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In this paper, we obtain exact phantom (A)dS black hole solutions in the context of F (R) gravity
with topological spacetime in four dimensions. Then, we study the effects of different parameters
on the event horizon. In the following, we calculate the conserved and thermodynamic quantities
of the system and check the first law of thermodynamics for these kinds of black holes. Next, we
evaluate the local stability of the topological phantom (A)dS black holes in F (R) gravity by studying
the heat capacity and the geometrothemodynamic, where we show that the two approaches agrees.
We extend our study and investigate global stability by employing the Gibbs potential and the
Helmholtz free energy. In addition, the effects of different parameters on local and global stabilities
will be highlighted.

I. INTRODUCTION

The observational evidence such as the luminosity dis-
tance of Supernovae type Ia [1, 2], wide surveys on galax-
ies [4], and the anisotropy of cosmic microwave back-
ground radiation [3], indicates that our Universe is cur-
rently undergoing a period of acceleration. Identifying
the cause of this late-time acceleration is a challenging
problem in cosmology. To describe this acceleration,
some candidates are proposed. One of the simplest ways
to address this cosmic acceleration is related to modi-
fying the left-hand side of general relativity (GR) field
equations. This approach is known as the modified the-
ory of gravity. Among these modified theories of gravity,
F (R) gravity includes some exciting features from both
cosmological and astrophysical points of view. The grav-
itational action in this modified theory of theory is a
general function of the scalar curvature R [5–8]. This
theory can be fixed according to the astrophysical and
cosmological observations [9–15]. Also, F (R) gravity co-
incides with Newtonian and post-Newtonian approxima-
tions [16, 17]. It may explain the structure formation
of the Universe without considering the dark matter.
Moreover, the whole sequence of the Universe’s evolution
epochs: inflation, radiation/matter dominance, and dark
energy may be extracted in F (R) gravity. Another possi-
bility to explain this accelerated phase of our universe is
the introduction of an exotic fluid called dark energy [18],
where the fluid is isotropic with a negative pressure. An
alternative to describe this fluid is the phantom scalar
field [19], where the energy density is negative, so the
pressure is also negative, and can model dark energy.

∗email address: eslampanah@umz.ac.ir
†email address: esialg@gmail.com

On the other hand, black holes are exciting objects to
study from theoretical and observational points of view.
To study the exciting properties of black holes in any the-
ory of gravity, we have to extract them. According to the
mentioned features of F (R) gravity, we are interested to
extract black hole solutions in this theory. However, the
field equations of F (R) gravity are complicated fourth-
order differential equations, and it is not easy to find
exact black hole solutions, especially in the present mat-
ter field. Indeed, adding a matter field to F (R) gravity
makes the field equations much more difficult. However,
some different (un)charged black hole solutions in F (R)
gravity are obtained in Refs. [20–31].

The introduction of phantom fields to describe physical
systems is old. In 1935, Einstein and Rose [32] introduced
the so-called quasicharged bridge, where the Reissner-
Nordström solution was used, but with a pure imaginary
charge, i.e. q2 → −q2, thus introducing a spin−1 phan-
tom field as matter describing this gravitational config-
uration, even though they did not show the action of
the system. Then several situations arose where the ki-
netic energy was negative or the field was phantom [33].
Phantom black hole solutions are known in the literature
[34–37]. Here, we want to investigate what the contribu-
tion to the structure of the solution and its fundamental
physical properties is when we couple a spin−1 phantom
field in a linear manner to the action of the F (R) theory
in a topological metric.

The paper is divided as follows: first, in section II,
we establish the equations of motion of the F (R) theory,
specify the case of constant curvature, and obtain the
solution. Subsequently, we define the essential thermo-
dynamic quantities in section III. In section IV, we study
local and global thermodynamic stability as well as ge-
omtrothemodynamics. We make our concluding remarks
in section V.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.12815v1
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II. THE FIELD EQUATIONS IN F(R) GRAVITY
AND BLACK HOLE SOLUTIONS

Here, we consider F (R) gravity in which coupled with
Maxwell field as a matter source. The action of this the-
ory in four-dimensional spacetime is given by

IF (R) =

∫

∂M

d4x
√−g

[
F (R) + 2κ2ηF

]
, (1)

where the first term is related to the theory of F (R) grav-
ity in the form F (R) = R+ f (R), which R is scalar cur-
vature, and also, f (R) is an arbitrary function of scalar
curvature R. In addition, the second is the coupling with
the Maxwell field, when η = 1, or a phantom field of spin
1, when η = −1. It is notable that F = FµνF

µν is the
Maxwell invariant. Also, Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ is the elec-
tromagnetic tensor field, and Aµ is the gauge potential.
Moreover, κ2 = 8πG, and G is the Newtonian gravita-
tional constant. In the above action, g = det(gµν) is the
determinant of metric tensor gµν . Hereafter, we consider
G = c = 1.
We can obtain the equations of motion of F (R) theory

by varying the action (1) with respect to the gravitational
field gµν , and the gauge field Aµ, lead to the following
forms

Rµν (1 + fR)−
gµνF (R)

2
+
(
gµν∇2 −∇µ∇ν

)
fR = 8πTµν ,(2)

∂µ
(√−gFµν

)
= 0, (3)

where fR = df(R)
dR . Also, Tµν is the energy-momentum

tensor, and for four-dimensional spacetime can be written

Tµν = 2η

(
1

4
gµνF − F α

µ Fνα

)
. (4)

We consider a topological four-dimensional static
spacetime with the following form

ds2 = g(r)dt2 − dr2

g(r)
− r2dΩ2

k, (5)

where g(r) is the metric function. Also, in the above
equation, dΩ2

k is given by

dΩ2
k =





dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2 k = 1
dθ2 + dϕ2 k = 0

dθ2 + sinh2 θdϕ2 k = −1
, (6)

It is notable that the constant k indicates that the
boundary of t = constant and r =constant can be elliptic
(k = 1), flat (k = 0) or hyperbolic (k = −1) curvature
hypersurface.
In the following, we want to obtain the solutions for

the constant scalar curvature is R = R0 = constant in
four-dimensional spacetime. The trace of Eq. (2) yields

R0 (1 + fR0
)− 2 (R0 + f(R0)) = 0, (7)

where fR0
= fR|R=R0

, and the solution for R0 gives

R0 =
2f(R0)

fR0
− 1

. (8)

Substituting the equation (8) into Eq. (2), we obtain
the equations of motion in F (R)-Maxwell (or phantom)
theory which can be written as

Rµν (1 + fR0
)− gµν

4
R0 (1 + fR0

) = 8πTµν . (9)

In order to obtain electrically charged black hole solu-
tions, we consider a radial electric field which its related
gauge potential is in the following form

Aµ = h (r) δtµ (10)

We can find the following differential equation by using
Eqs. (3) and (5)

rh′′(r) + 2h′(r) = 0, (11)

where the prime and double prime are the first and the
second derivatives with respect to r, respectively. So the
solution of the equation (11) is

h(r) =
q

r
, (12)

where q is an integration constant which is related to
the electric charge. Considering the obtained h(r) in Eq.
(12), the electromagnetic field tensor is given by

Ftr = ∂tAr − ∂rAt =
q

r2
. (13)

Using the introduced metric (5) and the field equations
(9), we want to obtain exact solutions for the metric func-
tion g (r). After some calculation, we find the following
differential equations

eqtt = eqrr = 2r3 (1 + fR0
)

(
rR0

2
− rg′′(r) − 2g′(r)

)

−4ηq2, (14)

eqθθ = eqϕϕ = 4r2 (1 + fR0
)

(
g (r) − k − r2R0

4
+ rg′(r)

)

+4ηq2, (15)

where eqtt, eqrr, eqθθ and eqϕϕ, respectively, are compo-
nents of tt, rr, θθ and ϕϕ of field equations (9). We are
in a position to obtain exact solutions for the constant
scalar curvature (R = R0= const). We can extract the
following metric function by considering Eqs. (14) and
(15) as

g(r) = k − 2m

r
+

R0r
2

12
+ η

q2

(1 + fR0
) r2

, (16)
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where m is an integration constant related to the total
mass of the black hole. The solution (16) satisfies all
components of the field equations (9).
One of quantities that can give us information about

the existence of singularity is related to the Kretschmann
scalar. Considering the four-dimensional spacetime in
Eq. (5), with the metric function (16), we can obtain the
Kretschmann scalar in the following form

RαβγδR
αβγδ =

R2
0

6
+

48m2

r6
− 96mηq2

(1 + fR0
) r7

+
56η2q4

(1 + fR0
)
2
r8

, (17)

which indicates that the Kretschmann scalar diverges at
r = 0. In other words, the Kretschmann scalar at r → 0,
leads to

lim
r−→0

RαβγδR
αβγδ −→ ∞. (18)

So, there is a curvature singularity located at r = 0. Also,
it is finite for r 6= 0.
The asymptotical behavior of the Kretschmann scalar

is given by

lim
r−→∞

RαβγδR
αβγδ −→ R2

0

6
, (19)

also, the asymptotical behavior of the metric function

leads to limr−→∞ g (r) −→ R0r
2

12 , which shows the space-
time will be asymptotically AdS, when we define R0 =
−4Λ. It is mentioned that we should restrict ourselves to
fR 6= −1, to have physical solutions.
To show that there is at least an event horizon in which

covers the singularity, we have to find the real roots of
the obtained metric function (16). We plot the metric
function versus r in Fig. 1. As shown in Fig. 1, there is
an event horizon for the obtained metric function. Our
findings indicate that the obtained solution in Eq. (16)
is related to the black hole solution in F (R) gravity with
Maxwell or phantom fields. It is worthwhile to mention
that the solution (16) reduces to Reissner-Nordström-
(A)dS, when fR0

= 1, R0 = −4Λ and η = 1. In ad-
dition, we encounter with the anti-Reissner-Nordström-
(A)dS (or phantom), when fR0

= 1, R0 = −4Λ and
η = −1. Also, we restrict ourselves to fR0

6= −1.

III. THERMODYNAMICS

Now, we are going to calculate the conserved and ther-
modynamic quantities of the topological AdS phantom
black hole solutions in F (R) gravity to check the first
law of thermodynamics.
For studying the thermodynamic properties of the ob-

tained black hole solutions, it is necessary to express the
mass (m) in terms of the radius of the event horizon r+

FIG. 1: The metric function g(r) versus r for different
values of the parameters. Left panels for η = 1, and

right panels for η = −1

and the charge q as follows. Equating gtt = g(r) to zero,
we have

m =
kr+

2
+

R0r
3
+

24
+

ηq2

2 (1 + fR0
) r+

. (20)

Here, we want to obtain the Hawking temperature for
these black holes. The superficial gravity of a black hole
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is given by

κ =
g′tt

2
√−gttgrr

=

∣∣∣∣
r=r+

=
g′(r)

2

∣∣∣∣
r=r+

, (21)

where r+ is the radius of the events horizon. Considering
the obtained metric function (16), and by substituting
the mass (20) within the equation (21), one can calculate
the superficial gravity as

κ =
k

2r+
+

R0r+

8
− ηq2

2 (1 + fR0
) r3+

, (22)

and by using the Hawking temperature as T = κ
2π , we

can extract it in the following form

T =
k

4πr+
+

R0r+

16π
− ηq2

4π (1 + fR0
) r3+

. (23)

The electric charge of black hole per unit volume, V ,
can be obtained by using the Gauss law as

Q =
Q̃

V =
Ftr

4π

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

√
gkdθdϕ =

q

4π
(24)

where Ftr = q
r2 , and for case t = constant and

r =constant, the determinant of metric tensor gk is
r4 det

(
dΩ2

k

)
(i.e., gk = det (gk) = r4 det

(
dΩ2

k

)
). It is

worthwhile to mention that in the above equation, we

consider V =
∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

√
det (dΩ2

k)dθdϕ, where it is the
area of a unit volume of constant (t, r) space. Notable,
V is 4π for k = 1.
Considering Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ, one can find the

nonzero component of the gauge potential in which is
At = −

∫
Ftrdr, and therefore the electric potential at

the event horizon (U) with respect to the reference (r →
∞) is given by

U = −
∫ +∞

r+

Ftrdr =
q

r+
. (25)

In order to obtain the entropy of black holes in F (R) =
R + f(R) theory, one can use a modification of the area
law which means the Noether charge method [38]

S =
A(1 + fR)

4
, (26)

where A is the horizon area and is defined

A =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

√
gθθgϕϕ

∣∣∣∣
r=r+

= r2
∣∣
r=r+

= r2+, (27)

so, the entropy of topological phantom AdS black holes
per unit volume, V , in F (R) gravity is given by replacing
the horizon area (27) within Eq. (26) as

S =
S̃

V =
(1 + fR)r

2
+

4
, (28)

which indicates that the area law does not hold for the
black hole solutions in R+ f(R) gravity.
Using Ashtekar-Magnon-Das (AMD) approach [39,

40], we find the total mass of these black holes per unit
volume, V , in F (R) gravity as

M =
M̃

V =
m (1 + fR)

4π
, (29)

where substituting the mass (20) within the equation
(29), yields

M =
(1 + fR) r+

2

(
k +

R0r
2
+

12

)
+

ηq2

2r+
. (30)

It is straightforward to show that the conserved and
thermodynamics quantities satisfy the first law of ther-
modynamics

dM = TdS + ηUdQ, (31)

where T =
(
∂M
∂S

)
Q
, and ηU =

(
∂M
∂Q

)
S
, and they are in

agreement with those of calculated in Eqs. (23) and (25),
respectively.

IV. THERMAL STABILITY

Considering the black hole as a thermodynamic sys-
tem, we want to study the local and global stability. In
the following, we investigate the effects of the topological
constant (k), the constant scalar curvature (R0), and the
parameter of η on the local and global stability of the
topological phantom (A)dS black holes in F (R) gravity.

A. Local Stability

Here, we would like to study the local stability of the
topological phantom (A)dS black holes in the context
of F (R) gravity. For this purpose, by considering these
black holes we will study the heat capacity and the ge-
ometrothemodynamics.

1. Heat Capacity

In the canonical ensemble context, a thermodynamic
system’s local stability can be studied by heat capacity.
The heat capacity carries crucial information regarding
the thermal structure of the black holes. This quantity
includes three specific exciting pieces of information:
i) The discontinuities of heat capacity mark the pos-

sible thermal phase transitions that the system can un-
dergo.
ii) The sign of it determines whether the system is

thermally stable or not. In other words, the positivity
corresponds to thermal stability while the opposite indi-
cates instability.
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iii) The roots of heat capacity are also of interest
since they may yield the possible changes between sta-
ble/unstable states or bound points.
Due to these important points, we want to calculate

the heat capacity of the solutions and investigation of
local stability of the black holes by using such quantity.
Before obtaining the heat capacity, let us first re-write

the total mass of the black hole (30) in terms of the en-
tropy (28) in the following form

M (S,Q) =
π2Q2 (1 + fR) η + S(SR0+3(1+fR)k)

12

π
√

S (1 + fR)
, (32)

using the equation (32), we re-write the temperature in
the following form

T =

(
∂M (S,Q)

∂S

)

Q

=
S(SR0+(1+fR)k)

4 − π2Q2 (1 + fR) η

2πS3/2
√
1 + fR

.

(33)
The heat capacity is defind as

CQ =
T(

∂T
∂S

)
Q

=

(
∂M(S,Q)

∂S̃

)
Q(

∂2M(S,Q)
∂S2

)
Q

, (34)

by considering Eqs. (32) and (33), we can obtain the
heat capacity in form

CQ =
2S2

(
SR0

(1+fR) + k
)
− 8π2Q2Sη

12π2Q2η + S
(

SR0

(1+fR) − k
) . (35)

In the context of black holes, it is argued that the root
of heat capacity (CQ = T = 0) is representing a border
line between physical (T > 0) and non-physical (T < 0)
black holes. We call it a physical limitation point. In-
deed, the system in the case of this physical limitation
point has a change in sign of the heat capacity. Also,
it is believed that the divergences of the heat capacity
represent phase transition critical points of black holes.
So, the phase transition critical and limitation points of
the black holes in the context of the heat capacity are
calculated with the following relations





T =
(

∂M(S,Q)
∂S

)
Q
= 0, physical limitation points

(
∂2M(S,Q)

∂S2

)
Q
= 0 phase transition critical points

.

(36)
Using Eq. (33) and solving it in terms of the entropy,

we can obtain physical limitation points as





Sroot1 = −(1+fR)k
2R0

+

√
[(1+fR)k2+16π2Q2ηR0](1+fR)

2R0

Sroot2 = −(1+fR)k
2R0

−
√

[(1+fR)k2+16π2Q2ηR0](1+fR)

2R0

.

(37)

To have the real root(s), we have to respect
(1 + fR) k

2 + 16π2Q2ηR0 ≥ 0. This constraint gives us
information about the effects of different parameters on
the roots of temperature (33). For example, the temper-
ature has one root for k = 0, provided ηR0 > 0. For
k = ±1, the temperature has two roots when ηR0 < 0,

provided R0 >
−(1+fR)k2

6π2Q2η . In addition, the relation

R0 >
−(1+fR)k2

6π2Q2η , imposes that for a large value of the

electrical charge and k = ±1, the temperature does not
have any root when the constant scalar curvature is neg-
ative. Indeed, the temperature of higher-charged black
holes does not have any root when k = ±1 and R0 < 0.

In order to study the phase transition critical points
(or divergence points of the heat capacity), we have to

solve the relation
(

∂2M(S,Q)
∂S2

)
Q
= 0. So, we have





Sdiv1 = (1+fR)k
2R0

−
√

[(1+fR)k2−48π2Q2ηR0](1+fR)

2R0

Sdiv2 = (1+fR)k
2R0

+

√
[(1+fR)k2−48π2Q2ηR0](1+fR)

2R0

,

(38)
where indicate that we have to respect (1 + fR) k

2 −
48π2Q2ηR0 ≥ 0, for having the real divergent point(s).
Our analysis shows that the heat capacity has one diver-
gent point for k = 0, provided ηR0 < 0, and also there
is no divergent point when ηR0 > 0. According to Eq.
(38), for large values of the electrical charge, the heat ca-
pacity does not have any divergent point. In other words,
the heat capacity of the higher-charged black holes does
not have any divergent point. For k = +1 ( k = −1),
the heat capacity has two divergence points when η > 0
(η < 0) and R0 > 0 (R0 < 0).

Now we can evaluate the local stability by using the
behavior of temperature and heat capacity. For this pur-
pose, we plot Fig. 2 and analyze them with more details
in Table. I.

Our findings reveal some interesting behaviors which
are:

i) The topological charged AdS black holes in F (R)
gravity satisfy the local stability condition when they
have large radii (or large entropy), see the first three
rows of Table. I, for more details.

ii) The charged dS black holes with medium radii can
be only locally stable for k = 1 (see the second three rows
of Table. I, for more details).

iii) The phantom AdS large black holes have local sta-
bility (see the third three rows of Table. I, for more
details).
iv) There is no local stability area for the phantom

AdS black holes with different topological constants (see
the fourth three rows in Table. I, for more details).

We plotted the figure. 2, for more details. Two up
panels in Fig. 2 belong to the charged (A)dS black holes
in F (R) gravity for k = +1 and k = −1. Also, the two
down panels are related to phantom (A)dS black holes
in F (R) gravity for k = +1 and k = −1. In Fig. 2, the



6

TABLE I: The local stability of the black holes for Q = 0.02, fR = 0.1, and different values of k. First three rows are
for R0 = 1, and η = 1. Second three rows are for R0 = −1, and η = 1. Third three rows are for R0 = 1, and η = −1.

Fourth three rows are for R0 = −1, and η = −1.

k number of Sroot number of Sdiv physical area (T > 0) CQ > 0 local stability and physical area

+1 1 2 S > Sroot
Sroot < S < Sdiv1

S > Sdiv2

Sroot < S < Sdiv1

S > Sdiv2

0 1 0 S > Sroot S > Sroot S > Sroot

−1 1 0 S > Sroot S > Sroot S > Sroot

+1 2 1 Sroot1 < S < Sroot2

Sroot1 < S < Sdiv

S > Sroot2

Sroot1 < S < Sdiv

0 0 1 no area S > Sdiv no area

−1 0 1 no area S > Sdiv no area

+1 0 1 always positive S > Sdiv S > Sdiv

0 0 1 always positive S > Sdiv S > Sdiv

−1 2 1
S < Sroot1

S > Sroot2

Sroot1 < S < Sdiv

S > Sroot2

S > Sroot2

+1 1 0 S < Sroot S > Sroot no area

0 1 0 S < Sroot S > Sroot no area

−1 1 2 S < Sroot
Sroot < S < Sdiv1

S > Sdiv2

no area

hatched areas belong to the physical and local stability
of these black holes.

2. Geometrothermodynamics

Here, we want to study the phase transition of the
topological phantom (A)dS black holes in F (R) gravity
through geometrothemodynamics. In the geometrothe-
modynamics method, a thermodynamical metric (ther-
modynamical phase space) is constructed by considering
one of the thermodynamical quantities as thermodynam-
ical potential and other quantities as extensive parame-
ters. By calculating the Ricci scalar of such a thermody-
namical metric and determining its divergence point(s),
one can obtain the phase transition point(s) of the sys-
tem. In this regard, several thermodynamical metrics
have been introduced in order to build a geometrical
phase space by thermodynamical quantities. The famous
ones are the Weinhold [41, 42] , Ruppeiner [43, 44], and
Quevedo metrics [45, 46]. It was previously argued that
these metrics may not provide us with a completely flaw-
less mechanism for evaluating the geometrothemodynam-
ics of specific types of black holes (see Refs. [47–52], for
more details). Recently, a new metric (which is known as
HPEM metric [47]), was introduced in order to solve the
problems that other metrics may confront with it. In this
section, we would like to investigate the phase transition
of the topological phantom (A)dS black holes in the non-
extended phase space via the geometrothemodynamics

method which is described by the HPEM metric.
The HPEM metric is given by [47]

ds2 =
SMS

M3
QQ

(
−MSSdS

2 +MQQdQ
2
)
, (39)

where MS = ∂M
∂S , MSS = ∂2M

∂S∂S , and MQQ = ∂2M
∂Q∂Q .

Since we are looking for the divergence points of the
HPEM’s Ricci scalar and because its numerator is a
smooth finite function, we focus on the denominator
of the HPEM’s Ricci scalar. The denominator of the
HPEM’s Ricci scalar is given by [47]

denom(R) = 2S3M3
SM

2
SS. (40)

To have a proper geometrothemodynamics approach
for studying phase transitions, the thermodynamic Ricci
scalar should diverge at points which we mentioned be-
fore with bound

(
M = ∂M

∂S = 0
)
and phase transition(

MSS = ∂2M
∂S2 = 0

)
points (see Eq. (36), for more de-

tails). Regarding Eq. (40), it is evident that the diver-
gence points and root of the heat capacity coincide with
divergences of the HPEM’s Ricci scalar. In other words,
the denominator of the Ricci scalar of the HPEM met-
ric contains the numerator and denominator of the heat
capacity (Eq. (34)). Indeed the divergence points of the
Ricci scalar of the HPEMmetric coincide with both roots
and phase transition critical points of the heat capacity.
So, all the physical limitations and the phase transition
critical points are included in the divergences of the Ricci
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FIG. 2: The heat capacity (CQ) and temperature (T )
versus S for Q = 0.02 and fR = 0.1. We plot them in

different scales in order to be more clear.

scalar of the HPEM metric (see Fig. 3, for more detail).
As a result, the HPEMmetric provides a successful mech-
anism for investigating the bound and phase transition
points of such black holes.

Looking at the figure. 3, we can find another impor-
tant behavior of the HPEMmetric which is related to the
different behavior of the Ricci scalar before and after its
divergence points. The behavior of HPEM’s Ricci scalar
for divergence points related to the physical limitation
and phase transition critical points is different. In other
words, the sign of HPEM’s Ricci scalar changes before
and after divergencies when the heat capacity is zero.
However, the signs of the Ricci scalar are the same when
the heat capacity encounters with divergences. These di-
vergences are called Λ divergences. Therefore, consider-
ing this approach also enable us to distinguish the phys-
ical limitation and the phase transition critical points

from one another (see Fig. 3, for more details).

FIG. 3: The heat capacity (CQ) and temperature (T )
and Ricci scalar (R) versus S for Q = 0.02 and fR = 0.1.

We plot them in different scales to be more clear.

B. Global Stability

In the context of the grand-canonical ensemble, the
global stability of a thermodynamic system can be stud-
ied by Gibbs’s potential. In other words, the negative of
the Gibbs potential determines the global stability of a
thermodynamic system. On the other hand, the negative
of the Helmholtz free energy of a thermodynamic system
satisfies the global stability in the context of the canon-
ical ensemble. Therefore, by using the Gibbs potential
and the Helmholtz free energy, we want to evaluate the
global stability of the topological phantom (A)dS black
holes in F (R) gravity.
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1. Gibbs Potential

The Gibbs potential is defined in the following form

G = M (S,Q)− TS − ηUQ, (41)

by using the relation ηU =
(

∂M
∂Q

)
S
and Eqs. (32) and

(33), we get the Gibbs potential as

G =
S
12 (3 (1 + fR) k − SR0)− π2Q2 (1 + fR) η

2π
√
S (1 + fR)

, (42)

where the roots of the Gibbs potential are given by





SG1
= 3(1+fR)k

2R0
−

√
3[3(1+fR)k2−16π2Q2ηR0](1+fR)

2R0

SG2
= 3(1+fR)k

2R0
+

√
3[3(1+fR)k2−16π2Q2ηR0](1+fR)

2R0

.

(43)

In order to study global stability, we must consider
G < 0. In other words, the black holes have a global
stable when G < 0. To evaluate the global stability of the
topological phantom (A)dS black holes in F (R) gravity,
we plotted four panels in Fig. 4 (see the panels (4a),
(4b), (4c), and (4d) in Fig. 4). Our analysis reveals some
results which are:

i) The charged AdS black holes with k = 0, and k = −1
are stable everywhere (i.e., S ∈ (0,+∞)). For k = 1, the
global stability is located in the range S ∈ (0, SG1

) ∪
(SG2

,+∞), see the panel (4a) in Fig. 4.

ii) The charged dS black holes with small radii and
different topological constants have global stability. In
other words, the Gibbs potential is negative for S < SG

(see the panel (4b) in Fig. 4).

iii) The phantom AdS black holes in F (R) gravity with
large radii and different topological constants are stable
because the Gibbs potential is negative for S > SG (see
the panel (4c) in Fig. 4).

iv) Whereas the Gibbs potential is negative in the
range S ∈ (0, SG1

) ∪ (SG2
,+∞) for the phantom dS

black holes in F (R) gravity with k = −1. In other
words, these black holes are stable in these areas (i.e.,
S ∈ (0, SG1

) ∪ (SG2
,+∞)), see the panel (4d) in Fig. 4.

2. Helmholtz Free Energy

Another mechanism for determining the global sta-
bility of a thermodynamic system is related to the
Helmholtz free energy. It is notable that in the usual case
of thermodynamics the Helmholtz free energy is given by
F = U −TS. However, in the context of the black holes,
Helmholtz free energy is defined in the following form

F (T,Q) = M (S,Q)− TS, (44)

where by considering Eqs. (32) and (33), we can obtain
the Helmholtz free energy as

F (T,Q) =
3π2Q2 (1 + fR) η − S

12 (SR0 − 3 (1 + fR) k)

2π
√
S (1 + fR)

,

(45)
and by solving F (T,Q) = 0, we get the roots of the
Helmholtz free energy that are





SF1
= 3(1+fR)k

2R0
− 3

√
[(1+fR)k2+16π2Q2ηR0](1+fR)

2R0

SF2
= 3(1+fR)k

2R0
+

3
√

[(1+fR)k2+16π2Q2ηR0](1+fR)

2R0

.

(46)
The global stability areas are given when the

Helmholtz free energy is negative (i.e., F < 0). To evalu-
ate the global stability of the topological phantom (A)dS
black hole in F (R) gravity, we plot the Helmholtz free
versus S in Fig. 4. Our results are:
i) The charged AdS black holes with different topologi-

cal constants are stable when S > SF2
. Indeed, the large

black holes have global stability (see the panel (4e) in
Fig. 4).
ii) There are only stable areas for the charged dS black

holes with k = −1 when the entropy is located between
two roots (i.e., SF1

< S < SF2
), see the panel (4f) in

Fig. 4.
iii) The phantom AdS black holes with k = 0, and

k = −1 are stable. Whereas for k = 1, the global stability
areas are located in the range S ∈ (0, SG1

) ∪ (SG2
,+∞),

see the panel (4g) in Fig. 4.
iv) The phantom dS black holes with different topo-

logical constants and small radii are stable (see the panel
(4h) in Fig. 4).
In order to have more details of the global stability

from two points of view, we plot the Gibbs potential and
the Helmholtz free energy together versus the entropy in
Fig. (5).
Comparing these points of view, we find some different

behaviors of the global stability for black holes in F (R)
gravity. These results are:
i) Generally, by considering the charged AdS black

holes with different topological constants, the Gibbs po-
tential covers a large global stability area compared with
the Helmholtz free energy. There is the same behavior
for the charged AdS black holes with large radii. Indeed,
the large black holes with k = 0, ±1 in two points of
view are stable. However, considering the Gibbs poten-
tial, the small charged AdS black holes are stable. Using
the two points of view, the charged AdS black holes with
different topological constants and large radii are always
stable (see the left-up panel in Fig. 5, for more details).
ii) Using the Gibbs potential, the charged dS black

holes with small radii and different topological constants
are always stable, whereas there is no stable area for small
black holes in the viewpoint of the Helmholtz free energy.
In addition, from point of view of Helmholtz free energy,
the charged dS black holes with medium radii can be



9

FIG. 4: G (and F ) versus S for Q = 0.02, and fR = 0.1.
Also, k = 1 (continuous line), k = 0 (dashed line), and

k = −1 (dotted line).

stable when k = −1. As a common result from both
viewpoints, the charged dS black holes with large radii
and k = 0, ±1 do not have the global stability area (see
the right-up panel in Fig. 5, for more details).

iii) In total, the Helmholtz free energy covers a large
global stability area compared with the Gibbs potential
for the phantom AdS black holes with different topolog-
ical constants. Our findings indicate that the phantom
AdS black holes with large radii are always stable in the
two points of view. On the other hand, small phantom
AdS black holes are only stable in the viewpoint of the
Helmholtz free energy (see the left down panel in Fig. 5,
for more details).

iv) The phantom dS black holes with small radii can be
always stable in the viewpoint of Helmholtz free energy.
However, from point of view of Gibbs’s potential, the
phantom dS black holes with medium radii can be only

FIG. 5: The Gibbs potential and the Helmholtz free
energy versus S for Q = 0.02, and fR = 0.1. Thin and

bold lines are related to G and F , respectively.

stable when k = −1 (see the right down panel in Fig. 5,
for more details).

V. CONCLUSIONS

In section II, we obtain an exact solution of the case of
the theory F (R) with constant curvature, for a topologi-
cal metric in four dimensions, coupling a spin−1 phantom
field. We show this solution has one or two horizons, de-
pending on the value of the topological constant k, the
mass, the charge, the coupling constant η, and the scalar
R0.
In section III, we define the temperature, electric field,

and entropy of the solution, as well as establish the first
law of thermodynamics, showing that the term related
to thermodynamic work can be positive or negative, de-
pending on whether the field is phantom or not. This
property was already known in phantom solutions [53].
In section IV, we first study local thermodynamic sta-

bility, through the zeros and divergent points of the heat
capacity, as well as the geometrothemodynamics, agree-
ing between the two approaches. Then we study global
thermodynamic stability by analyzing the sign of the
Gibbs potential and Helmholtz free energy. In general,
the two approaches agree on slightly different ranges of
entropy.
We should also analyze, in a future work, the geodesics

of this solution, as well as the shadow and stability, check-
ing the absorption and scattering of scalar fields.
We can find astrophysical evidence of the signature of

the phantom modification of the electromagnetic contri-
bution in the following situations:
a) the shadow of this black hole must present char-
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acteristics of differentiation between the usual Reissner-
Nordström one, thus being able to serve as experimental
evidence.
b) the new phantom signature must also appear in the

gravitational wave ringdown of this solution.
c) observational evidence can also be obtained through

gravitational lensing phenomena.
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