamic quantities are identified as

P̄(r) = T̄ r̄
r̄

∣

∣

∣

r̄H
, V̄ =

4π

3
r̄3H , T̄ =

f̄ ′(r̄H)

4π
, S̄ = πr̄2H , Ē =

r̄H
2

. (4)

There is another route [70] to obtain thermodynamic law from the Einstein’s equation (2) in the
literature, which is as follows. The Eq. (2) can be written in terms of a generalized equation of state

P̄(r) = B(r̄H) + C(r̄H)T̄ , (5)

where the expression of P̄(r) and T̄ are given in (4). Therefore, taking the variation on both sides and
multiplying it with V̄ leads to the thermodynamic relation

V̄ δP̄(r) = S̄δT̄ + δḠ , (6)

where,

Ḡ =

∫ r̄H

dx̄V̄ (x̄)B′(x̄) + T̄

∫ r̄H

dx̄V̄ (x)C ′(x̄)

= P̄(r)V̄ − T̄ S̄ −
∫ r̄H

dx̄V̄ ′(x̄)B(x̄) ,

S̄ =

∫ r̄H

dx̄V̄ ′(x̄)C(x̄) . (7)
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In the present case (Einstein’s gravity), B(r̄H) = −(8πr̄2H)−1 and C(r̄H) = 1/(2r̄H ), implying

Ḡ =
r̄H
3
(1− πr̄H T̄ ) , (8)

and S̄ is given by quarter of the horizon area as given in (4). Thus, the thermodynamic quantities
are identified as the same in the two different routes. The identified internal energy (Ē) of the first
route and the Gibbs function (Ḡ) as defined in the second route are connected to each other by the
Legendre transformation Ē = Ḡ+ T̄ S̄ − P̄(r)V̄ .

The second route [70] is adopted (as it is mentioned there) in order to remove the ambiguity to
distinguish the “heat” and “work” term of the first route [24,25] as both S̄ and V̄ are functions of r̄H
only. However, in both the routes, the thermodynamic potentials (such as Ē defined in the first route
and Ḡ in the second) are needed to be defined in order to match the derived relations with 1st law of
conventional thermodynamics. Note that the defined thermodynamic potentials, as defined in the two
routes mentioned above, are not unique. For instance, for the Schwarzschild black hole, the internal
energy (Ē), which is defined as half of the horizon radius, coincides with the mass of the black hole
(M̄); while for Reissner Nördstrom (RN) black hole, Ē is not the same as M̄ . Furthermore, according
to the no hair theorem, the parameters appearing in the black hole metric are more fundamental
than the thermodynamic potentials, which are defined while obtaining the first law following these
two routes. Moreover, as we have noted, the radial pressure is identified as P̄(r) = T̄ r̄

r̄ (r̄H) in these
methods. For a charged Reissner Nördstrom (RN) black hole in AdS spacetime, the radial pressure
will be identified as P̄(r) = T̄ r̄

r̄ = −Q̄2/(8πr̄4)− Λ̄/8π. However, for RN black hole in AdS space, the
thermodynamic pressure is identified as P̄ = −Λ̄/8π which give rise to the P̄ − V̄ criticality [8–14]
and is consistent with the thermodynamics in the extended phase space. In other words, the radial
pressure does not play the role of thermodynamic pressure for the P̄ − V̄ criticality in the extended
phase space.

Therefore, the natural question arises whether one can generally obtain the thermodynamic law
(and the Smarr formula) of black holes in terms of the parameters (M̄ , Q̄ etc.) instead of defining any
thermodynamic potential. More precisely, whether one can show the change of horizon area in terms
of the change in parameters only. The formulation we developed in the following, requires Einstein’s
equation to be solved. However, the final form of the first law and the Smarr-like formula, requires
only the spacetime metric and nothing else.

With the identification T̄ r̄
r̄ = −ǫ(r̄)/(8π), the Einstein’s equation (2) leads to the general solution

[72]

f̄(r̄) = 1− r̄H
r̄

− 1

r̄

∫ r̄

r̄H

ǫ(x)x2dx = 1− 1

r̄

∫ r̄

ǫ(x)x2dx− r̄H
r̄

[

1− 1

r̄H

∫ r̄H

ǫ(x)x2dx
]

, (9)

which implies

f̄(r̄) = g(r̄)− C

r̄
, (10)

where C is the integration constant and

g(y) = 1− 1

y

∫ y

ǫ(x)x2dx . (11)
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The integration constant C can be identified as the mass of the black holes for the following reasons.
The Birkhoff’s theorem [73] says that the exterior solution of a static and spherically symmetric
metric without any source is given by the Schwarzschild metric. From (11), we obtain g(r̄) = 1 and
f̄(r̄) = 1− C/r̄ for ǫ(r̄) = 0. Thus, we obtain the value of the integration constant as

C = 2M̄ = r̄Hg(r̄H) , (12)

and, thereby, we obtain

f̄(r̄) = g(r̄)− 2M̄

r̄
. (13)

As we have mentioned earlier, for the spherically symmetric spacetime of the form (1), the Ein-
stein’s equation is first order differential equation. Therefore, in the solution (13), we have one
integration constant, which is defined as the mass parameter of BH. However, in the spacetime metric,
we can have other parameters (such as Q̄) coming from the component of energy-momentum tensor
ǫ (such as, for RN black hole, ǫ(r̄) = Q̄2/r̄4). Thus, we can write g(r̄) ≡ g(r̄, µ̄i), where µ̄i are the
parameters (other than the mass) that appear in the spacetime metric and the number of parameters
are kept arbitrary. In addition, we express f̄(r̄) as f̄(r̄, M̄ , µ̄i).

Obtaining the first law

Let us now consider a small virtual change of parameters, leading to a small (virtual) change in the
horizon radius δr̄H

1. Therefore, from (12), we obtain

2δM̄ =
[

g(r̄H , µ̄i) +
∂g(r̄H , µ̄i)

∂r̄H
r̄H

]

δr̄H + r̄H
∂g(r̄H , µ̄i)

∂µ̄i
δµ̄i (14)

Furthermore, from (10) we obtain

f̄ ′(r̄H) =
∂f̄(r̄)

∂r̄

∣

∣

∣

r̄=r̄H
=

∂g(r̄H , µ̄i)

∂r̄H
+

g(r̄H , µ̄i)

r̄H
, (15)

In addition, from (13), we obtain

∂g(r̄H , µ̄i)

∂µ̄i
=

∂f̄(r̄, M̄ , µ̄i)

∂µ̄i

∣

∣

∣

r̄=r̄H
. (16)

Substituting (15) and (16) in (14), we finally obtain

T̄ δS̄ = δM̄ − r̄H
2

∂f̄(r̄, M̄ , µ̄i)

∂µ̄i

∣

∣

∣

r̄=r̄H
δµ̄i (17)

This is the explicit from the first law which has been generally obtained. As we have promised, here
the change in entropy of BH is obtained in terms of the change in parameters only. No thermodynamic
potentials are needed to be defined. The identification of temperature (T̄ = f̄ ′(r̄H)/4π) has been done
in (17) via standard arguments of thermal quantum field theory and we have used the well-known
result of BH entropy being quarter of horizon area. More importantly, we need not know about the
source explicitly (unlike the two routes mentioned earlier) to obtain the first law. If the spacetime
metric is provided, we can obtain the thermodynamic law from (17).

1by virtual change, we mean that the change in parameters and horizon radius are not happening by any physical
process. We just compare two BH solutions with radii r̄H (mass M̄ and so on) and r̄H + δr̄H (mass M̄ + δM̄ and so on).
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Generalized Smarr-like formula

Earlier, we have identified the mass of the black hole in terms of Eq. (12). We replace g(r̄H , µ̄i) there
using Eq. (15) and obtain

M̄ = 2T̄ S̄ − r̄2H
2

∂g(r̄H , µ̄i)

∂r̄H
, (18)

where the expressions of T̄ and S̄ are mentioned earlier. The last term in Eq. (18) contributes when
the source term (or the cosmological constant) is present. When there is no source (it corresponds
to the Schwartschild case), g(r̄H , µ̄i) = 1 and we obtain M̄ = 2T̄ S̄, which is the Smarr formula for
Schwartzschild black hole.

From Eq. (13), we can define

g(r̄, µ̄i) = f̄(r̄, M̄ , µ̄i)
∣

∣

∣

M̄=0
. (19)

Therefore, using the above relation (19) in (18), we obtain the Smarr-like formula as

M̄ = 2T̄ S̄ − r̄2H
2

(∂f̄(r̄, M̄ , µ̄i)

∂r̄

)

r̄=r̄H ,M̄=0
. (20)

Thus, we show that for a spherically symmetric spacetime, if the metric is known, we can obtain
the Smarr formula directly using Eq. (20). Therefore, not only the first law, the Smarr formula can
also be obtained from the Einstein’s equation.

Identification of thermodynamic pressure in extended phase space

We now take a particular example to check whether the formulation, defined above, actually provides
the first law for a known case. Let us consider charged spherically symmetric black hole solution with
the cosmological constant. In that case, we know the metric solution (i.e. the RN black hole in AdS
space), which is given as

f̄(r̄, M̄ , µ̄i) = 1− 2M̄

r̄
+

Q̄2

r̄2
− Λ̄r̄2

3
(21)

Let us consider, that the horizon radius changes infinitesimally due to the change in M̄ , Q̄ and Λ̄ (i.e.
we consider the cosmological constant as a variable instead of being a true constant in the theory).
Therefore, the first law, as provided by (17), is obtained as

δM̄ = T̄ δS̄ +
Q̄

r̄H
δQ̄− 4πr̄3H

3
δ
( Λ̄

8π

)

. (22)

One can identify Q̄/r̄H as the thermodynamic potential at the horizon (Φ̄H). 4πr̄3H/3 corresponds
to the volume of a sphere with radius r̄H . Therefore, in AdS spacetime (spacetime with the value of
cosmological constant being negative), if the cosmological constant is considered as a variable, one can
identify the last term of (22) as V̄ δP̄ and the first law looks like

δM̄ = T̄ δS̄ + Φ̄HδQ̄+ V̄ δP̄ , (23)
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where we have identified P̄ = −Λ̄/8π. This identification of pressure (for GR) has been proved to be
consistent in the literature. With these identifications the P̄ − V̄ criticality has been obtained in BH
thermodynamics [13,14]. It is noteworthy that, the BH mass (M̄) can be identified as the enthalpy of
the BH thermodynamic system [8–12] when Λ̄ is considered as variable in the extended phase space
approach.

One can obtain the Smarr formula using our formulation. From Eq. (20), we obtain the Smarr
formula of RN-AdS black hole as

M̄ = 2T̄ S̄ + Q̄Φ̄H − 2P̄ V̄ , (24)

which agrees with the earlier results obtained in the literature [8, 13,14]. However, the novelty in the
present analysis is that we can obtain the Smarr formula directly from the metric.

Higher dimensional generalization of the first law and Smarr-like formula

The formulation mentioned above, can be generalized to higher dimension as well. A general spherically
symmetric metric in arbitrary D spacetime dimension reads

ds̄2 = −f̄(r̄)dt̄2 +
dr̄2

f̄(r̄)
+ r̄2dΩ̄2

D−2 . (25)

For this metric, we obtain the first law and the Smarr-like formula in a general way (see the appendix
A). The first law is given as

δM̄ = T̄ δS̄ +
r̄D−3
H

ωD−2

∂f̄(r̄, M̄ , µ̄i)

∂µ̄i

∣

∣

∣

r̄=r̄H
δµ̄i (26)

The generalized Smarr-like formula in arbitrary D dimension is given as (see the appendix A)

(D − 3)M̄ = (D − 2)T̄ S̄ − r̄D−2
H

ωD−2

∂f̄(r̄, M̄ , µ̄i)

∂r̄

∣

∣

∣

r̄=r̄H ,M̄=0
. (27)

Again, the last term in (27) contributes when there is a source (or the cosmological constant). For,
Schwartzschild metric in D-dimension we obtain the Smarr formula as (D− 3)M̄ = (D− 2)T̄ S̄. Here,
we have defined

ωn =
16π

nV ol(Sn)
=

8Γ
(

n+1
2

)

nπ
n−1
2

, (28)

where V ol(Sn) denotes the volume of a unit n-sphere dΩ2
n. In arbitrary dimension D, the expression

of entropy is given as

S̄ =
V ol(SD−2)r̄D−2

H

4
. (29)

RN-AdS black hole in D spacetime dimensions:
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The spacetime metric of RN-AdS black hole in D dimension is given by the f(r̄) as [74]

f̄(r̄, M̄ , µ̄i) = 1− ωnM̄

r̄n−1
+

nω2
nQ̄

2

8(n− 1)r̄2n−2
− 2Λ̄

n(n+ 1)
r̄2 . (30)

Here n = D − 2 corresponds to the number of angular coordinates. For this metric (30), we obtain
the first law from Eq. (26), which is given by the Eq. (23). Thus, in the higher dimension, we get no
change in the expression of the first law.

Here, g(r̄, µ̄i) can be obtained as (see Eq. (70) of the appendix A)

Using the obtained Eq. (27) we obtain the Smarr formula as

(D − 3)M̄ = (D − 2)T̄ S̄ + (D − 3)Q̄Φ̄H − 2P̄ V̄ , (31)

which agrees with the existing results in literature [8,14]. However, as we have mentioned earlier, the
importance of the present analysis lies in the fact that the results (1st law and the Smarr formula)
can be obtained from the metric itself. In D-dimension, the potential (Φ̄H) and the volume (V̄ ) are
defined as follows [74].

V̄ =
V ol(Sn)

n+ 1
r̄n+1
H , and Φ̄H =

n

4(n − 1)

ωnQ̄

r̄n−1
H

. (32)

Thus, in the present section, we have generally obtained the first law and the Smarr-like formula.
Then we have considered a charged black hole in AdS space. We have found, if the cosmological
constant is considered as a variable, we obtain the extra pressure and volume parameters in BH
thermodynamics. Thus, the phase space of the black hole gets extended and the pressure is identified
in terms of the cosmological constant and volume is its conjugate quantity. The mass of the black
hole plays the role of enthalpy in the extended phase space. For RN black hole, the thermodynamic
volume surprisingly matches to the geometric volume of a sphere with radius being the horizon radius.
But, this may not be true in general. We shall highlight this later in more detail in our subsequent
discussions. Another goal of our paper is to find the connection of thermodynamic parameters in two
conformally connected frames. The thermodynamic parameters in GR is known. Therefore, in the
following section, we define a conformal frame of GR and draw the connection of the parameters in
the two frames.

Let us make some additional comments as follows. In our approach, the equilibrium state version
first law and the general Smarr-like formula do not require any information regarding the conserved
quantity. Here we obtain the first law and the Smaar formula in terms of the parameters which
characterize the solution space of the BH under consideration. These parameters may not even arise
from any conserved quantity. In GR, while obtaining first law for a static and spherically symmetric
(SSS) black hole, the variation of the horizon radius is considered via two different viewpoints (i)
physical process viewpoint, and (ii) equilibrium state version viewpoint. In the physical process view,
one considers that the variation arises due to some physical process (such as the matter flux perturbing
the horizon) and an SSS black hole evolves to another SSS black hole via this physical process. On the
contrary, in the equilibrium state version viewpoint, one simply considers the variation arises due to
the infinitesimal change in the parameters which characterizes the solution space of the BH. Actually,
the equilibrium state version viewpoint compares the two nearby stationary solutions, which differ
infinitesimally in terms of the parameters present in the solution space. Kindly note that our analysis
is along the second route i.e equilibrium state view. For example, the solution space of Einstein-scalar
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BH, as discussed in [75], is characterized by the three parameters α (the mass parameter, which is
not exactly the same as the AMD mass or the holographic mass), φ1, and φ2. None of these are the
conserved quantities. The first law has been obtained in terms of these parameters (for example see
Eq. (4.11) in [75]). Similarly, in our analysis, depending upon the source (or the energy-momentum
tensor), several parameters (µ̄i) will be present in the spacetime metric and the first law (or the Smarr
formula) has been obtained in terms of those parameters (M̄ and µ̄i).

Note that, unlike the first law, the Smarr formula is non-universal. Even in our approach, we
have found that the Smarr formula, unlike the first law, depends on the dimension of the spacetime.
Here, we cannot claim that the procedure of obtaining the Smarr formula from the Einstein’s equation
is universal. In this paper, it has been found that for a general static and spherically symmetric
spacetime (with ḡ00 = −1/ḡrr) the entropy of the BH (more precisely T̄ S̄) is connected with the other
parameters by a particular relation (kindly see Eq. (20)/(27)). We call this relation as the Smarr-like
formula as it indicates similar insights as of the Smarr formula. In addition, we have found that, from
this Smarr-like formula, one can obtain the Smarr formula for the well-known SSS black hole solutions
such as the Schwartzschild BH, RN BH, RN BH in AdS space etc. Therefore, at least in these cases,
the Smarr formula can be obtained from the Einstein’s equation.

Note that the analysis presented in this section, will not be applicable for the SSS BH where
g00 6= −1/grr . When the condition ḡ00 = −1/ḡrr is relaxed, the analysis becomes more complicated.
Therefore, we have kept is as the future work. Here, for a SSS metric with ḡ00 = −1/ḡrr , we have
shown the procedure to obtain the equilibrium state version of first law and the Smarr-like formula
formula in a general way from the Einstein’s equation. Our main goal, in this paper, is to study
the extended phase space thermodynamics. We show that this general results provides the extended
phase space thermodynamics, i.e. the 1st law and the Smarr formula in any arbitrary dimension, by
considering the specific example of the RNAdS black hole. Also, kindly note that when it has been
claimed earlier to have obtained the first law from the Einstein’s equation in a general way (see the
refs. [24] and [70], where they have obtained the first law by defining thermodynamic potential), they
also have considered ḡ00 = −1/ḡrr .

In order to obtain the extended phase space thermodynamics, here we have considered (following
the standard prescriptions in the literature) the AdS spacetime, with the cosmological constant being
a variable instead of being a constant. Thus, the extended phase space thermodynamics is a feature
of AdS spacetime only. The question that whether there is analogue of thermodynamic pressure (P )
in black hole spacetime, has been unsolved for long. In this regard, people have considered several
quantities as the thermodynamic pressure in black hole spacetime. For example, in the earlier approach
of obtaining the first law in a general form (for SSS spacetime) [24,25], they have considered T r

r (radial-
radial component of the energy momentum tensor, or the radal pressure) as the thermodynamic
pressure. This is a good consideration as the conjugate quantity of pressure naturally appears as
the volume (of a sphere of horizon radius). However, this identification is not quite extensive as one
cannot obtain other thermodynamic features (such as P −V criticality) with this consideration. There
are other interesting works in literature [6, 7], which considers the inverse of Hawking temperature
as thermodynamic pressure. With this identification, one can obtain the P − V criticality. However,
in that case, the expression of volume does not come naturally as the conjugate of thermodynamic
pressure and also we do not have PdV term in the first law.

Later, it was found that when cosmological constant is identified as pressure (i.e. Λ is considered
as a variable instead of a constant, see the references [8–20]), we naturally obtain the PdV term in the
first law as well as we obtain the P −V criticality. Thus, in AdS spacetime (where Λ is also considered
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as a variable) we have the proper analogue of thermodynamic pressure. This is called “extended phase
space thermodynamics” (phase space is extended by the inclusion of P and V ). In asymptotically flat
spacetime (or where Λ = 0), we do not have this analogy between P and Λ. Thus, in that case, we do
not have proper analogue of thermodynamic pressure and volume and it is known as “non-extended
phase space thermodynamics”. In addition, Λ =constant case can be considered as a particular case
of the extended phase space thermodynamics where P =constant.

Although the de Sitter (dS) spacetime is also characterized by the (positive) cosmological constant,
analyzing black hole thermodynamics in dS spacetime is much more complex. In de-Sitter spacetime,
we have two different horizons, i.e. black hole horizon along with cosmological horizon and both the
horizons have different temperatures. As a result, the black hole thermodynamic system will be a
non-equilibrium thermodynamic system. Thermodynamics of dS black hole system is different from
standard thermodynamics in many ways. In addition, in dS spacetime we also have problem regarding
defining the asymptotic mass. For these reasons, we have left the dS system. These issues (i.e., why we
consider only AdS spacetime in extended phase space thermodynamics and not dS) has been discussed
at length in the literature; for example, see [14].

3 Extended phase space thermodynamics in the conformally con-

nected frame: study of (in)equivalence of thermodynamic param-
eters

In the earlier section, we have shown that the Einstein’s equation takes the form of the first law of black
hole thermodynamics in the extended phase space. However, the van der Waals type phase transition
(with the P − V criticality) is also observed in Brans-Dicke theory, f(R) theory etc. which has
been mentioned earlier. These theories can be described in either Jordan frame or in Einstein frame,
which are conformally connected to each other. The physical equivalence of two conformal frames is a
longstanding debate in literature [19,28,38–41,43–63]. However, in our earlier work [19,38–41], we have
shown that the thermodynamic parameters, like entropy, temperature, internal energy (which is given
by the mass of the black hole), angular momentum etc. are conformally invariant. But, the earlier
analysis has been performed in the non-extended phase space. On the contrary, in the extended phase
space, we have another two thermodynamic quantities: pressure (P ) and volume (V )2. Earlier, these
two parameters has not been defined in a covariant way for ST gravity and has not been investigated
whether these are conformally equivalent (in [83], the first law and the definition of P and V has been
done in a covariant manner using the ADT formalism, but it is not obvious whether the same formalism
will work in the present case). The conformal equivalence of other thermodynamic quantities in non-
extended phase space do not guarantee the equivalence of P and V in the two conformally connected
frames. Moreover, the thermodynamics in extended phase space is quite different compared to the
non-extended one. The mass of black holes plays the role of internal energy in the non-extended phase
space, whereas the same plays the role of enthalpy in the extended case. Therefore, in this section,
we make a detail analysis for that. For simplicity, in the beginning, we take Einstein’s gravity (GR)
and later we compare it with a frame, which is conformally connected to GR. This is done because,
the expressions of thermodynamic parameters in GR is already known and well-accepted. Therefore,
we can straightforwardly compare the parameters of GR with the defined thermodynamic parameters

2Some recent works in the context of identification of P , V and in the context of P − V criticality can be found
in [76–82].
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in the conformal frame. In the following section, we shall generalize this result for the scalar-tensor
theory in its two frame (i.e. Jordan and the Einstein frame). The method, that we have adopted
here, is the Noether charge formalism provided by Iyer and Wald [67, 68], which provides a powerful
way to derive the first law and to define thermodynamic parameters in a covariant way. We do not
incorporate the (energy-momentum) source term for simplicity. However, one can always incorporate
source, which will contribute to the hairs of the black hole.

The Einstein-Hilbert action with the cosmological constant is given as

Ā =

∫ √−ḡL̄d4x =
1

16π

∫ √−ḡ(R̄− 2Λ̄)d4x . (33)

The procedure of obtaining the thermodynamic first law for the above action (33) (in the extended
phase space) can be found in our earlier work [16]. Therefore, instead of repeating it, we directly go
to the conformal frame. We provide the following conformal transformation to the metric tensor ḡab
and start the analysis in the conformal frame.

ḡab = φgab , (34)

where φ is the conformal factor. In the conformal frame (described by the metric-tensor gab), one can
obtain the equivalent action, which is given as

A =

∫ √−gL =
1

16π

∫ √−g
[

φR+
3

2φ
(∇iφ)(∇iφ)− 3�φ− 2φnΛ

]

, (35)

where Λ = φ2−nΛ̄ (Note that here we have used n as the exponent and not the spacetime index. This
has been followed throughout). One can ask why we do not write the last term inside the square
bracket of Eq. (35) as 2φ2Λ̄ instead of 2φnΛ. For that, in the conformal frame, we define a variable
Λ, which is the cosmological constant multiplied with the arbitrary power of the conformal factor (as
Λ = φ2−nΛ̄ and n is kept arbitrary). Doing this, we shall keep the generality in the expression of the
thermodynamic pressure as we shall go on to define P = −Λ/8π. The reason for keeping this generality
is the following. In literature, there are several works in which the pressure has been accounted as the
cosmological constant multiplied with the arbitrary power of the conformal factor. For example, in
ref [34], the thermodynamic pressure is identified as P = −(φΛ̄)/8π, which corresponds to the n = 1
case of our analysis. Some other works [35,36] accounts P = Λ̄/8π, which corresponds to n = 2 of our
analysis. Therefore, for a general analysis we keep it as φnΛ in (35) and the pressure will be identified
as P = −Λ/8π. Later, we will check the consequences for different values of n.

Here we plan to obtain the covariant thermodynamic description using the Wald’s formulation.
For that, we need to obtain the Noether current and potential due to the diffeomorphism invariance.
We obtain the Noether current and potential in the following.

The variation of the above action (35) (in the extended phase space approach i.e. considering Λ
as a variable) yields

δ(
√−gL) =

√−g
[

Eabδg
ab + E(φ)δφ− 2φn

16π
δΛ +∇aΘ

a(q, δq)
]

. (36)

12



Here, q = {gab, φ} and the expressions of Eab, E(φ) and θa(q, δq) are provided as follows:

Eab =
1

16π

[

φGab + gab∇i∇iφ−∇a∇bφ+
3

2φ
(∇aφ)(∇bφ)−

3

4φ
gab(∇iφ)(∇iφ) + gabφ

nΛ
]

.

E(φ) =
1

16π

[

R+
3

2φ2
(∇iφ)(∇iφ)−

3

φ
�φ− 2nφn−1Λ

]

.

and

θa(q, δq) =
1

16π

[

2φP ibad(∇bδgid)− 2P iabd(∇bφ)δgid +
3

φ
(∇aφ)δφ − 3

2
gij(∇aφ)δgij

−3(∇bφ)δg
ab − 3∇a(δφ)

]

. (37)

Here, we define P abcd as P abcd = (gacgbd − gadgbc)/2. We can obtain a general Bianchi-like identity in
this case as follows

∇bE
ab = −1

2
E(φ)(∇aφ) +

1

16π
φn(∇aΛ) . (38)

The above identity (38) will help us to obtain off-shell Noether current and potential due to the
diffeomorphism invariance (the same identity, which is known as the generalized Bianchi identity
or the Noether identity, also helps to obtain off-shell ADT current as well; for instance, see the
ref [84]). Firstly, we want to obtain the change of the Lagrangian due to the diffeomorphism invariance
xa −→ xa + ξa, which can be obtained by replacing arbitrary variation δ in (36) by Lie derivative
(£ξ). Thus, (36) yields

∇a

(√−gLξa
)

=
√−g

(

− 2Eab(∇aξb) + E(φ)ξ
a∇aφ− 2φn

16π
ξa∇aφ+∇aθ

a(q,£ξq)
)

. (39)

To obtain Eq. (39), we have used £ξg
ab = −(∇aξb + ∇bξa), £ξL = ξa∇aL, £ξφ = ξa∇aφ, £ξΛ =

ξa∇aΛ and so on. In (39), we use Bianchi like identity (given in (38)). This makes the RHS of (39)
a total derivative term and one can show (39), as a whole, can be written as ∇aJ

a = 0, where the
conserved off-shell Noether current Ja is given as

Ja = Lξa + 2Eabξb − θa(q,£ξq) . (40)

The above Noether current (40) can be further expressed as a two-ranked anti-symmetric potential,
also known as the Noether potential, which is given by the relation Ja = ∇bJ

ab3, where

Jab[ξ] =
1

16π

[

∇a(φξb)−∇b(φξa)
]

. (41)

So far, the Noether current and the potential is obtained off-shell, where the equation of motion is
nor required to be used. In addition, the above expressions of the Noether current and potential
are obtained for any arbitrary diffeomorphism. We shall follow the Wald’s formulation to obtain the
thermodynamic law in the extended phase space. In that case, it required to take the on-shell variation
(or perturbation) of the Noether current with respect to the fields gab and φ (therefore, δξa = 0 but
δξa 6= 0). In order to adopt Wald’s formalism, we need to consider the arbitrary diffeomorphism as the

3see appendix A of [40] and consider ω(φ) = −3/2 and V (φ) = 2φnΛ which mimics our system .
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Killing diffeomorphism. From here onward, ξa will be considered as the Killing vector. The onshell
perturbation of the Noether current is given as

δ(
√−gJa) = ξaδ(

√−gL)− δ(
√−gθa(q,£ξq))

=
√−gξa∇bθ

b(q, δq) − δ(
√−gθa(q,£ξq))−

√−g
2φn

16π
ξaδΛ . (42)

Upon using
√−gξa∇bθ

b(q, δq) = £ξ(
√−gθa(q, δq)) + 2

√−g∇bξ
[aθb](q, δq) in the above equation (42)

(where A[aBb] = (AaBb −AbBa)/2), one obtains

δ(
√−gJa) = −ωa + 2

√−g∇bξ
[aθb](q, δq) −√−g

2φn

16π
ξaδΛ , (43)

where,

ωa = −£ξ(
√−gθa(q, δq)) + δ(

√−gθa(q,£ξq)) (44)

is identified as the symplectic Hamiltonian (for rigourous discussion see [67]). Variation of the total
Hamiltonian is given as

δH =

∫

c

dΣa
ωa

√−g
= −δ

∫

c

dΣa∇bJ
ab + 2

∫

c

dΣa∇bξ
[aθb](q, δq) − δΛ

8π

∫

c

φndΣaξ
a . (45)

The above integration is performed on a three-dimensional Cauchy hypersurface, which has been
symbolized by “c” in the subscript of the integral. Here, dΣa = na

√
hd3x is the elemental surface area

of the hypersurface, with na being the normal and h being the determinant of the induced metric of
the surface. The first two terms of RHS of Eq. (45) can be written in terms of two-surface integral
applying the Stoke’s theorem. Since the spacetime contains a horizon, the two surface will not be a
closed one. Instead, it will have two ends– one is the black hole horizon (H) and the other one is the
asymptotic infinity (∂c∞). Following Wald [67, 68], we also consider that the black hole horizon is a
bifurcation Killing horizon, where the Killing normal ξa = 0. One can check, for the presence of the
Killing vector in the spacetime, ωa vanishes (i.e. H vanishes). Thereby, we obtain

−1

2
δ

∫

H

dΣabJ
ab[ξ] +

1

2
δ

∫

∂c∞

dΣabJ
ab[ξ]− 1

16π

∫

∂c∞

dΣabξ
[aθb](q, δq) + δP

∫

c

φndΣaξ
a = 0 , (46)

where we identify P = −Λ/8π and dΣab =
√
σ(ξalb − ξbla) is the elemental surface area of the two

surfaces (H and ∂c∞), with l being the auxiliary null vector and σ being the determinant of the
induced metric on the two surface. We consider the black hole metric to be stationary-axisymmetric,
which possess the Killing vector ξ = ξ(t) +Ωξφ, where ξ(t) and ξφ are the components of the Killing
vector along the temporal and the azimuthal directions respectively and Ω is the angular velocity.
Then the above relation (46) can be identified as the first law in the extended phase space, which is
given as

δM = TδS +ΩHδJ + V δP , (47)

where, following Wald’s approach, one can identify mass (M), entropy (S) and the angular momentum
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(J) as

δS =
π

κ
δ

∫

H

dΣabJ
ab ;

δM =
1

2

∫

∂c∞

[δ(dΣabJ
ab)− 2dΣabξ

[aΘb](q, δq)]
∣

∣

∣

ξ=ξ(t)

;

δJ = −1

2

∫

∂c∞

[δ(dΣabJ
ab)− 2dΣabξ

[aΘb](q, δq)]
∣

∣

∣

ξ=ξ(φ)

. (48)

In the above relations (48), κ is the surface gravity of the Killing horizon and the temperature is
identified as T = κ/2π.

Let us now comment upon the thermodynamic volume (denoted as V ) in the following. A lot of
work has been done [85–92] in the context of thermodynamic volume in the extended phase space.
In general, thermodynamic volume, is the conjugate quantity of P and may not be the same as the
geometric volume. The expression of the thermodynamic volume is provided in the following way.
From Eq. (46), we obtain the conjugate quantity of P as

V =

∫

c

φndΣaξ
a . (49)

Here dΣa corresponds to the elemental surface area of the Cauchy surface c (also note that n is
the exponent of φ and not the indices). Now, in several cases (see the examples given in [8, 92]), it
has been found that, with this definition, V appears as the divergent quantity when it is integrated
in the whole space (of course those analysis in [8, 92] are for Einstein’s gravity, where φ = 1). A
careful investigation suggests that this divergence mainly appears due to the presence of the AdS
part (see [92]). i.e.

∫

c
dΣaξ

a is a divergent quantity for a pure AdS spacetime where black hole
is not present. Therefore, this pure AdS contribution part is removed from the definition of the
thermodynamic volume. This is done in order to obtain a finite expression of thermodynamic volume.
This is called the background subtraction. Therefore, the regularized expression of thermodynamic
volume is given as

V =

∫

c

φndΣaξ
a −

∫

c

(φndΣaξ
a)AdS . (50)

The above expression of thermodynamic volume can be expressed in another form, which resembles
more with the expressions given in the literature. Since ξa is a Killing vector, it can be proved that
φnξa is divergenceless (i.e. ∇a(φ

nξa) = 0). Therefore, we can introduce a two-ranked anti-symmetric
super-potential χab as [8]

φnξa = ∇b(χ
ab) (51)

The existence of χab is guaranteed, at least locally, by the Poincare’s lemma. Therefore, applying
Stoke’s theorem, the above expression of thermodynamic volume can be expressed in terms of the
two-surface integration, i.e.

V =
1

2

[

∫

∂c

dΣabχ
ab −

∫

∂c

(dΣabχ
ab)AdS

]

(52)
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This two-surface (which is denoted by ∂c) has two ends, one at the horizon (denoted by H) and the
other one is asymptotic infinity (denoted by ∂c∞). Thus, we finally obtain the expression of the
thermodynamic volume as

V =
1

2

[

∫

H

dΣabχ
ab −

∫

∂c∞

dΣab

(

χab − χab
(AdS)

)]

, (53)

Since χab
AdS is the contribution arising from pure AdS spacetime, it does not have any contribution on

the black hole horizon. This expression of volume has been provided in the equation (51), which the
referee has mentioned. Also, this expression of thermodynamic volume resembles to the expression,
obtained in earlier literature, such as ref. [8]. Moreover, as we see in the expression of the first law, as
provided in Eq (47), the mass of the black hole plays the role of enthalpy instead of internal energy.
Furthermore, the Wald’s method is applicable only when there is a Killing symmetry in the spacetime
and the BH horizon is the Killing horizon. However, for the two conformally connected frames, if
there is a Killing vector in one frame, it will be a conformal Killing vector in the other frame and
the BH horizon will be the conformal Killing horizon. However, if the conformal factor (here φ) is
Lie-transported along the direction of the Killing vector (i.e. £ξφ = 0), the Killing vector in one
frame will be the Killing vector in the other frame. Thus, in our analysis, we have considered φ to
be Lie-transported along the direction of the Killing vector. This is a standard practice and have also
been adopted in earlier works (such as [38]).

Equivalence of the thermodynamic parameters

Let us now see how the thermodynamic parameters of Einstein’s gravity and the same in the con-
formally connected frames are related. As we have mentioned, using the same Iyer-Wald technique,
the first law has been proved for Einstein-Hilbert action and the thermodynamic parameters have
also been obtained [16]. In Einstein’s gravity, the 1st law and the expression of the thermodynamic
parameters are provided as follows.

δM̄ = T̄ δS̄ + Ω̄HδJ̄ + V̄ δP̄ , (54)

where the thermodynamic parameters are provided as

δS̄ =
π

κ̄
δ

∫

H

dΣ̄abJ̄
ab ;

δM̄ =
1

2

∫

∂c∞

[δ(dΣ̄abJ̄
ab)− 2dΣ̄abξ̄

[aΘ̄b](q̄, δq̄)]
∣

∣

∣

ξ̄=ξ̄(t)

;

δJ̄ = −1

2

∫

∂c∞

[δ(dΣ̄abJ̄
ab)− 2dΣ̄abξ̄

[aΘ̄b](q̄, δq̄)]
∣

∣

∣

ξ̄=ξ̄(φ)

. (55)

In the above relation, q corresponds to the metric tensor describing the Einstein’s gravity in its original
frame (i.e. q = ḡab). For GR, the Noether potential is given as J̄ab = (∇̄aξ̄b − ∇̄bξ̄

a)/16π and the
boundary term is given as Θ̄a(q̄, δq̄) = 2P̄ ibad∇̄bδḡid [72]. Here, we have assumed that the Killing
vectors in the two frames coincide (i.e. ξ̄a = ξa, implying ξ̄a = φξa). Thus, the surface gravity
κ =

√

((∇aξb)(∇bξa))/2 and κ̄ =
√

((∇̄aξ̄b)(∇̄bξ̄a))/2 can be proved to be the same on the bifurcation
2-surface (where ξa = ξ̄a = 0). The proof of the zeroth law [41] suggests that the constancy of κ (or
κ̄) holds not only on the bifurcation surface, but also all over the BH horizon. Thus, κ = κ̄ is valid all
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over the BH horizon. Which implies T̄ = T . The equivalence of the angular velocity can be proved
along the same line of argument provided in [38]. One can prove that the Noether potential and the
surface term are related in the two frames as

J̄ab =
Jab

φ2
(56)

and

Θ̄a(q̄, δq̄) =
Θa(q, δq)

φ2
. (57)

One can obtain the elemental surface area of the two surface is connected in the two frames as
dΣ̄ab = φ2dΣab. Thus, one can prove the equivalence of the thermodynamic parameters as M̄ = M ,
S̄ = S and J̄ = J from the two equations (48) and (55). in the action (35), the term 3�φ is a
total derivative term, which could have been discarded from the action as the removal of a total
derivative term does not affect the dynamics of the fields. However, if we had discarded 3�φ term,
the exact equivalence of mass, angular-momentum and entropy could not have been established (for
more discussion along this line, please see [19, 40]). Thus, the 3�φ is very important in proving the
exact equivalence of the thermodynamic parameters.

Let us discuss upon the equivalence of pressure and volume. As we have identified Λ = φ2−nΛ̄, we
obtain

P = φ2−nP̄ . (58)

Thus the expression of pressure is not equivalent in the two frames unless n = 2. The expression of
volume is also equivalent iff n = 2. Thus, we can say, in the conformal frame for Einstein-Hilbert
action, the thermodynamic quantities, such as mass, entropy, angular-momentum, temperature etc.

are equivalent in the two frames and the equivalence of thermodynamic pressure and volume depends
upon the choice of n. However, the first law can be proved for any arbitrary choice of n. Thus our
analysis does not guarantee that the pressure and volume has to be conformally equivalent. Since
the other parameters (such as mass, entropy etc.) are explicitly shown to be equivalent in the two
frames, one can expect the same. The formalism, mentioned above, is applicable irrespective of the
equivalence of pressure and volume (i.e. irrespective of the choice of n).

In the next section, we show that the same results are valid for a more general case, i.e. for the
scalar-tensor gravity which is described in the Jordan and the Einstein frame, which are conformally
connected. The analysis presented in this section will provide us the hint for the general ST gravity,
which is presented in the following section.

4 Extended phase space thermodynamics in the scalar-tensor grav-

ity

In this section, we generalize our earlier results for the scalar-tensor gravity, which is described in two
frames. In the original frame, which is known as the Jordan frame, the action is given as

A(ST ) =

∫

d4x
√−g

1

16π

(

φR− ω(φ)

φ
gab∇aφ∇bφ− V(φ)

)

. (59)
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In this frame, the scalar field φ is nonminimally coupled with the Ricci-scalar R. In addition, ω(φ) is
known as the Brans-Dicke parameter, which is considered as an arbitrary function of the scalar field
φ. When ω(φ) is constant, this theory boils down to the Brans-Dicke (BD) theory. Furthermore, we
have the scalar field potential V(φ), which can also contain the cosmological constant Λ̄ (see ref [36,37]
for instance), in extended phase space approach which will be regarded as a variable. Thus, from now
onward, we consider V(φ) ≡ V(φ, Λ̄). The nonminimal coupling in the original frame can be removed
by a set of transformation, one is the conformal transformation and the other one is the rescaling of
the scalar field. The transformation relations are given as

g̃ab = φgab, (60)

and

φ → φ̃ with dφ̃ =

√

2ω(φ) + 3

16π

dφ

φ
. (61)

With the help of above two transformation relations (60) and (61), one can write the equivalent form
of the action (59) in the Einstein frame as

Ã =

∫

d4x
√

−g̃L̃ =

∫

d4x
√

−g̃
[ R̃

16π
− 1

2
g̃ab∇̃aφ̃∇̃bφ̃− U(φ̃, Λ̄)

]

, (62)

where U(φ̃, Λ̄) = V(φ, Λ̄)/(16πφ2). In literature, one finds that the action of ST gravity in the two
frames are provided by Eqs (59) and (62). However, the two actions (59) and (62) are not exactly equiv-
alent under the transformation relations (60) and (61). Instead the two actions (or the Lagrangians)
differ by a total derivative term (−3�φ). If one neglects −3�φ term in the action the dynamics of
the system remains invariant but, there remains an in-built inequivalence in the action, which results
in the several inequivalences in the two frame; such as the violation of holographic principal in the
Jordan frame, inequivalence of Noether current and potential in the two frames, which further lead to
inequivalence of the thermodynamic parameters etc. (for more discussions in this regard, see [19,39]).
For the specific choice of ω(φ) = −3/2 and U(φ̃, Λ̄) = Λ̄/8π, one recovers the Einstein’s gravity with
the cosmological constant term (where Eq. (62) boils down to the Eq. (33)). As we have mentioned
earlier, in several works, the thermodynamic pressure for f(R) and BD theory has been considered
as the cosmological constant multiplied with different powers of the the conformal factor (here φ) in
different cases. Therefore, to maintain the generality in the expression of pressure, we consider the
thermodynamic pressure in the Jordan frame is given as P = −Λ/π. Whereas, in Einstein frame we
defined it as P̃ = −Λ̄/8π, where Λ and Λ̄ are related by Λ = φ(n−2)Λ4. Thus, incorporating −3�φ
term and considering Λ as a variable instead of Λ̄, the action of the Jordan frame is given as

A =

∫

d4x
√−gL =

∫

d4x
√−g

1

16π

(

φR− ω(φ)

φ
gab∇aφ∇bφ− V(φ,Λ) − 3�φ

)

. (63)

From now onward, the action of the Jordan frame will be considered as A (given in (63)) instead of
A(ST ) (given in (59)) for the aforementioned reasons.

In both the frames, one can obtain the first law following the Wald’s approach as shown in the
previous section and can define the thermodynamic parameters as earlier. In order to avoid repeating

4The thermodynamic pressure in the Einstein frame is considered as the same of GR due to the fact that in the limit
ω(φ) = −3/2, Einstein frame action boils down to the Einstein-Hilbert action.
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similar calculations, in appendix B we have obtained the first law and have shown that Mass, entropy,
angular momentum, angular velocity and temperature (i.e. the non-extended phase space variables)
are conformally equivalent 5. The pressure in the Jordan frame is already identified as P = −Λ/8π
and, the thermodynamic volume is identified as

V = −1

2

∫

H

∂V(φ,Λ)
∂Λ

√
hnaξ

ad3y +
1

2

∫

∞

∂V(φ,Λ)
∂Λ

√
h
[

naξ
a − (naξ

a)BG

]

d3y , (64)

where na is the normal and h is the determinant of the induced metric of t = const. hypersurface6

Similarly, in Einstein frame, the expression of pressure is given as P̃ = −Λ̄/8π and the expression
of thermodynamic volume is given as

Ṽ = −8π

∫

H

∂U(φ̃, Λ̄)
∂Λ̄

√

h̃ñaξ̃
ad3y + 8π

∫

∞

∂U(φ̃, Λ̄)
∂Λ̄

√

h̃
[

ñaξ̃
a − (ñaξ̃

a)BG

]

d3y , (65)

Again, here we have adopted the regularization prescription in order to ward off the divergence ap-
pearing in the expressions of volume as provided in (64) and (65). One can easily check and find that
the thermodynamic pressure and volume will be equivalent in the two frames only when n = 2 and
Λ = Λ̄ (thus P = P̄ = −Λ̄/8π).

We provide some important comments about the analysis done above. As we have mentioned
earlier, it has been found that the expression of thermodynamic pressure for alternative theories of
gravity, such as Brans-Dicke theory, f(R) theory etc., have been considered different in different
literature while studying the P − V criticality. Whereas, the expression of thermodynamic pressure
in Einstein’s gravity is unanimously accepted. The f(R) theory and the Brans-Dicke theory can
be studied as the special cases scalar-tensor gravity in the Jordan frame. On the other hand, one
can roughly say that the GR can be considered as the special case of scalar-tensor theory in the
Einstein frame. It has been found that the thermodynamic parameters of non-extended phase space
are equivalent in the two conformally connected frames [19, 38–41]. Therefore, normally it can be
expected that the extra two parameters in the extended phase space approach (i.e. P and V ) should
also be equivalent in the two frames. Nevertheless, the formalism described above to obtain the first
law is valid irrespective of the equivalence of pressure and volume.

Thus, in our analysis, we have first considered the Einstein’s gravity (GR) and have compared the
thermodynamic parameters of GR (in the extended phase space approach) with that of its conformal
frame. Here, we have adopted Wald’s approach, which have been found useful not only to prove
the first law but also to provide the expression of the thermodynamic parameters in a covariant
manner and, thereby, establishing connection of the thermodynamic parameters in the two frames.
Our analysis suggests, if thermodynamic pressure and volume have to be equivalent in the two frames
(which is most likely as other thermodynamic parameters are shown to be equivalent) one always
have to consider thermodynamic pressure in terms of cosmological constant only. Later, we have
generalized this result for scalar-tensor gravity. The significance in our approach lies in the fact that
we have provided all the expression of the thermodynamic parameters in a covariant way.

5In the context of ST gravity, the non-extended phase space variables are already defined and have shown equivalent
in the two frames [19, 38–41]. However, the present discussion is valid for both non-extended phase space variables as
well as extra variables (P and V ) appearing in the extended phase space but, here we emphasize on P and V only.

6the above expression of volume (64) can be expressed as the integration of two surface (introducing Killing-
superpotential, as done in the section 3) when V(φ,Λ) is O(Λ), as a result of which ∂V (φ,Λ)/∂Λ is a function of φ
only. For example, it can be done for the V(φ,Λ) given in [36] (Eq. 13).
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5 Conclusions and outlook

Extended phase space thermodynamics has been studied extensively under the framework of Ein-
stein’s GR, where the cosmological constant is considered as the thermodynamic pressure (P ) and its
conjugate quantity is considered as the thermodynamic volume (V ). However, recently the P − V
criticality has also been found for Brans-Dicke and for the f(R) gravity, which can be studied as a
special case of the ST gravity and can be described in the two conformally connected frames. However,
there remains a discrepancy in the expression of pressure in different literature. In some literature, the
cosmological constant alone is considered as the pressure whereas, in another case, the cosmological
constant, multiplied with conformal factor is identified as the thermodynamic pressure. In addition,
the equivalence of the thermodynamic parameters, in the extended phase space approach, has not
been studied for the conformally connected frames.

Motivated by these facts, we present the analysis of this paper. Firstly in GR, we provide a general
way of obtaining the first law and the Smarr formula from Einstein’s equation, which works both for
the extended phase space and for the non-extended phase space. Generally, while proving the first
law from the Einstein’s equation, people define thermodynamic potential and obtain the equilibrium
version of first law in terms of the virtual change of the defined thermodynamic potential. However,
originally the equilibrium version of the first law is obtained in terms of the virtual change of the
parameters present in the metric. We provide a general analysis along this route. Thereby we also
show that in extended phase space thermodynamics, the pressure can be identified in terms of the
cosmological constant. In addition, we show that the Einstein’s equation contains more information
on BH thermodynamics as one can obtain the Smarr formula from the Einstein’s equation itself, which
was not predicted earlier. This result is significant in the context of studying gravity as an emergent
phenomena. Later, we investigate the connection of thermodynamic parameters in the two conformally
connected frames. Since, the thermodynamic parameters in Einstein’s GR is already well-known and
well-accepted, we introduce the conformal frame of GR and obtain the first law using Iyer-Wald
formalism. Thereby, we also obtain the expression of thermodynamic parameters of extended phase
space in a covariant manner, which we compare with the parameters of Einstein’s GR. We find, in
the conformal frame, the equivalence of thermodynamic parameters is attainable when the pressure is
identified in terms of cosmological constant only and not multiplied with the conformal factor. Finally,
we have extended this analysis for the general scalar-tensor gravity in its two frames, where the similar
conclusions are drawn.

Here we discuss one problematic issue related to this topic. The extended phase space thermody-
namics seems to be incompatible with AdS-CFT correspondence. As per AdS-CFT, the thermody-
namics of AdS black hole can be described equivalently by the dual CFT. Several earlier works suggest
that the variation of cosmological constant, which is identified as the thermodynamic pressure in the
bulk, is not dual to the pressure of the dual field theory. Instead, it has been argued [8,85,86,90,93,94]
that varying cosmological constant is dual to varying the number of colours (N) in the dual gauge
theory. If the gauge theory is arising from coincident D-branes, varying N corresponds to the number
of branes. Note that N is a discrete number and not a thermodynamic variable. In addition, ther-
modynamics is about the dynamics of the microstates at the equilibrium. However, the variation of
the cosmological constant (or N) corresponds to the change in theory itself and not just the change
in state. Here, we just acknowledge this issue as we are not describing the extended phase space
thermodynamics from AdS-CFT viewpoint. Furthermore, despite this issue, the extended phase space
thermodynamics has been a subject of ongoing research (the reference of this paper lists a few of
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them). Also, see the new works [95,96], where these issues are discussed. Hopefully, this issue will be
resolved in future works.

Thus, in this work, the extended phase space thermodynamics has been thoroughly studied for
two conformally connected frames to address the discrepancy in the literature. Most importantly, we
have provided the expressions of thermodynamic parameters in a covariant way following standard
existing formalisms of GR. In addition, we have shown the procedure to obtain equilibrium version
of first law and the Smarr-like formula in a general way for a static and spherically symmetric black
hole in GR. We hope the analysis provides some significant insights in the context of extended phase
space thermodynamics. More on this topic is expected to be reported soon.
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A Obtaining the first law and the Smarr-like formula in arbitrary
dimension

For the metric (25), the Einstein’s equation is given as

(D − 3)
(

− 1 + f̄(r̄)
)

+ r̄f̄ ′(r̄) =
16π

D − 2
r̄2T̄ r̄

r̄ . (66)

The general solution of the above equation comes in the following form

f̄(r̄, µ̄i) = 1−
( r̄H

r̄

)D−3
+

1

r̄D−3

∫ r̄

r̄H

16π

D − 2
T r̄
r̄ (r̄, µ̄

i)r̄D−2dr̄ . (67)

This expression can be written in the following form

f̄(r̄, µ̄i) = g(r̄, µ̄i)−
( r̄H

r̄

)D−3
g(r̄H , µ̄i) . (68)

We identify

ωD−2M̄ = r̄D−3
H g(r̄H , µ̄i) , (69)

and, thereby, we can write Eq. (68) as

f̄(r̄, M̄ , µ̄i) = g(r̄, µ̄i)− ωD−2M̄

r̄D−3
, (70)

where

g(x, µ̄i) = 1− 1

xD−3

∫ x 2

D − 2
ǫ(x, µ̄i)xD−2dx . (71)

21



Eq. (70) implies that g(r̄, µ̄i) = f̄(r̄, M̄ , µ̄i)M̄=0 . From Eq. (68), we obtain

f̄ ′(r̄H , M̄ , µ̄i) = g′(r̄H , µ̄i) +
D − 3

r̄H
g(r̄H , µ̄i) . (72)

Replacing g(r̄H , µ̄i) of Eq. (69) using the above Eq. (72) we obtain Eq. (27). Let us now consider the
horizon radius changes infinitesimally due to the change in parameters (M̄ and µ̄i). In that case we
have (from Eq. (69))

ωD−2δM̄ =
[

(D − 3)r̄D−4
H g(r̄H , µ̄i) + r̄D−3

H g′(r̄H , µ̄i)
]

δr̄H + r̄D−3
H

∂g(r̄H , µ̄i)

∂m̄ui
δµ̄i . (73)

Using equations (16) and (72) in (73), we obtain (26).

B Obtaining 1st law in ST gravity for both the frames in extended

phase space

The variation of the action (63) yields

δ(
√−gL) = √−g

[

Eabδgab + E(φ)δφ − 1

16π

∂V(φ,Λ)
∂Λ

δΛ +∇aΨ
a(q, δq)

]

. (74)

Here, q = {gab, φ} and the expressions of Eab, E(φ) and Ψa(q, δq) are provided as follows:

Eab =
1

16π

[

φGab + gab∇i∇iφ−∇a∇bφ− ω(φ)

φ
(∇aφ)(∇bφ) +

ω(φ)

2φ
gab(∇iφ)(∇iφ) +

1

2
gabV(φ,Λ)

]

.

E(φ) =
1

16π

[

R− ω(φ)

φ2
(∇iφ)(∇iφ) +

2ω(φ)

φ
�φ− ∂V(φ,Λ)

∂φ
+

1

φ

dω(φ)

dφ
(∇iφ)(∇iφ)

]

.

and

Ψa(q, δq) =
1

16π

[

2φP ibad(∇bδgid)− 2P iabd(∇bφ)δgid − 2
ω(φ)

φ
(∇aφ)δφ − 3

2
gij(∇aφ)δgij

−3(∇bφ)δg
ab − 3∇a(δφ)

]

, (75)

where we have defined P abcd = (gacgbd − gadgbc)/2. The general Bianchi-like identity, in this case, is
provided as

∇bEab = −1

2
E(φ)(∇aφ) +

1

32π

∂V(φ,Λ)
∂Λ

(∇aΛ) . (76)

For diffeomorphism (xa −→ xa+ ξa) invariance, the arbitrary variation becomes Lie variation in (74).
Then Substituting (76) in (74), one obtains the conserved offshell Noether current (J a), which is given
as

J a = Lξa + 2Eabξb −Ψa(q,£ξq) . (77)

This conserved Noether current can further be written as the divergence of two-ranked anti-symmetric
potential, which is called Noether potential (J a = ∇bJ ab), where the Noether potential is provided
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as7

J ab[ξ] =
1

16π

[

∇a(φξb)−∇b(φξa)
]

. (78)

Using Wald’s approach, as described in section 3, one can obtain the first law as δM = TδS+ΩHδJ +
V δP with T = κ/2π and

δS =
π

κ
δ

∫

H

dΣabJ ab ;

δM =
1

2

∫

∂c∞

[δ(dΣabJ ab)− 2dΣabξ
[aΨb](q, δq)]

∣

∣

∣

ξ=ξ(t)

;

δJ = −1

2

∫

∂c∞

[δ(dΣabJ ab)− 2dΣabξ
[aΨb](q, δq)]

∣

∣

∣

ξ=ξ(φ)

. (79)

The expression of pressure and volume (adopting the regularization prescription) in provided in section
4.

Let us now quickly move forward to the Einstein frame. The variation of the Lagrangian, as
provided in (62), yields

δ(
√

−g̃L̃) =
√

−g̃Ẽabδg̃ab +
√

−g̃Ẽ(φ̃)δφ̃−
√

−g̃
∂U(φ̃, Λ̄)

∂Λ̄
δΛ̄ +

√

−g̃∇̃aΨ̃
a(q̃, δq̃) , (80)

where q̃ ∈ {g̃ab, φ̃} and

Ẽab =
G̃ab

16π
− 1

2
∇̃aφ̃∇̃bφ̃+

1

4
g̃ab∇̃iφ̃∇̃iφ̃+

1

2
g̃abU(φ̃, Λ̄) ;

Ẽ(φ̃) = ∇̃a∇̃aφ̃− ∂U(φ̃, Λ̄)
∂φ̃

;

and

Ψ̃a(q̃, δq̃) =
δṽa

16π
− (∇̃aφ̃)δφ̃ . (81)

where δṽa = 2p̃ibad∇̃bδg̃id and p̃iabd = (g̃ibg̃ad − g̃idg̃ab)/2 . The, Bianchi-like identity is provided as

∇̃bẼ
ab = −1

2
(∇̃aφ̃)Ẽφ +

1

2

∂U(φ̃, Λ̄)
∂Λ̄

(∇̃aΛ̄) . (82)

With these relations, one can obtain the conserved offshell Noether current in Einstein frame due to
the diffeomorphism invariance (x̃a −→ x̃a + ξ̃a) as

J̃a = L̃ξ̃a + 2Ẽabξ̃b − Ψ̃a(q̃,£ξ q̃) . (83)

and, the Noether potential is provided as

J̃ab =
1

16π
(∇̃aξ̃b − ∇̃bξ̃a) . (84)

7Note, that the expression of Noether current and potential is the same both for extended phase space approach and
the non-extended one.
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Again, following Wald’s formalism, we obtain the first law as δM̃ = T̃ δS̃ + Ω̃HδJ̃ + Ṽ δP̃ where
T̃ = κ̃/2π and

δS̃ =
π

κ̃
δ

∫

H

dΣ̃abJ̃
ab ;

δM̃ =
1

2

∫

∂c∞

[δ(dΣ̃abJ̃
ab)− 2dΣ̃abξ̃

[aΘ̃b](q̃, δq̃)]
∣

∣

∣

ξ̃=ξ̃(t)

;

δJ̃ = −1

2

∫

∂c∞

[δ(dΣ̃abJ̃
ab)− 2dΣ̃abξ̃

[aΘ̃b](q̃, δq̃)]
∣

∣

∣

ξ̃=ξ̃(φ)

.

(85)

In Einstein frame, the pressure and thermodynamic volume (with regularization prescription) is defined
in section 4.
Equivalence of the thermodynamic parameters: One can obtain the Noether potentials are conformally
connected as

J̄ ab =
J ab

φ2
(86)

and

Ψ̃a(q̄, δq̄) =
Ψa(q, δq)

φ2
. (87)

Also, one can obtain the elemental surface area of the two surface are connected in the two frames
as dΣ̃ab = φ2dΣab. With the help of the above two relations (86) and (87), one obtains the mass,
charge and angular momentum are equivalent in Jordan and Einstein frame. The equivalence of the
temperature and angular velocity can be proved applying the exactly same argument as presented in
section 3, which we do not repeat here. The equivalence of pressure and volume is discussed in the
section 4.
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