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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. In addition, in Einstein’s
gravity (GR), we obtain a general expression of the equilibrium state version of first law and the
Smarr 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 (and the Smarr 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 justifies why the cosmological constant plays the role of thermodynamic pressure in GR
in extended phase space.

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
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
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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 [21-28], which
suggests that the thermodynamic property of gravity ranges well-beyond Einstein’s GR. Interestingly,
the P — V criticality has been found in scalar-tensor (ST) / Brans-Dicke and f(R) gravity as well
[29-32]. However, there seems to have a disparity in the expression of the thermodynamic pressure.
It is well known, in general, f(R) gravity can be studied equivalently as the scalar-tensor gravity
with the identification ¢ = f’(R), where ¢ is the scalar field which is non-minimally coupled with the
Ricci-scalar in the ST gravity and f/(R) = 0f(R)/OR in the f(R) gravity. Now, the expression of
pressure has been considered as different in different papers. For example, in [29], 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 [30, 31] the cosmological constant itself is identified
as the thermodynamic pressure in f(R) gravity and in Brans-Dicke (BD) gravity. Apart from this
difference 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 [19,33-36]. 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. Firstly, in Einstein gravity, we derive a novel approach and
obtain the thermodynamic first law and the Smarr formula [37] from the Einstein’s equation. The
idea is, if a static and spherically symmetric solution of Einstein’s equation depends upon several
parameters (such as mass, charge, AdS radius etc.), using the presented approach, one can obtain
the equilibrium state version of the first law and the Smarr formula in a general way. Thereby,
we show that if the cosmological constant of the AdS black hole is considered 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. Later

IThe results (first law and the Smarr formula) obtained in this approach is nothing new, but the approach is new as
far my knowledge. That is why, I call it as a novel approach instead of saying it as new findings.



we move on to discuss extended phase space thermodynamics in the conformally connected frames.
Although there are debates regarding the physical equivalence of the two conformally connected frames
[19,28,33-36, 38-58], it has been found that the thermodynamic parameters (of non-extended phase
space) are equivalent in the two conformally connected frames [19,33-36]. Therefore, following the
extended phase space approach, here we study the connection of thermodynamic parameters in the
two frames (especially pressure and volume). 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
[59,60], we define 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
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. Also, we discuss that the arbitrariness in the expression
of pressure indeed influences in 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 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 ¢, A and G
as unity. Quantities with a bar overhead (such as A) correspond to the of Einstein’s GR. Quantities
with a tilde overhead (such as A) 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).

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 [24-27,61-63]. 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
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
22 s AT o 9o
ds® = —f(r)dt” + m + 79(d6* + sin® 0d¢~) , (1)
T

with f(7) being the general function of 7. This metric satisfies the radial Einstein’s equation (G =



87T7), which is provided as
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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 7 = 7y (where 7y
is obtained using f(7x) = 0). Then both sides of (2) are multiplied with (7% drg)/2 to obtain

TdS — dF = PyydV . (3)

The above equation is identified as the first law of a black hole, the horizon of which has undergone
a virtual displacement from 7y to rg + dry. Here P, is known as the radial pressure and V' is the
geometric volume of a sphere of radius 7. The thermodynamic quantities are identified as
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There is another route [62] 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

P,y = B(rg) + C(ru)T (5)

where the expression of ]5(7,) and T are given in (4). Therefore, taking the variation on both sides and
multiplying it with V' leads to the thermodynamic relation

V6P, = 80T + 6G | (6)

where,
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In the present case (Einstein’s gravity), B(fg) = —(877%)~! and C(7y) = 1/(27g), implying

ézzgu—wﬁjw, (8)

and S 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 (E) of the first
route and the Gibbs function (G) as defined in the second route are connected to each other by the
Legendre transformation £ = G + TS — I:’(T,)V.

The second route [62] 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 S and V are functions of 7y
only. However, in both the routes, the thermodynamic potentials (such as E defined in the first route
and G 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 (F), which is defined as half of the horizon radius, coincides with the mass of the black hole
(M); while for Reissner Nordstrom (RN) black hole, E is not the same as M. 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 I:’(T) = TI(fy) in these
methods. For a charged Reissner Nordstrom (RN) black hole in AdS spacetime, the radial pressure
will be identified as P,y = T} = —Q*/(8w*) — A/8w. However, for RN black hole in AdS space, the
thermodynamic pressure is identified as P = —A /87 which give rise to the P — V' 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 P — V 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 (M, Q 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 formula, requires only
the spacetime metric and nothing else.

With the identification T = —e(7)/(87), the Einstein’s equation (2) leads to the general solution
[64]
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which implies

where C' is the integration constant and
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g(y) =1— —/ e(z)zdz . (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 [65] 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(7) = 1 and

f(r) =1—C/r for ¢(¥) = 0. Thus, we obtain the value of the integration constant as

C=2M =7uy(Fu) (12)
and, thereby, we obtain

- . 2M
f(T)Zg(T)—T- (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 Q) coming from the component of energy-momentum tensor
¢ (such as, for RN black hole, €(7) = Q?/7*). Thus, we can write g(7) = g(7, fi’), where fi’ 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 f(7) as f(7, M, ii*).

Obtaining the first law

Let us now consider a small virtual change of parameters, leading to a small (virtual) change in the
horizon radius 675 2. Therefore, from (12), we obtain

g ) . L dgm )
Furthermore, from (10) we obtain
o of(r) Og(Tu, i) | 9(Fu, fi’)
/
pr— — 1
P = =55 e orm | (15)
In addition, from (13), we obtain
Og(r, i) _ Of(r, M, ji')
: = : 16
o o F=rp (16)
Substituting (15) and (16) in (14), we finally obtain
IR v fHaf(f,M,ﬂZ) —1
T6S =M — ———_—""~= on 1
s 2 opt F=Fp a (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 (T = f'(7y)/47) 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).

Generalized Smarr-like formula

Earlier, we have identified the mass of the black hole in terms of Eq. (12). We replace g(7y, ii*) there
using Eq. (15) and obtain
=2 = =i
o omg T 99(TH, 1)
M=2rS- ="~ 18
2 org ( )
where the expressions of T and S 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

Zby 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 7z (mass M and so on) and 7g + d7g (mass M + 6M and so on).



to the Schwartschild case), g(7y,i') = 1 and we obtain M = 2T'S, which is the Smarr formula for
Schwartzschild black hole.

From Eq. (13), we can define

Foal) = f(7F, M, it . 1
g(r, @) = f(r, M, i)| (19)
Therefore, using the above relation (19) in (18), we obtain the Smarr-like formula as
B 00 L)
M=2TS -4 <é . 2
s 2 or >F:FH,M:O (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

o oM  Q? A2

FM ) =1— —+ = — — 21

f( i) —t 2 (21)
Let us consider, that the horizon radius changes infinitesimally due to the change in M, Q and A (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

— sea Q4w A
o = T65 + 250 - WH&(—) . (22)
TH 3 8

One can identify Q /7y as the thermodynamic potential at the horizon (®p). 4773, /3 corresponds
to the volume of a sphere with radius 7. Therefore, in AdS spacetime (spacetime with the value of
cosmological constant being nega‘give), if the cosmological constant is considered as a variable, one can
identify the last term of (22) as VJP and the first law looks like

SM =T6S + ®yoQ + VP (23)
where we have identified P = —A/87. This identification of pressure (for GR) has been proved to be
consistent in the literature. With these identifications the P — ? criticality has been obtained in BH
thermodynamics [13,14]. It is noteworthy that, the BH mass (M) can be identified as the enthalpy of
the BH thermodynamic system [8-12] when A 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

N = 2T5 + Qdy — 2PV | (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
22 con o AT o e
ds® = —f(T)dt + ==+ dQD—Z . (25)
f(7r)
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
D—3 aF(= v ~i
o 0 M, i
511 = 765 4 1O )
Wp—2 o’

o’ (26)

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

2 of(r, M, i)

(D~ 3N = (D ~2)T§ — =

(27)

F=Fp,M=0 ’

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)M = (D —2)T'S. Here,
we have defined

. 16m 8F("T“> 28)
YT Vel(SYY T e

where Vol(S™) denotes the volume of a unit n-sphere d22. In arbitrary dimension D, the expression
of entropy is given as
Vol(SP=2)ry 2

S = 1 : (29)

RN-AdS black hole in D spacetime dimensions:

The spacetime metric of RN-AdS black hole in D dimension is given by the f(7) as [66]

_ wn M nw2@Q? 2A 9
r /\4 ') = 1— n - r

(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(7, i) can be obtained as (see Eq. (68) of the appendix A)
Using the obtained Eq. (27) we obtain the Smarr formula as

(D—-3)M = (D —2)TS + (D — 3)Q®y — 2PV | (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 (®5) and the volume (V) are
defined as follows [66].

VOl(Sn)fn—i-l
n+1 H

no w,@

V= A1)t

, and &y = (32)

Thus, in the present section, we have generally obtained the first law and the Smarr 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.

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 [19,28,33-36,38-58]. However, in our earlier work [19,33-36], 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). Earlier, these
two parameters has not been defined in a covariant way and has not been investigated whether these
are conformally equivalent. 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
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 [59,60], 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
_ _ 1 _ _
A= / Vit = oo / V=GR — 28)d's . (33)
77

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 ggp
and start the analysis in the conformal frame.

Gab = ¢gab ) (34)
where ¢ is the conformal factor. In the conformal frame (described by the metric-tensor g,), one can
obtain the equivalent action, which is given as

A= [ Vst = 1o [VEa[eR+ 55 (Tio(vie) ~ 300 - 2674 (3)
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where A = ¢> A (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 2¢?A instead of 2¢™A. For that, in the conformal frame, we define a variable
A, which is the cosmological constant multiplied with the arbitrary power of the conformal factor (as
A = ¢> A 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 = —A/8x. 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 [29], the thermodynamic pressure is identified as P = —(¢A)/87, which corresponds to the n = 1
case of our analysis. Some other works [30,31] accounts P = A/87, which corresponds to n = 2 of our
analysis. Therefore, for a general analysis we keep it as ¢" A in (35) and the pressure will be identified
as P = —A/8n. 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 A
as a variable) yields

2 n
S(V=9L) = V=9 | Eundg™ + E3)06 — T—0A + V0" (q.69)] . (36)

10



Here, ¢ = {gap, ¢} and the expressions of Eqp, E(4) and 0%(q,dq) are provided as follows:

B = = [0Gun + 0¥V = V¥ 5-(Vu) (Vo) = 100V (Vi) + 0"
By = 16% 7+ %(v%)(vm) - %w —2n¢" '] .
and
0°(0,60) = 15 [20P™(Vigia) — 2P (Vis)3gia + 5 (V°0)36 = 597(V" ),
~3(V46)0g™ = 3V°(39)] - (37)

Here, we define Pe¢d a5 pabed — (gacgbd _ gadgbe) /9 We can obtain a general Bianchi-like identity in
this case as follows

1 1
ab __ a n a
ViE® = 3 E)(V*9) + 10" (V"A) . (38)

The above identity (38) will help us to obtain off-shell Noether current and potential due to the
diffeomorphism invariance. Firstly, we want to obtain the change of the Lagrangian due to the
diffeomorphism invariance z* — x® + £%, which can be obtained by replacing arbitrary variation ¢
in (36) by Lie derivative (£¢). Thus, (36) yields

Va(V9LE") = VoG ( - 2EU(Vas) + B£Vad — 1oVt + Vab(0, £c0)) - (39)

To obtain Eq. (39), we have used £¢g% = —(V%L + Vb¢%), LeL = €9V, L, £e¢p = £V 0, L£cA =
€%V, A 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 V,J% = 0, where the
conserved off-shell Noether current J¢ is given as

J¢ = LE" + 2B, — 6°(q, £¢q) - (40)
The above Noether current (75) can be further expressed as a two-ranked anti-symmetric potential,
also known as the Noether potential, which is given by the relation J% = V;,J%3, where

7 = - [ve(6e) - V(g (a)

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 g, and ¢ (therefore, 66 = 0 but
0¢, # 0). In order to adopt Wald’s formalism, we need to consider the arbitrary diffecomorphism as the
Killing diffeomorphism. From here onward, £* will be considered as the Killing vector. The onshell
perturbation of the Noether current is given as

0(V=gJ") = £*0(V=gL) — 6(v=90"(q, £¢q))
= V7E V80, 80) — (700, £eq) — VG 5-E"0A (42

see appendix A of [35] and consider w(¢) = —3/2 and V(¢) = 2¢™ A which mimics our system .

3
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Upon using /—g&*V,60°(q, 0q) = Le(v/—90%(q,0q)) + 2/=gV£l%0% (¢, 8q) in the above equation (42)
(where Al*BY = (A*Bb — A®B®)/2), one obtains

26"

O(V=gJ) = ~w" +2V/=gVi£ 0" (q.00) — V=g 7€ 0N , (43)

where,

W = — £(y70(4.09)) + 6(/ 7G04, £¢0)) (4

is identified as the symplectic Hamiltonian (for rigourous discussion see [59]). Variation of the total
Hamiltonian is given as

w ab apb oA n a
6H = /cha\/—__g = —5/chaVbJ +2/cdzavbg[ 0% (q,6q) — g/cqﬁ A, . (45)
The above integration is performed on a three-dimensional Cauchy hypersurface, which has been
symbolized by “¢” in the subscript of the integral. Here, d¥, = nevVhd>x is the elemental surface area
of the hypersurface, with n, 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 (#) and the other one is the
asymptotic infinity (Jcs). Following Wald [59, 60], we also consider that the black hole horizon is a
bifurcation Killing horizon, where the Killing normal £* = 0. One can check, for the presence of the

Killing vector in the spacetime, w® vanishes (i.e. H vanishes). Thereby, we obtain

_15/ dzabﬂb[gwlé dSap T (€] — !
2 Jy 2

=N / d6% (g, 5q) + 6P / ST =0, (46)
OCoo 167 OCoo c

where we identify P = —A/87 and dXy, = /o (&uly — &la) is the elemental surface area of the two
surfaces (H and Oc), with I being the auxiliary null vector and o 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 § = £(;) + (2£4, where £(;) and & are the components of the Killing
vector along the temporal and the azimuthal directions respectively and €2 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

SM =T6S + QudJ + VP | (47)

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

5S = 55/ A% T
K Jn

1

oM = / B(dTa ™) — 205 u€"0"(q,00)]| __
2 Joo §=€)
1

67 =+ / D(dSa I ™) — 2dTat 0% (g, 00))| )
2 Joeo £=€(9)
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In the above relations (48), k is the surface gravity of the Killing horizon and the temperature is
identified as T' = x /2.

Let us now comment upon the thermodynamic volume (denoted as V') in the following. A lot of
work has been done [67-74] 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 being provided in the following
way. Note that ¢"£* is divergenceless (i.e. V4 (¢"€%) = 0). Therefore, we can introduce a two-ranked
anti-symmetric super-potential x® as [8]

P"E" = Vi (x™) (49)

The potential x? is not unique. One can add x'* with x®°, where V(%)

three integration of Eq. (46), can be written as

= 0. In any case, the

1
/ PAT Y = = [ / dXapx ™ — dzabxab] (50)
c 2 H OCoo

The last term, i.e. the integration on the asymptotic infinite, can provide a diverging contribution.
Therefore, regularization procedure is required to be adopted (for the arguments in the similar line,
please see [8,74]). Using the regularization technique,as provided in literature [8,74], we define the
expression of the thermodynamic volume as

1
V=c| [ dSux™ -
51 amax

where, the term containing X‘(’%G) is considered as the background contribution, which is incorporated
in order to obliterate the divergence in the expression of thermodynamic volume. The similar expres-
sion of thermodynamic volume has been provided in the 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 con-
nected 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 ¢) is Lie-transported along the direction of the Killing vector (i.e. £¢¢ = 0), the Killing vector
in one frame will be the Killing vector in the other frame. Thus, in our analysis, we have considered
¢ 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 [33]).

% (X" = X{her) | (51)

OCoo

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.

M =T6S + QpéJ + VP, (52)
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where the thermodynamic parameters are provided as
5_Ts
68 = = / Ay Y ;
R

/ [3(d50 ) — 245 80% (3,60 __
Acoo I3530)

7 _ = S Jaby S flebl s S5
5.7 = /a IS ~ 20506 g o) (53)

In the above relation, g corresponds to the metric tensor describing the Einstein’s gravity in its original
frame (i.e. ¢ = Ga). For GR, the Noether potential is given as J® = (V€ — V,£%) /167 and the
boundary term is given as ©%(g,dq) = 2P*V;5g;q [64]. Here, we have assumed that the Killing
vectors in the two frames coincide (i.e. &% = &2, implying &, = ¢€,;). Thus, the surface gravity
k= ((Va®)(Vp€))/2 and & = /((V4£P)(VE2))/2 can be proved to be the same on the bifurcation
2-surface (where £% = €% = 0). The proof of the zeroth law [36] suggests that the constancy of x (or
) holds not only on the bifurcation surface, but also all over the BH horizon. Thus, x = & is valid all
over the BH horizon. Which implies T = T. The equivalence of the angular velocity can be proved
along the same line of argument provided in [33]. One can prove that the Noether potential and the
surface term are related in the two frames as

ab
J = ‘;—2 (54)
and
_ 0%(q,d
6°(g.dq) ~ L. (55)

One can obtain the elemental surface area of the two surface is connected in the two frames as
d¥ ey = $*>d¥.p. Thus, one can prove the equivalence of the thermodynamic parameters as M = M,
S = S and J = J from the two equations (48) and (53). in the action (35), the term 3¢ 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¢ term,
the exact equivalence of mass, angular-momentum and entropy could not have been established (for
more discussion along this line, please see [19,35]). Thus, the 30¢ 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 A = ¢?> A, we
obtain

P=¢>"P. (56)

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

14



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 = [atey=go (o - 2 ghv,0%16 - V(@) (57)
In this frame, the scalar field ¢ is nonminimally coupled with the Ricci-scalar R. In addition, w(¢) is
known as the Brans-Dicke parameter, which is considered as an arbitrary function of the scalar field
¢. When w(¢) is constant, this theory boils down to the Brans-Dicke (BD) theory. Furthermore, we
have the scalar field potential V(¢), which can also contain the cosmological constant A (see ref [31,32]
for instance), in extended phase space approach which will be regarded as a variable. Thus, from now
onward, we consider V(¢) = V(¢, A). 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

gab = @gab, (58)

and

2w(¢p) + 3 d¢

¢ — ¢ with do = Tk

(59)
With the help of above two transformation relations (58) and (59), one can write the equivalent form
of the action (57) in the Einstein frame as

A= /d%;\/—_gi - /d xf[— - —~abv BV — u@s,fx)] , (60)

where U(p,A) = V(¢,A)/(167¢?). In literature, one finds that the action of ST gravity in the two
frames are provided by Eqgs (57) and (60). However, the two actions (57) and (60) are not exactly equiv-
alent under the transformation relations (58) and (59). Instead the two actions (or the Lagrangians)
differ by a total derivative term (—30¢). If one neglects —30¢ 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 [19,34]).
For the specific choice of w(¢) = —3/2 and U(p, A) = A/8m, one recovers the Einstein’s gravity with
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the cosmological constant term (where Eq. (60) 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 ¢) 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 = —A/mw. Whereas, in Einstein frame we
defined it as P = —A /8w, where A and A are related by A = ¢("2A*. Thus, incorporating —3C¢
term and considering A as a variable instead of A, the action of the Jordan frame is given as

1
A= / diay/—gL = / N = <¢R - %gabvaww — V(6. A) — 3D¢> . (61)
From now onward, the action of the Jordan frame will be considered as A (given in (61)) instead of
ABT) (given in (57)) 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
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 . The pressure in the Jordan frame is already identified as P = —A /87
and, the thermodynamic volume is identified as

1 [ OV(e, A u L [ V(e A a a
V: —5/%%\/%”@6 dgy""i/oo%\/ﬁ[nag - (naf )BG d3y7 (62)

where n, is the normal and h is the determinant of the induced metric of ¢t = const. hypersurface®

Similarly, in Einstein frame, the expression of pressure is given as P = —A /87 and the expression
of thermodynamic volume is given as

. b.A) /= - 5 A) 1 - ~
V = —87 /H %\/ﬁﬁagcﬁyww /OO %\/ﬁ [ﬁaga— (ﬁai“)ga] &y, (63)

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 (62) and (63). One can easily check and find that
the thermodynamic pressure and volume will be equivalent in the two frames only when n = 2 and
A=A (thus P = P = —A/87).

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

4The thermodynamic pressure in the Einstein frame is considered as the same of GR due to the fact that in the limit
w(¢) = —3/2, Einstein frame action boils down to the Einstein-Hilbert action.

5In the context of ST gravity, the non-extended phase space variables are already defined and have shown equivalent
in the two frames [19,33-36]. 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.

Sthe above expression of volume (62) can be expressed as the integration of two surface (introducing Killing-
superpotential, as done in the section 3) when V(¢,A) is O(A), as a result of which OV (¢, A)/OA is a function of ¢
only. For example, it can be done for the V(¢, A) given in [31] (Eq. 13).
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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 [19,33-36]. 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.

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. 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 only
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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.

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 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.

Acknowledgement: I am thankful to Late Prof. Thanu Padmanabhan for his comments on the
draft of this article. Special thanks to Prof. Bibhas Ranjan Majhi for his comments on this article.

A Obtaining the first law and the Smarr-like formula in arbitrary
dimension

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

167

=27
55" Ir - (64)

(D =3)( =1+ f(0) + 7] () =
The general solution of the above equation comes in the following form

= i FH D-3 1 T 167T Fr— —ix—D— _
frap)=1- (—) + 53| Do QTF (A )TD 2dr . (65)
TH

7

This expression can be written in the following form

P o r D-3 i
i) = g i) = (22 g(Fu i) - (66)
We identify
wp—oM =7y g(ru, i), (67)

7 81 ) = () — 2528 (68)
where
o) =1~ g / 2 el P (69)
Eq. (68) implies that g(7, i') = f(7, M, i*) jy—o - From Eq. (66), we obtain
flrg M, i) = g'(Fi, 1) + Dr—jg(TH,Mi) : (70)
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Replacing g(7g, ii*) of Eq. (67) using the above Eq. (70) we obtain Eq. (27). Let us now consider the
horizon radius changes infinitesimally due to the change in parameters (M and ji’). In that case we
have (from Eq. (67))

—D 389( N)éﬂz . (71)

wp-20M = |(D = 3)Fe *g(ry, i') + 75 g (Fu, i) | 67 + 7 R

Using equations (16) and (70) in (71), we obtain (26).

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

The variation of the action (61) yields

S(/7TL) = VG [Eada™ + £y — oo LN x4 gown(q 69)] (72)
Here, ¢ = {gap, ¢} and the expressions of Ey, E(g) and ¥(q,dq) are provided as follows:
1 .
£ = 150G + 90970 = Vi~ L (9,6)(910) + 2200 (V0) (Vid) + 0uV(6.4)]
1 ; 2 oV(p, A 1d ;
£9) = 16x [R - wg) (V'9)(Vig) + #Dqﬁ - (;; ) 4 p “C’lgf) (V'¢)(Vi)
and
W (g, 60) = < [20P™(Vdgu) — 2P (V)00 — 22 (V)50 — 24 (97 )0s
) 16m b09id b®)0Gid P 29 Gij
—3(V50)dg™ — 3V°(39)] | (73)

where we have defined P%¢d = (g2¢gb® — gadgbe) /2. The general Bianchi-like identity, in this case, is
provided as

L V(e A)
32 9A

For diffeomorphism (z* — 2%+ £%) invariance, the arbitrary variation becomes Lie variation in (72).
Then Substituting (74) in (72), one obtains the conserved offshell Noether current (J), which is given
as

V€% = —%5(¢)(va¢) D (VOA) (74)

T = LE +28%¢, — W (q, £¢q) - (75)

This conserved Noether current can further be written as the divergence of two-ranked anti-symmetric

potential, which is called Noether potential (J¢ = V;,J%), where the Noether potential is provided
7

as

TE] = Vg€’ — V()] (76)
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"Note, 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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Using Wald’s approach, as described in section 3, one can obtain the first law as dM =T3S+ QgdJ +
VP with T = k/2m and

55 ="5s / A8 T ;
R JH

1
oM =3 / 5(4807*") — 24800, 60)] |
OCoo 5=§(t)
1
0T = —3 / B(d8a T ™) — 2080 (g, 00)]| o

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 (60), yields

8(v/=3L) = /= 5€a05™ + /=G 300 — /—T——7— ou( ¢’ +v/=3Va¥?(§,69) (78)

where § € {Jap, ¢} and

e . 1. -
5ab = 167 - §Va¢vb¢ + 4.gabv ¢V2¢ + §gabu(¢aA) )
~ - e~ OU(PA
Eg = VaVi - g; ) ;
and
Y L
V(3.09) = o — (V900 . (79)
T
where 60% = 2§V, 5,4 and piod = (GGt — gidgeb) /2 . The, Bianchi-like identity is provided as
=~ 1 = 182/{((;5 A) -
ab _ a - a
Vo EY = 2(V P)Ey + 5 oA —2(V?A) . (80)

With these relations, one can obtain the conserved offshell Noether current in Einstein frame due to
the diffeomorphism invariance (% — % + £%) as

J® = LE¥ +28%&, — W(q, £¢G) - (81)
and, the Noether potential is provided as

jab _ 16%(@@51) _ ghény (82)

Again, following Wald’s formalism, we obtain the first law as M = T3S + QpudJ + VOP where
T = k/27 and

58 = —5/ A T

Oq

5 [ BdEs T ~ 2050 G0
Ocns £=)

Oq

=5 [ 188 — 205,60 . 50)]

l\’)l}—t

=Es)
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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

jab

T =5 (84)
and
(g, 5q) % . (5)

Also, one can obtain the elemental surface area of the two surface are connected in the two frames
as dXq = ¢2dYq,. With the help of the above two relations (84) and (85), 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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