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It was recently discovered that black holes have pressure coming from the nonlocal quantum
gravity correction. This result is based on the fact that an asymptotically flat black hole does
not receive a correction from the local and nonlocal action up to second order in curvature. We
investigate this nonlocal correction for black holes in anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetime and its dual
boundary field theory. We show that the second order curvature and the nonlocal actions do not
backreact on the AdS black hole metric. Thus, the interpretation of quantum pressure holds in
the bulk for AdS black hole, generalizing the previous result for the asymptotically flat black hole.
We then show that the leading geometric correction comes from the third order in curvature and
explicitly calculate the corrections to the metric and to the horizon. For applications to AdS/CFT,
we derived the explicit Gibbons-Hawking-York boundary term along with the necessary counter
terms to cancel the ultraviolet divergence of the bulk action. We then calculate the thermodynamic
quantities in the bulk.

I. INTRODUCTION

Using classical gravity to understand a quantum sys-
tem via holographic principle is one of the most profound
discovery of contemporary theoretical physics [1]. It has
applications in various fields from quantum chromody-
namics to condensed matter physics [2–5] and is also used
in trying to understand the bulk black hole by study-
ing the dual boundary theory [6, 7]. Extensions of the
bulk Einstein gravity have also been considered, which
was shown to lead to different universality classes of the
boundary conformal field theories [8, 9]. Crucial to this
field is the AdS spacetime where the holographic duality
is best understood.

It is known since the 1970s [10, 11] that black holes
obey the laws of thermodynamics [12], which has been
taken as a hint that gravity is an emergent property
from an underlying microscopic quantum gravity. In the
usual formulation however, the pressure and volume con-
jugate variables are missing. There are proposals to in-
clude such variables [13–17]. Here, the pressure comes
from the nonzero cosmological constant and the conju-
gate “volume”is related to the volume of the bulk black
hole in zero angular momentum limit. In the anti de Sit-
ter/conformal field theory (AdS/CFT) correspondence,
the extra dimension that forms the AdS bulk comes from
the geometrization of the renormalization group struc-
ture of the dual field theory. One would then expect that
the volume conjugate to the pressure of the dual field the-
ory should be the volume only of the boundary surface.
It is not clear, therefore, if the pressure coming from the
cosmological constant is the correct pressure of the dual
field theory. In fact, in the usual zero density AdS/CFT
applications, there is no pressure in the thermodynamics
relations [5].
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Recently, it was shown that the nonlocal quantum cor-
rections to the Einstein gravity leads to the quantum
pressure in black holes [18]. Such an interpretation de-
pends on the fact that in asymptotically flat black holes
the metric does not receive corrections from the nonlocal
and quadratic curvature terms. Given the importance of
the holographic duality applications in various fields in
physics, this motivates us to ask the following questions:
Does the nonlocal action also gives rise to quantum pres-
sure for AdS spacetime? How are the thermodynamic
quantities such as entropy, temperature, and pressure
modified? What is the corresponding nonlocal bound-
ary action?

We investigate these questions and show that there are
no corrections to the AdS metric coming from the nonlo-
cal and second order curvature terms, thus showing that
the nonlocal action gives rise to the quantum pressure
in the bulk. We then derive the appropriate boundary
terms and calculate the thermodynamic quantities.

We bear in mind that in [19] the thermodynamic quan-
tities for the electrically charged AdS black hole were cal-
culated. This hinges on a nonvanishing nonlocal metric
correction that is second order in the gravitational field
strength. However, in contrast, we do not obtain any
metric correction to the AdS black hole up to second or-
der in the curvature and nonlocal physics, as we were
expressing our results about the curvature. In this way,
we were able to generalize the notion of the quantum
pressure to an AdS black hole. We additionally show
that third order curvature sources a metric correction,
influencing the event horizon and by extension the ther-
modynamics anchored on it.

This paper is organized as follows. We start by briefly
reviewing how the quantum pressure is obtained from
the nonlocal action. In Section III we consider the AdS
spacetime. We show that the quadratic curvature and
nonlocal actions do not change the metric and hence the
black hole horizon. In addition, we calculate the third-
order curvature correction to the metric. This is shown
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to reduce to the known Schwarzschild solution [18] in the
asymptotically flat limit. In Section IV we derive the
boundary term for the action. We then calculate the
thermodynamic quantities in Section V. Lastly, we give
our conclusions.
Conventions. We work with the mostly plus metric signa-
ture, (−,+,+,+), and geometrized units, c = GN = 1,
where c and GN are the speed of light in vacuum and
Newton’s gravitational constant.
Supplementary Material. Mathematica and python note-
books which can be used to reproduce the results of this
paper can downloaded from GitHub [20].

II. QUANTUM PRESSURE

In this section we briefly review how the black hole
pressure emerges from the quantum correction following
[18]. The local effective action up to quadratic curvature
order is given by

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
κR+ c1(µ)R2 + c2(µ)RµνR

µν

+ c3(µ)RµνρσR
µνρσ

)
, (1)

where κ = M2
Pl/2 = 1/ (16πGN) with GN the gravita-

tional constant, MPl u 2.4 × 1018 GeV is the reduced
Planck mass, and µ is the renormalization scale. The de-
pendence of the coefficients ci’s on µ simply means that
they are sensitive to the cut-off scale if we try to calculate
them from first principles [21]. These coefficients are di-
mensionless numbers to be fixed by the experiment [22].
The first term in (1) is the Einstein-Hilbert term, which is
trailed by the quadratic curvature operators. The quan-
tum pressure comes from the nonlocal quantum gravity
contribution

Snl = −γ
∫
d4x
√
−gRµναβ ln

(
�
µ2

)
Rµναβ , (2)

where γ characterizes the strength of the nonlocal inter-
action. The correction to the horizon comes from the
third order in curvature [23]

S3 = λ3

∫
d4x
√
−gRµνασRασδγRδγµν . (3)

The Wald entropy formula

SWald =− 2π

∫
dΣεµνερσ

δL
δRµνρσ

∣∣∣∣
r=rH

(4)

can be used to obtain [18]

S =
A

4GN
+ 64π2c3(µ)

+ 64π2γ[log(4G2
NM2µ2)− 2 + 2γE] , (5)

which is valid up to quadratic order in the curvature,
where M is the black hole mass and γE is Euler’s con-
stant. The first term is the familiar Bekenstein-Hawking
entropy where A is the black hole area, whereas the cor-
rection terms give rise to quantum pressure. This gives
the thermodynamic relation

TdS − PdV =

(
1 +

16πγ

GNM2

)
dM (6)

and the quantum pressure

P = − γ

2G4
NM2

. (7)

As emphasized in [18], the interpretation of (7) as pres-
sure comes from the fact that the metric, and hence the
horizon, does not receive correction in second-order cur-
vature expansion.

It is important to point out that the results in [18]
were obtained considering asymptotic flatness. In this
work, we depart from this assumption and look for the
leading order corrections to the nonlocal physics due to
the presence of an AdS boundary, with the AdS length
scale acting as a perturbation parameter. We therefore
also take into account the additional nonlocal term where
the Ricci tensor appears in (2) instead of the Riemann
tensor [18, 24]. We will find that such contributions are
subdominant, as expected by a factor inversely propor-
tional to the AdS length scale, compared to the nonlocal
effects anchored on (2).

III. EFT AND NONLOCAL CORRECTIONS TO
THE ADS METRIC

Although the holographic principle is now believed to
be much more general, the well-understood duality is the
AdS/CFT where the bulk has anti-de Sitter spacetime
[25, 26]. In this section we will calculate the corrections
to the Schwarzschild-AdS metric due to the higher or-
der curvature and nonlocal actions. We will show that
there are no corrections from second order curvature and
from leading order nonlocal actions. We explicitly calcu-
late the third order curvature perturbation to the metric,
which is the lowest nontrivial correction.

A. Quadratic curvature correction

The quadratic curvature effective field theory (EFT)
action (1) becomes

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
κ (R− 2Λ) + c1(µ)R2

+ c2(µ)RµνR
µν + c3(µ)RµνρσR

µνρσ

)
, (8)

where Λ = O
(
L−2

)
is a cosmological constant and L

is the AdS length scale. Since we are mostly interested
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in the influence of the AdS boundary on the bulk and
thermodynamic properties, we refer to the AdS length
scale as a reference, and calculate the leading order EFT
and nonlocal corrections with respect to this ruler. We
do so first by showing that the quadratic curvature EFT
do not change the AdS metric.

The equation of motion can be obtained by varying
the action with respect to the metric. Starting with
the Einstein-Hilbert term together with the cosmologi-
cal constant, we obtain the well known

κ (Gβγ + Λgβγ) . (9)

Now, we deal with the quadratic curvature EFT terms.
The terms proportional to c1 (µ) lead to

c1 (µ)

(
2GβγR+

1

2
gβγR

2 + 2gβγ�R− 2∇γ∇βR
)
,

(10)
the terms proportional to c2 (µ) give

c2 (µ)

(
2G α

β Gγα −
gβγ
2
GαδG

αδ +GβγR

− gβγ
2
G α
α R+G α

β gγαR+�Gβγ

+ gβγ�R− 2∇α∇(βG
α
γ) −∇γ∇βR

)
,

(11)

and lastly the terms attached to c3 (µ) give

c3 (µ)

(
− gβγ

2
RαδµνR

αδµν

+ 2R δµν
β Rγδµν + 4∇δ∇αR α δ

β γ

)
.

(12)

The above terms in the field equations can be each
shown to vanish when evaluated on the Kerr-AdS [27, 28]
black hole with

Λ = − 3

L2
. (13)

This can be verified with the following useful identities
derived from the Kerr-AdS solution:

Rαβ = Λgαβ ,

R = 4Λ ,

Gαβ = −Λgαβ ,

RµνστR
µνστ =

8

3
Λ2 ,

R µνσ
α Rβµνσ =

2

3
Λ2gαβ . (14)

Clearly in the asymptotically flat limit, L→∞ or equiv-
alently Λ→ 0, the above relations reflect the well known
Ricci flat metric conditions satisfied by the Kerr solution.
The Kerr-AdS black hole with the AdS scale L is there-
fore an exact solution of the quadratic curvature EFT. In

the nonrotating limit, the line element of the spacetime
can be written as

ds2 =
r2

L2

(
−f(r)dt2 + L2dΩ2

)
+

L2

r2f(r)
dr2 , (15)

where dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2 and the metric function is
given by

f(r) = 1 +
L2

r2
− M3

r3
. (16)

Above, M is an integration constant with the dimensions
of length, not to be confused with the black hole mass
M (to be defined in a short while).

The black hole event horizon is located at

rH =

(√
12L6 + 81M6 + 9M3

)1/3
21/332/3

−
(

2

3

)1/3
L2(√

12L6 + 81M6 + 9M3
)1/3 . (17)

The integration constant M gives the length scale of the
black hole, which, as will be shown explicitly below, is
proportional to the horizon radius. The two relevant
length scales, the AdS boundary scale L and the black
hole length scale M , give rise to two interesting limits,
a large black hole (L/M � 1), when the black hole is
larger than the AdS boundary, and a small black hole
(L/M � 1), when the AdS boundary is too far away
from the black hole.

In the large black hole limit, we have L/M � 1 and
find

rH = M − L2/(3M) +O
(

(L/M)
3
)
. (18)

This shows that in the extreme limit the black hole length
scale M itself becomes the event horizon radius rH . On
the other end, for a small black hole, or alternatively the
Schwarzschild limit, L/M � 1, we get

rH = M3/L2 +O
(

(M/L)
8
)
. (19)

This limit permits the identification of the Schwarzschild
mass M in terms of the black hole and AdS scales to be

M = M3/
(
2L2

)
(20)

such that the familiar relation appears

rH ∼ 2M as M/L→ 0 . (21)

The large and small AdS black hole limits have quite
interesting physical properties [29–33]. The large black
hole present an intriguing electromagnetic quasinormal
spectrum featuring bifurcation profile and overdamped
modes. On the other hand, the small AdS black hole
predicts the first signatures, O(1/L2), we may expect, if
any, from the existence of a spacetime boundary in an
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FIG. 1. AdS black hole event horizon radius, RAdS = rH ,
dependencies on (a) L/M and (b) M.

astrophysical setting. We will also later show that these
limiting cases correspond to the high and low tempera-
ture limits of the black hole.

Before we leave this section, we visualize below the
AdS black hole’s event horizon radius (Figure 1).

We find that for a fixed mass M, varying L/M con-
firms the small and large black hole limits we have
discussed. This is transparent in Figure 1(a), where
RAdS/(2M) − 1 vanishes in the small black hole limit
L/M � 1 as the event horizon radius reduces to that
of the Schwarzschild, rH = 2M. On the other hand,
in the large black hole limit L/M � 1, we see that
RAdS � 2M, which we can understand through (18)
and (20), i.e., RAdS/(2M) ∼ M/(2M) = (L/M)2 � 1
as L/M � 1. The intermediate regime between the
large and small black hole cases is also shown, revealing
a smooth transition between the extreme cases.

We emphasize that the mass M is only meaningful in
the small black hole or Schwarzschild limit. Nonetheless,
we use it in the plots as it is a useful reference, particu-
larly for astrophysical applications. We find on the other
hand that for fixed L/M and varying M that the rel-
ative position of the event horizon is unaltered (Figure
1(b)) regardless of a small, intermediate, or large black

hole. This could have also be predicted based on Figure
1(a) where the different curves corresponding to various
masses M simply overlapped and appeared visually in-
distinct. We move on the next section to see that this
geometry holds even with nonlocal effects.

B. Nonlocal metric correction

In [18], it was shown that the nonlocal action does
not change the Schwarzschild metric. We generalize this
result in this section by showing that the nonlocal action
still does not change the form of the AdS black hole,
that is, the Kerr-AdS black hole ((15) and (16)) is also a
solution to the leading order nonlocal sector of the theory.

To see this, we show that the nonlocal action (2) van-
ishes on the maximally-symmetric solution and so does
not change the extremum of the action upon which this
classical Kerr-AdS phase space trajectory holds. As in
[18], we resort to the nonlocal Gauss-Bonnet identity

Rµνρσ ln

(
�
µ2

)
Rµνρσ = 4Rµν ln

(
�
µ2

)
Rµν

−R ln

(
�
µ2

)
R+O

(
R3
)
,

(22)

where O
(
R3
)

encloses at least third order curvature
terms. In terms of the AdS boundary scale L, these third
order curvature terms correspond to O

(
L−6

)
. Then, the

nonlocal action (2) becomes

Snl = −γ
∫
d4x
√
−g
[
4Rµν ln

(
�
µ2

)
Rµν

−R ln

(
�
µ2

)
R

]
+O

(
R3
)
. (23)

We then use the representation [34]

ln
�
µ2

=

∫ ∞
0

ds

(
1

µ2 + s
− 1

�+ s

)
, (24)

along with the identities in (14), to deal with the nonlocal
operations. The first integrand becomes

4Rµν ln

(
�
µ2

)
Rµν =

∫ ∞
m2

IR

ds

(
16Λ2

µ2 + s
− 16Λ2

s

)
, (25)

where we used �gµν = 0 coming from metric compatibil-
ity with the curvature. Note that we added a threshold
m2

IR for the lower bound of the integral to control the
infrared divergence. Performing the integration we have

4Rµν ln

(
�
µ2

)
Rµν = 16Λ2 ln

m2
IR

µ2 +m2
IR

. (26)

Similar manipulations yield

R ln

(
�
µ2

)
R = 16Λ2 ln

m2
IR

µ2 +m2
IR

. (27)
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Substituting these into (23) we see that there is a can-
cellation and this gives

Snl = 0 (28)

when the nonlocal action is evaluated on the AdS metric
((15) and (16)).

This confirms that the nonlocal action (2) does not add
value to the action on the AdS metric. In fact, the Kerr-
AdS metric continues to be solution to the field equations
in the presence of the nonlocal terms. This generalizes
the previous result (in the Schwarzschild limit [18]): ‘that
the quadratic curvature and nonlocal terms are solved by
the Kerr-AdS black hole’.

To further confirm that the nonlocal action does not
give rise to corrections in the solution, we perform the
variation of (2) with respect to the metric. This gives
two main contributions

δSnl = δS1 + δS2 , (29)

where

δS1

γ
=

∫
d4x

√
−g
2

gστδg
στRµναβ ln

(
�
µ2

)
Rµναβ (30)

and

− δS2

γ
=

∫
d4x
√
−gδ

(
Rµναβ ln

(
�
µ2

)
Rµναβ

)
. (31)

We see that the variation δS1 (30) contributes to the
equation of motion

γgστ

[
Rµναβ ln

(
�
µ2

)
Rµναβ

]
. (32)

But using the same reasoning as (22) to (27), that is,
restricting our attention to up to second order curvature
corrections, this vanishes when evaluated on the Kerr-
AdS solution.

For the variation δS2, we use the nonlocal Gauss-
Bonnet identity (22). By restricting our attention to
second order curvature, we may also safely ignore the
variation of δ ln

(
�/µ2

)
, which was shown to lead to cor-

rections beyond the quadratic curvature, and commute
the curvature tensors safely with ln

(
�/µ2

)
as argued in

[24]. Taking in these considerations, we write down

δ

[
Rµναβ ln

(
�
µ2

)
Rµναβ

]
= 4δRµν ln

(
�
µ2

)
Rµν − δR ln

(
�
µ2

)
R (33)

+ ln

(
�
µ2

)(
4RµνδRµν −RδR

)
+O

(
R3
)
.

We also note that

δR = δgµνRµν + gµνδRµν . (34)

We make further progress by noting that S2 ∼ γ. Cor-
rections to the geometry thus enter as higher curvature
orders in δS2, except for the leading AdS metric, i.e., (15)
and (16). This lets us input

4RµνδRµν −RδR = − 36

L4
gµνδg

µν +O
(
L−6

)
(35)

into the variation δS2. We are then able to write down

δ

[
Rµναβ ln

(
�
µ2

)
Rµναβ

]
=− 36

L4

[
δgµν ln

(
�
µ2

)
gµν

+ gµν ln

(
�
µ2

)
δgµν

]
.

(36)

The first term of the right-hand side of (36) contributes
to the bulk equation of motion of the form

γ
36

L2
ln

(
�
µ2

)
gµν = γ

36

L2
gµν ln

m2
IR

µ2 +m2
IR

, (37)

where we used the integral representation (24) and the
infrared regulator m2

IR. The second term produces a
boundary term which we will deal with in Section IV.

Substituting (37) to the equation of motion in the bulk,
we see that the nonlocal term seemingly modifies the cos-
mological constant factor

Λ→ Λ′ = Λ− γ 36

L2
ln

m2
IR

µ2 +m2
IR

= Λ

(
1 + 12γ ln

m2
IR

µ2 +m2
IR

)
. (38)

The running of the cosmological constant however is in-
consistent with diffeomorphism invariance. The factor in
front of Λ in (38) can in fact be removed by rescaling the
metric [35]. After this is done, we end up with the AdS
black hole ((15) and (16)).

Lastly, we note that because the AdS spacetime is not
Ricci flat, we need to consider the nonlocal contribution

S′nl = −α
∫
d4x
√
−gR ln

�
µ2
R . (39)

There is no need to consider the action proportional to
Rµν ln(�/µ2)Rµν since this can be eliminated using the
nonlocal Gauss-Bonnet identity [18, 24]. Using similar
manipulations we did in (33) to (36), the variation of
this action gives

δS′nl = −2Λα

∫
d4x
√
−g
[
gµνδg

µν ln
�
µ2
R

+Rgµν ln
�
µ2
δgµν

]
. (40)

The second line contributes only to the boundary term.
The first term contributes to the bulk equation of motion
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given by

Lµν =− 2Λαgµν ln
�
µ2
R (41)

= 16Λ2αgµν [ln(µr) + γE − 1] . (42)

The contribution of this nonlocal term is therefore of the
order

Λ2α ∼ α

L4
, (43)

which is suppressed by the AdS scale compared to those
coming from (2), whose contributions are of the order
γ/L2. This is expected on grounds that in the asymptot-
ically flat limit (L→∞), the spacetime solution becomes
Ricci flat, Rαβ = 0, and the terms coming from (39) van-
ish while the ones from (2) make a finite impact. In the
limit of large but finite AdS lengths, the terms coming
out of (39) should therefore be subdominant compared
to the ones emerging from (2). This is simply reflected
by our calculation above.

To summarize, the quadratic curvature EFT and non-
local actions do not give corrections to the AdS metric
((15) and (16)). On the other hand, the cubic curvature
terms change the metric as we proceed to show next.

C. Cubic curvature perturbation

The variation of the cubic curvature action (3) leads
to the following terms in the field equations

λ3

(
− 6GαδR µν

βα Rγδµν − 3RR αµν
β Rγαµν

+ 3RαµνρR
αδµ
β R νρ

γδ + 12RανµρR
αδµ
β R ν ρ

γ δ

+ 3Rαδµβ R νρ
γα Rδµνρ + 3Rαδµβ R ν ρ

γ α Rδµνρ

− gβγ
2
R ρσ
αδ RαδµνRµνρσ + 6∇αR αδµ

β ∇νR ν
γ δµ

+ 6R αδµ
γ ∇ν∇αR ν

β δµ + 6R αδµ
β ∇ν∇αR ν

γ δµ

+ 6∇αRγνδµ∇νR αδµ
β

)
.

(44)

To see that this indeed sources the leading order metric
correction, we evaluate it on the AdS solution ((15) and
(16)), eventually getting to the nonvanishing contribu-
tion, 4λ3Λ3gβγ/9. This implies that the cubic curvature
EFT anchors a correction to the AdS solution ((15) and
(16)), which we may expect given the analogous results
in the asymptotically flat case [18]. We now find this
metric correction.

We resort to small corrections about the AdS solution
(15) and (16) by treating λ3 as a perturbation parame-
ter. To do so, we re-express the Einstein-Hilbert action

together with Λ and the third order curvature term as

ds2 =
r2

L2

{
− [fAdS(r) + λ3δh(r)] dt2 + L2dΩ2

}
+

L2

r2 [fAdS(r) + λ3δf(r)]
dr2 ,

(45)

and then vary the action with respect to δh and δf to
obtain the metric correction at O (λ3). This way, we get
to

δh(r) =
4

δL4κ
+

4
(
L4 − δL4

)
κδL4L2r2

+
4M3

(
L−4 − δL−4

)
− δM3L−4

κr3

+
5M9

κL4r9
+

12M6

κL4r6

(46)

and

δf(r) =
4

κL4
− δM3

κL4r3
+

66M6

κL4r6
+

54M6

κL2r8
− 49M9

κL4r9
, (47)

where δM and δL are integration constants. Clearly,
however, the constants δM and δL can be absorbed into
a redefinition of the background mass scales M and L.
This is effectively taken care with the choice δM = 0 and
δL = L for which the metric correction is determined by

δh(r) =
4

κL4
+

5M9

κL4r9
+

12M6

κL4r6
(48)

and

δf(r) =
4

κL4
+

66M6

κL4r6
+

54M6

κL2r8
− 49M9

κL4r9
. (49)

We confirm that these are the generalization of
the corresponding third-order curvature EFT corrected
Schwarzschild solution presented in [18]. This is straight-
forwardly shown by writing down the metric in the form

ds2 = −H(r)dt2 +
dr2

F (r)
+ r2dΩ2 . (50)

By using (48), (49), and (20), we identify

H(r) = 1− 2M
r

+
r2

L2

(
1 +

4λ3
κL4

)
+

48M2λ3
κL2r4

+
40M3λ3
κr7

(51)

and

F (r) = 1− 2M
r

+
r2

L2

(
1 +

4λ3
κL4

)
+

264M2λ3
κL2r4

+
216M2λ3

κr6
− 392M3λ3

κr7
.

(52)

Therefore, in the asymptotically flat limit, L → ∞, we
have

H(r) = 1− 2M
r

+
40M3λ3
κr7

(53)
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and

F (r) = 1− 2M
r

+
8M2λ3
κr6

(
27− 49

M
r

)
, (54)

which completely agrees with [18]. The correction
(∼ λ3) shifts the event horizon by an amount δr =
−5λ3/

(
8κM3

)
. The above asymptotically flat metric

functions and event horizon shift coincide exactly with
[18] and so supports (48) and (49) as its proper cubic
curvature EFT generalization.

To study the black hole thermal features, often relying
on the event horizon, it is also useful to express the AdS
metric in terms of the unperturbed event horizon radius
RAdS, defined as the real solution to

1 +
L2

R2
AdS

− M3

R3
AdS

= 0 . (55)

The cubic curvature metric functions can be written as

H (r) = 1 +
L2

r2
− RAdS

r3
(
L2 +R2

AdS

)
+

λ3
κL4

(
4 +

12R2
AdS

r6
(
L2 +R2

AdS

)2
+

5R3
AdS

r9
(
L2 +R2

AdS

)3)
(56)

and

F (r) = 1 +
L2

r2
− RAdS

r3
(
L2 +R2

AdS

)
+

λ3
κL4

(
4 +

66R2
AdS

r6
(
L2 +R2

AdS

)2
+

54R2
AdSL

2

r8
(
L2 +R2

AdS

)2
− 49R3

AdS

r9
(
L2 +R2

AdS

)3)
.

(57)

The event horizon correction δRAdS can then be shown
to be given by

−κL
4δRAdS

λ3
=

5L6 + 27L4R2
AdS + 39L2R4

AdS + 21R6
AdS

L2R3
AdS + 3R5

AdS

.

(58)
At leading order in the large AdS length L limit, this
gives

δRAdS = − 5λ3
κR3

AdS

(
1 +

12

5

R2
AdS

L2

)
+O

(
(RAdS/L)

3
)
.

(59)
The first term besides λ3 in the parenthesis is merely
the asymptotically flat correction [18]. The second term,
O
(
L−2

)
, is the event horizon correction due to an AdS

boundary in the presence of cubic curvature. This shows
that the existence of an AdS boundary inevitably en-
hances the horizon shift anchored on the cubic curvature.

10 3 10 2 10 1 100 101 102 103

L/M

105

1011

1017

1023

1029

1035

1041

(|
R A

dS
|/L

)×
(L

4 /
3)

/(1
6

G
N)

= 100M
= 101M
= 102M

(a)

10 10 10 7 10 4 10 1 102 105 108

/M

105

1012

1019

1026

1033

1040

1047

(|
R A

dS
|/L

)×
(L

4 /
3)

/(1
6

G
N)

L/M = 10 2 (large BH)
L/M = 100

L/M = 102 (small BH)

(b)

FIG. 2. AdS black hole event horizon radius correction from
cubic curvature EFT, δRAdS, expressed in the dimensionless
−(δRAdS/L) × (L4/λ3) × (1/15πGN), dependencies on (a)
L/M and (b) M.

Figure 2 shows explicitly how the position of the event
horizon, expressed in terms of the dimensionless quantity,
(δRAdS/L)×

(
L4/λ3

)
× (1/16πGN), depend on the mass

ratio L/M and the mass M.
For a fixed mass M, in the small black hole limit,

L/M � 1, we see that the event horizon shift approaches
a constant. We understand this in Figure 2(a) by ex-
pressing the vertical axis as δRAdS(L/M)9M. The steep
(L/M)9 growth in the small black hole limit thus cor-
responds to a constant horizon shift, as one would ex-
pect from a Schwarzschild black hole, unresponsive to
the presence of a boundary at asymptotic infinity. The
transition to the large black hole, L/M = O(1), is addi-
tionally shown in Figure 2(a). Once in the large black
hole limit, L/M � 1, we see that the factor (L/M)9 is
being suppressed by a growth in the horizon shift δRAdS,
which depends on the mass. Understandably, the shift is
larger for the larger massM, but interestingly the rate of
increase with decreasing L/M is faster with the smaller
mass M.

With a fixed ratio L/M determining whether the black
hole is small, intermediate, or large, we find the mass



8

M dependence to be more consistent with each other.
Recalling that the vertical axis for fixed L/M behaves
as M3δRAdS, we see that the horizon shift becomes a
constant for largeM, as reflected in the L/M � 1 region
in Figure 2(b) where the vertical behavior grows as M3.
The opposite transition to small massesM is interesting
as it occurs in all cases. Figure 2(b) shows that at some
point, the horizon shift δRAdS overcomes the suppressing
factorM3 for small masses. However, for the small black
hole, where M takes the meaning of the Schwarzschild
mass, we see that this occurs for only astrophysically
irrelevant scales below . 10−7M�. This cubic curvature
EFT correction is nonetheless an interesting behavior to
further explore.

IV. BOUNDARY TERM

In general relativity calculations, one is usually inter-
ested in solving the equations of motion in the bulk.
The Gibbons-Hawking-York (GHY) boundary term only
serves to cancel the boundary term produced during the
variation of the bulk action, intending to make the over-
all variational principle well posed [36]. In AdS/CFT,
however, the boundary term plays an important role [5].
Here, the GHY boundary action, evaluated using the
bulk metric solution, is dual to the free energy of the
dual field theory. Hence we need to derive the appropri-
ate boundary term corresponding to the nonlocal action.

We start by recalling the variation of the bulk nonlo-
cal action (2) with respect to the metric (29). Only the
second part of (36) leads to a boundary term. For this,
we use the expansion

ln z =

∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1

k
(z − 1)k . (60)

Note that this is an expansion about z = 1 with radius
of convergence unity |z − 1| < 1. We will replace z with
the operator �/µ2, which scales as ∼ L−2/µ2. Hence
the expansion point for the logarithm is L−2 ∼ µ2. The
case of physical interest, L−2 � µ2, in which the relevant
scales lie further below the EFT cutoff, is covered by the
series (60) since it is inside the radius of convergence.

The relevant part of the variation of S2 is therefore

δS2 =γ
36

L4

∫
d4x
√
−ggµν ln

�
µ2
δgµν

=γ
36

L4

∫
d4x
√
−ggµν

∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1

k

(
�
µ2
− 1

)k
δgµν

=γ
36

L4

∫
d4x
√
−ggµν

∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1

k

×
k∑
l=0

(
k

l

)(
�
µ2

)l
(−1)k−lδgµν . (61)

Note that the boundary contribution from the nonlocal
Ricci scalar action (40) has similar form so that we can

simply take γ → γ+4α to include the contribution of such
term. We can rewrite the integrand as a total derivative
by using gµν�lδgµν = ∇α

(
gµν∇α�l−1δgµν

)
. Note that

this identity holds also for l = 0 if we interpret �−1 as
the inverse: ��−1 = 1.

δS2 =

∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1

k

k∑
l=0

(
k

l

)
(−1)k−l

1

µ2l

× γ 36

L4

∫
d4x
√
−g∇α(gµν∇α�l−1δgµν)

=

∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1

k

k∑
l=0

(
k

l

)
(−1)k−l

1

µ2l

× γ 36

L4

∫
r=rB

d3yε
√
|h|r̂α(gµν∇α�l−1δgµν) , (62)

where the integral in the last line is evaluated at the
boundary at r = rB. Here, y is the coordinate at the
boundary, r̂α is a unit normal to the boundary, ε ≡ r̂αr̂α,
and hµν is the induced metric.

We can write�l−1 = �−1�l and bring the summations
inside

δS2 = γ
36

L4

∫
rB

d3yε
√
|h|r̂αgµν∇α�−1

×
∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1

k

k∑
l=0

(
k

l

)
(−1)k−l

�l

µ2l
δgµν . (63)

The summations can be evaluated exactly yielding

δS2 = γ
36

L4

∫
rB

d3yε
√
|h|r̂αgµν∇α�−1 ln

�
µ2
δgµν . (64)

We now seek an appropriate nonlocal GHY action that
will cancel the boundary term (64). From the form of
(64), a reasonable guess is

SGHY = γ

∫
rB

d3yε
√
|h|Rµνρσ r̂α∇α�−1 ln

�
µ2
Rµνρσ .

(65)

Here, the Riemann curvature and the covariant deriva-
tives are to be evaluated first using the bulk metric, then
the integrand is evaluated at the boundary r = rB.

We now show that this is indeed the desired nonlocal
GHY action whose variation cancels the boundary term
(64). Using the same approximations [24] that we used
to derived (33) we have

δSGHY =− γ 36

L4

∫
rB

d3yε
√
|h|

×
[
δgµν

(
r̂α∇α�−1 ln

�
µ2

)
gµν

+ gµν

(
r̂α∇α�−1 ln

�
µ2

)
δgµν

]
(66)

δSGHY =− γ 36

L4

∫
rB

d3yε
√
|h|gµν

(
r̂α∇α�−1 ln

�
µ2

)
δgµν

(67)
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where we used the fact that on the boundary δgµν = 0
so that the first term inside the square brackets of (66)
vanishes. Note also that the induced metric is also fixed
on this boundary.

Comparing (67) with (64), we see that the variation
of our proposed nonlocal GHY (65) action cancels the
boundary term produced by varying the nonlocal bulk
action.

Equation (65) is one of our main results of this paper.
We can now add this to the known local GHY term [37]
to have the full boundary action. We now use this to
calculate the free energy of the dual field theory at the
boundary, which then enables us to calculate the other
thermodynamic quantities.

V. THERMODYNAMIC QUANTITIES

In this section, we outline the calculation of the ther-
modynamic quantities of the AdS blackhole along with
the correction from the higher order curvature terms and
the nonlocal action (2). We start with the calculation
of the Hawking temperature following the prescription of
Gibbons and Hawking [38].

A. Temperature

We start with the AdS Schwarzchild metric of the form

ds2 =
r2

L2

(
− h(r)dt2 + dΣ2

k

)
+

L2

r2f(r)
dr2 (68)

where k = 1 and k = 0 describe spherical and flat hori-
zons, respectively. Applications of AdS/CFT are mostly
concerned with these two possibilities. The spherical case
is used when a finite volume dual field theory is needed
[5]. Because of this, we will ignore the hyperbolic hori-
zon k = −1 case. In the case of a spherical horizon in
four dimensions, for concreteness, one may consider the
metric (45) with the cubic curvature corrections (48) and
(49), i.e., dΣ2

k = L2dΩ2 where dΩ is a differential solid
angle. We treat the nonlocal action (2) and third order
curvature terms (3) as weak perturbations.

We are interested with the horizon that is the largest
among the solutions f(rH) = 0. To calculate the Hawk-
ing temperature, we perform the analytic continuation
t→ −iτ to convert the metric into a Euclidean one

ds2E = gtt(r)dτ
2 +

dr2

grr(r)
+
r2

L2
dΣ2

k . (69)

We can easily identify Euclidean metric functions with
the Minkowski ones as gtt(r) = r2h(r)/L2 and grr(r) =
r2f(r)/L2. Expanding about the horizon r = rH

ds2E = g′tt(rH)(r − rH)dτ2 +
dr2

grr′(rH)(r − rH)
+
r2H
L2
dΣ2

k

(70)

and changing the coordinate

RH =
2
√
r − rH

grr′(rH)
, θ =

1

2

√
g′tt(rH)grr′(rH)τ (71)

we get

ds2E = R2
Hdθ

2 + dR2
H +

r2H
L2
dΣ2

k . (72)

Note that (θ,RH) looks like a polar coordinate. This
analogy is made stronger by requiring that the there
should be no singularity at the horizon. This means that
the horizon RH = 0 should be the origin of the polar
coordinate (θ,RH). Imposing a periodic boundary on
θ = θ + 2π gives a period

Tτ =
4π√

g′tt(rH)grr′(rH)
. (73)

The inverse gives the Hawking temperature

T = T−1τ =
1

4πL2

(
(d+ 1)rH +

kL2(d− 1)

rH

)
, (74)

where d + 2 is the number of spacetime dimensions. In
four dimensional spacetime (d = 2) and up to quadratic
curvature and the nonlocal corrections, λ3 → 0, in which
case the metric retains its exact AdS form ((45) with
δh = δf = 0), the temperature can be shown to be

T =
1

4πL2

(
3r0 +

L2

r0

)
. (75)

where rH = r0 is the black hole event horizon. This is
the known Hawking temperature of AdS blackhole.

We can separate explicitly the correction δr due to the
cubic curvature rH = r0 + δr which gives

T =
r0

4πL2

(
(d+ 1) +

kL2(d− 1)

r20

)
+

δr

4πL2

(
(d+ 1)− kL2(d− 1)

r20

)
. (76)

The second line gives the correction induced by the cubic
curvature (3). With (48) and (49), we can show δr to be

δr = δRAdS (77)

where δRAdS is given by (58) or, in usual AdS/CFT ap-
plications where we are interested in large L, the correc-
tion δRAdS is given by (59). This shows that for flat hori-
zon k = 0, the correction reduces (increases) the black
hole temperature for λ3 > 0 (λ3 < 0). The opposite is
true for spherical horizon k = 1.

We visualize the temperature profile as a function of
L/M and the mass M in Figure 3.

This can be understood by rewriting TL2 as
T (L/M)6M2. For a fixed M and T , we thus expect
a scaling of (L/M)6. Instead, we find a smaller scaling
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FIG. 3. AdS black hole temperature T , expressed as T ×(
4πL2

)
, as a function of (a) L/M and (b) M.

with (L/M)6 in the L/M � 1 region in Figure 3(a),
revealing the behaviour T ∼ (L/M)−3. In the large
black hole regime, L/M � 1, we find that the depen-
dence, T ∼ (L/M)−7, overcoming the suppression factor
(L/M)6 in Figure 3(a). Starting from the large black
hole limit, L/M � 1, we see that the temperature ini-
tially decreases as L/M becomes larger. That is, as the
black hole becomes smaller. This is consistent with the
known behavior of AdS black hole evaporation. If we in-
crease L/M further, it will reach a minimum, a transition
point, after which the temperature begins to increase.
This happens when the black hole horizon becomes sig-
nificantly smaller than the AdS radius L so that the black
hole becomes effectively a Schwarzschild one.The mass
M dependence of the temperature is also shown, where
we recognize the familiar inverse mass dependence or the
negative black hole heat capacity. In particular, we find
the low mass behavior to be T ∼ M−3 and the high
mass behavior T ∼ M−1, regardless of the size of the
black hole relative to the AdS boundary (Figure 3(b)).
As a consequence, as a black hole evaporates and losses
mass, it heats up faster in an AdS universe. Realizing this
with astrophysical black holes however is challenging. As

shown in Figure 3(b), for a small black hole, the depar-
ture T ∼M−3 from the flat Hawking temperature profile
T ∼M−1 is realized only below M/M� = O(10−6), out-
side the known mass ranges of astrophysical black holes
in dynamic environments.

We also take a look at the temperature shift brought
by the cubic curvature EFT correction (Figure 4).
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×

L/
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(a)

10 10 10 7 10 4 10 1 102 105 108
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1020

1010
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1010

1020

1030

1040

T
×

L/
(4

G
N)

×
(L

4 /
3)

L/M = 10 2 (large BH)
L/M = 100

L/M = 102 (small BH)

(b)

FIG. 4. AdS black hole temperature shift due to cubic curva-
ture EFT, δT , expressed as δT × (L/4GN)× (L4/λ3), depen-
dencies on (a) L/M and (b) M.

First, expressing the vertical behavior in Figure 4 as
δT×(L/M)15M5×8/λ3GN, for fixed massM, we realize
δT approaches a constant in the small black hole limit,
L/M � 1, and the suppression δT ∼ (L/M)−22 in the
large black hole limit L/M � 1. On the mass scaling, we
find that the temperature shift approaches a constant for
large masses but getting suppressed as δT ∼ M−10 for
small masses. Interestingly, we interpret our result means
that any hope of detecting this temperature shift lie on
small black holes where its value becomes a constant. Of
course we acknowledge this is wishful thinking since the
black holes realized in nature are even colder than the
cosmic microwave background (T ∼ 2.7 kelvins).
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B. Entropy

The addition of the cosmological constant in (8) does
not contribute to the variation of the lagrangian density
δL/δRµνρσ in the calculation of the Wald entropy. The
entropy then receives corrections due to the presence of
an AdS boundary and the nonlocal physics. Also, at third
order in the curvature, the metric receives a correction
(recall (50), (51), (52)) and so does the entropy, not only
due to the presence of an AdS boundary but also coming
from the curvature itself. We calculate these explicitly in
this section.

We start with the local terms up to cubic curvature.
The relevant action is the sum of (8) and (3), and the
metric is given by (45) together with (48) and (49). Sub-
stituting these into the Wald entropy formula, we obtain

SLW =
A

4GN
+ 64π2c3(µ) +

128π3λ3
A

−
24πλ3

(
7A2 + 52πAL2 + 64π2L4

)
3AL4 + 4πL6

.

(78)

The first line in (78) shows the local entropy contribu-
tions found for the asymptotically flat black hole [18],
while the second line presents the correction due to the
presence of the AdS boundary. Clearly, the AdS correc-
tion to the black hole entropy is negative, vanishes in
the asymptotically flat limit (L → ∞), and admits the
asymptotic expansion

SLW =
A

4G
+ 64π2c3(µ) +

128π3λ3
A

− 384π2λ3
L2

− 24πAλ3
L4

+O
(
L−5

)
.

(79)

Now, the nonlocal correction to the Wald entropy is

SNLW = 2πγ

∫
r=rH

dΣεµνερσ ln

(
�
µ2

)
Rµνρσ, (80)

where εtr = −εrt = 1. Thus we only need the Riemann
component

Rtrtr = − M3

L2r3
+

1

L2
, (81)

up to antisymmetric permutation of first and last two
indices. The actions of the operator ln�/µ on different
radial functions was evaluated in [39] while its action on
a constant is calculated in [19]. The first term in (81),
−2M/r3 in terms of the Schwarzschild mass (20), corre-
sponds to the usual Schwarzschild black hole curvature,
while the second term is sourced by the AdS boundary.
This gives the finite contribution

SNLW = 16πγa
r2H
L2

(
M3

r3H
− 1

2

)[
ln
(
µ2r2H

)
− 2 + 2γE

]
,

(82)
where we used the results in [39]. Here, a = 4π for spher-
ical horizon and a =

∫
dx2/r2H for flat. The integral of

dx2 is infinite, of course, so we should instead speak of
entropy density in this case. Since the correction to the
metric enters only when the third order curvature is in-
cluded, the nonlocal entropy correction is sourced mainly
by the shift in the event horizon radius induced by the
presence of the AdS boundary.

It is instructive to consider the limiting cases. For
the Schwarzschild limit L/M � 1 the horizon is given
by rH ∼ M3/L2 = 2M. The entropy correction for
spherical case becomes

SNLW =64π2γ
[
ln
(
4M2µ2

)
+ 2γE − 2

]
− 128π2γ

M2

L2

[
ln
(
4M2µ2

)
+ 2γE − 2

]
. (83)

This reduces to the nonlocal entropy correction in (5) in
the asymptotically flat limit L → ∞, with M kept con-
stant. For large black hole limit L/M � 1, the horizon
is given by (18) and (82) yields for the spherical case

SNLW =32π2γ

(
M2

L2
+

4

3

)[
ln
(
M2µ2

)
+ 2γE − 2

]
.

(84)

For flat horizon k = 0, we have T ∝ rH and the limit-
ing cases above correspond to low and high temperature
limits.

The large and small black hole limits of the entropy
as well as its mass dependence is further illustrated in
Figure 5.

For a fixed mass M, the nonlocal entropy approaches
a constant SNLW ∼ (L/M)0 in the small black hole limit
L/M � 1 but scales as SNLW ∼ (L/M)−2 in the large
black hole limit L/M � 1 (Figure 5(a)). The entropy
thus increase for larger black holes with larger masses. In
this case we find the transition between these two regimes
to be gradual with the mass ratio L/M . The mass depen-
dence with fixed L/M on the other hand looks interesting
(Figure 5(b)). For M�M� we find that the quantum
entropy increases linearly with the mass SNLW ∼ M.
However, in the opposite regime M � M� we find an
inverse mass scaling, SNLW ∼ −M−2 for M � M�,
turning the quantum entropy of very light black holes
to be unphysically negative. This holds for small, large,
or intermediate size black holes with respect to the AdS
boundary. The behavior of the entropy is further inter-
esting during its transition from the high to low mass
regime, dictated by the cutoff mass µ. Figure 5(b) shows
an abrupt change in the entropy at intermediate masses
that is realized when the logarithm in (82) turns neg-
ative as µrH ∼ 1. This is more pronounced for large
and intermediate black holes. For small black holes, this
transition is mild, but can also be realized through a
plateau for about three to four orders of masses below
the threshold mass when the entropy deviates from the
linear mass scaling. Note that the entropy approaches to
zero at µrH ∼ 1. That is, when the horizon approaches
the cut-off length scale µ−1 where the system fails to re-
solve the macroscopic state of the black hole and views it
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FIG. 5. AdS black hole quantum entropy (82) as a function
of (a) L/M and (b) M. We keep the cutoff µ = 1015M fixed
throughout.

as a single state. Beyond the cut-off µrH � 1, the theory
breaks down and leads to nonphysical negative entropy.

C. Pressure

Since the horizon does not receive quadratic curvature
and leading nonlocal corrections, the entropy correction
above gives rise to the quantum pressure [18] via the
thermodynamic relation TdS − PdV .

For the spherical horizon k = 1, V = 4πr3H/3 and we
have the quantum pressures

P =− 12γ

L4

[
2γE + ln

(
µ2M2

)
− 1
]

− 4γ

L2M2

[
2γE + ln

(
µ2M2

)
+ 3
]

− 4γ

3M4

[
6γE + 3 ln

(
µ2M2

)
+ 1
]
,

(85)

and

P = − γ

2M4
+

γ

L2M2

[
2γE + ln

(
4µ2M2

)
− 7
]
, (86)

for the large black hole L/M � 1 and Schwarzschild
L/M � 1 limits, respectively. In particular, the
Schwarzschild limit (86) reduces correctly to the known
flat limit (L→∞) [18] and moreoever presents the lead-
ing order quantum correction that arises due to the pres-
ence of a boundary.

For flat horizon k = 0, we should write the volume as
V = rHa. The quantum pressures in this case are

P = −12γ

L4
+

4γ

L2M2

[
12γE + 6 ln

(
µ2M2

)
− 17

]
+

4γ

3M4

[
32γE + 16 ln

(
µ2M2

)
− 39

] (87)

and

P =
γ

2M4

[
2γE + ln

(
4µ2M2

)
− 3
]

+
γ

L2M2

[
12γE + 6 ln

(
4µ2M2

)
− 17

] (88)

in the large black hole limit and in the Schwarzschild
limit, respectively.

D. Free energy

The free energy of the dual field theory is given by the
gravitational action evaluated at the bulk metric solution

F ≡ −kBT lnZCFT = kBTS
AdS
E [gE] , (89)

where kB is the Boltzmann constant. Here the subscript
E means that we have analytically continued the metric
to the Euclidean one t → iτ with τ ∈ [0, β), where β =
(kBT )−1.

We now need to collect all the relevant boundary terms.
We have already derived the nonlocal GHY term in (65).
The local GHY terms were derived in [37]. This have the
form

SlGHY =

∫ β

0

dτ

∫
d2x
√
hE

(
2K + x1RK

+ x2RijK
ij + x3K

3 + x4KK
3
ij + x5K

5
ij

)
(90)

where K is the extrinsic curvature of the boundary at
r = rB. The quantities with lower case Roman indices
means they are define on the boundary with induced met-
ric hij . The coefficients xis are not independent but sat-
isfy certain relations so that the holographic duality holds
for higher-derivative gravity as shown in [37].

The boundary is located at rB → ∞. In this limit
the bulk action diverges when the metric solution, which
we obtained in Section III, is substituted. This is the
UV divergence that can be renormalized by adding an
appropriate counter term. We will now show that the
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appropriate counter term is

Sct =−
∫ β

0

dτ

∫
d2x
√
hE

2L

3
√
f(rB)

× 2Λ

(
κ+ 8c1Λ + c2Λ +

4

3
c3Λ

)
. (91)

This can be verified by evaluating the bulk action on-
shell using the (14). Recall that the nonlocal action
just vanishes on-shell as we discussed in Section III. This
yields

So.s.
EFT =

∫ β

0

dτ

∫
d2x

∫ rB

r0

dr
r2

L2

× 2Λ

(
κ+ 8c1Λ + c2Λ +

4

3
c3Λ

)
. (92)

The infrared end at r0 is not relevant to the dual field
theory and can be dropped. The ultraviolet end of the
boundary at rB gives

So.s.
EFT =

∫ β

0

dτ

∫
d2x
√
hE

2L

3
√
f(rB)

× 2Λ

(
κ+ 8c1Λ + c2Λ +

4

3
c3Λ

)
. (93)

The factor
√
hE ∼ r3B diverges in the limit rB → ∞.

This is the ultraviolet divergence of the dual field theory
that is precisely canceled by the counter term (91).

The relevant action needed to calculate the free energy
is therefore both the nonlocal and local GHY terms (65)
and (90) which we collect together

SE =

∫ β

0

dτ

∫
d2x
√
hE

×
(
γRµνρσ r̂α∇α�−1 ln

�
µ2
Rµνρσ

+ 2K + x1RK + x2RijK
ij + x3K

3

+ x4KK
3
ij + x5K

5
ij

)
. (94)

VI. CONCLUSION

We have considered the effect of the nonlocal term on
the AdS black hole, and found that this produces a quan-
tum pressure that generalizes the well established phe-
nomena for a Schwarzschild black hole [18]. In particular,
we have shown that the quadratic curvature and the non-
local actions do not geometrically backreact on the AdS

black hole. As a consequence, the nonlocal correction to
the entropy (calculated via Wald prescription) leads to
the quantum pressure interpretation for AdS black holes.
We note that a recent paper obtained second order and
nonlocal corrections to the metric using a more special-
ized variation of the form gµν → eεgµν [40]. In contrast,
we obtained no correction, which is consistent to the re-
sults in [18, 23] for the asymptotically flat black hole.
In addition, we calculated the cubic curvature EFT cor-
rection to the AdS black hole metric. This is shown to
reduce to the known Schwarzschild solution [18] in the
appropriate limit.

In Section IV we derived the boundary term for the ac-
tion. Specifically, we give the correct nonlocal Gibbons-
Hawking-York boundary term (65) and showed that this
cancels the boundary term produced from the metric
variation of the bulk nonlocal action. In addition, we
also give the appropriate counter term (91) that can-
cels the ultraviolet divergence when the metric solution
is substituted to the bulk action and the boundary limit
is taken.

Lastly, we have calculated the thermodynamic quan-
tities such as temperature, entropy, and pressure. We
found that the behavior of temperature versus L/M un-
dergoes a transition from decreasing to increasing as the
large black hole evaporates towards a smaller black hole.
For entropy, we found that it drops to zero as the black
hole horizon approaches the cut-off length scale µ−1. We
derived the boundary actions needed for the dual free
energy. However, the nonlocal Gibbons-Hawking-York
boundary action both contains infrared and ultraviolet
(from

√
h ∼ r3B) divergences. Interestingly, the infrared

divergence appears in the boundary dual which is associ-
ated with the ultraviolet scale. This is the manifestation
of the nonlocality of the quantum gravitational correc-
tion. The infrared divergence most likely comes from
the self-interacting gravitons and soft gravitons [41]. We
leave the investigation of these infinities for future work.

We emphasize that by the correspondence principle
our results generalize those for the asymptotically flat
black hole [18] to the anti-de Sitter black hole. The
near Schwarzschild limit which accounts for the leading
O
(
L−2

)
corrections (e.g., event horizon (59) and quan-

tum pressure (86)) thus potentially gives the first astro-
physical signals we can expect due to a spacetime bound-
ary. Quasinormal signatures can for example be trig-
gered by the geometrical corrections due to the boundary
and cubic curvature effective field theory near the black
hole [42, 43]. Of course these corrections are presum-
ably tiny, if even reachable by any future astrophysical
probes. Nonetheless even nondetection can place use-
ful constraints, particularly on the quantum gravitational
corrections, that can be considered in future work.
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