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Abstract

In gravitational theories containing matter fields and higher-derivative corrections, the stan-
dard Smarr formula often fails unless all dimensionful couplings are incorporated consis-
tently. Traditionally, parameters such as the cosmological constant or the coefficients of
higher-derivative terms are regarded as immutable features of the theory and therefore ex-
cluded from the thermodynamic phase space. In our recent work, we developed a fully
general framework that promotes every such coupling to a dynamical, freely varying pa-
rameter of black hole solutions. This is accomplished by introducing, for each coupling, an
auxiliary scalar and gauge field, through which the coupling appears as a conserved charge
associated with the global sector of an emergent gauge symmetry. The corresponding con-
jugate variables naturally arise as electric potentials evaluated at the black hole horizon. As
a result, the first law and the Smarr relation acquire additional, systematically determined
contributions, yielding a consistent and universal extension of black hole thermodynamics.
We illustrate the validity of this construction by revisiting several black hole examples in
the literature where the Smarr formula remains inconsistent even after treating the cosmo-
logical constant as a thermodynamic variable. Our analysis shows that only by including all
dimensionful couplings in this generalized manner can one obtain an internally consistent
Smarr relation, thereby providing the foundation for a truly universal formulation of black
hole thermodynamics.

1 Introduction

Black hole thermodynamics within General Relativity [1-3], in addition to the four laws, also
includes the celebrated Smarr formula [4], an integrated relation between the thermodynamic
coordinates and their conjugates, unlike the differential first law. It is consistent with the first
law but does not directly follow from it; one also needs dimensional scaling, that is, the homo-
geneity of the black hole’s mass with respect to other conserved charges. This critical relation
is often invalid in generic theories of gravity that include matter fields, even if the first law
holds, particularly when contributions from the theory’s coupling constants are not adequately
accounted for. These coupling constants, such as the cosmological constant A [5] or other di-
mensionful parameters present in the Lagrangian, are inherently fixed parameters (at least at
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the classical level) defining the theory and are traditionally not subject to variation. This state
of affairs needs to be understood: is the Smarr formula specific to General Relativity, or is it a
universal relation among the thermodynamic coordinates and their conjugates? Here, we argue
that it is the latter, after properly enlarging the theory to include other dimensionful coupling
constants beyond Newton’s constant.

A known difficulty arises with the cosmological constant A. Although it appears as a fixed
parameter in the Lagrangian, it behaves like a thermodynamic variable that is typically tied
to the properties of a solution. To preserve the consistency of the Smarr relation, variations
of A must therefore be included in the first law of black hole thermodynamics [6—9]. This
perspective led, in the early 2010s, to the development of black hole chemistry, where A is
reinterpreted as pressure, contributing through a V6P term in the first law. The term “chemistry”
is used because, with this identification, the black hole mass must be treated as the enthalpy
rather than the internal energy—the quantity minimized in chemical systems (see the excellent
reviews [ 10, 11] and references therein).

Treating the cosmological constant as a pressure introduces further challenges to our under-
standing of black hole thermodynamics. The rationale for varying a fundamental constant of the
theory is unclear. Besides, its conjugate chemical potential lacks a robust geometric definition;
unlike the surface area of the event horizon, the black hole’s geometric volume is not an invari-
ant quantity. Moreover, while the black hole mass represents the conserved charge associated
with time translation symmetry, its enthalpy is not regarded as a conserved quantity in ther-
modynamics. The situation becomes more intricate once one recognizes that, to preserve the
Smarr formula, not only must the cosmological constant be included, but also all dimensionful
couplings. At the same time, the pressure can account for only one of them. In addition, the
quantity V, as the conjugate potential of 6P, is proposed to be fundamentally different from the
other terms appearing in the first law: (i) it is an extensive quantity, whereas other potentials,
such as temperature and angular velocity, are intensive; (ii) by definition, it is not a property of
the horizon itself but of the region enclosed by it (otherwise, it loses its meaning as a volume).
These issues, along with the broader problem of varying the Lagrangian’s constant parameters,
highlight the lack of a universal and coherent theoretical framework in the existing literature.

As a solution to this problem, a robust method was developed in [12] that redefines the
role of coupling constants, transforming them from fixed parameters of the theory into free
parameters of the solutions. This approach involves modifying the Lagrangian by introducing
auxiliary gauge fields, a concept previously explored for the cosmological constant in works
such as [13—16] and, specifically, in [17, 18]. By doing so, the coupling constants are elevated
to conserved charges of the implemented gauge symmetry, and their conjugate chemical poten-
tials are naturally defined as the potentials of the corresponding gauge fields on the black hole
horizon, similar to the electric potential in electromagnetism.

In [12], this method was presented as a general formulation capable of treating all coupling
constants as conserved charges within black hole physics, thereby placing black hole thermo-
dynamics on a firmer theoretical foundation. A key distinguishing feature of the proposed
construction, when compared to earlier approaches, is twofold: 1) For each coupling constant
(including the cosmological constant), a pair of auxiliary fields is introduced, consisting of one
scalar field and one gauge field; 2) The Lagrangian associated with these auxiliary gauge fields
is linear in their field strength rather than quadratic. These distinctions are crucial for establish-
ing a general method applicable to arbitrary coupling constants.
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This systematic extension of the first law and the Smarr formula, by coupling conserved
charges to their conjugate potentials, offers a novel vantage point. The work demonstrates that
coupling constants are indeed conserved charges linked to the global part of the implemented
gauge symmetry. The conjugate chemical potentials are defined consistently, inspired by the
electric potential in Maxwell’s electrodynamics. This framework allows for a comprehensive
treatment in which the variation of couplings as solution parameters can be incorporated into
the first law of black hole thermodynamics. The Smarr formula is derived from the extended
first law using dimensional analysis and scaling arguments.

Our purpose here is to examine this formulation in different theories and black hole solutions
that have previously suffered from the absence of couplings in their Smarr formula and the first
law. In Sec. 2, the formulation is reviewed, and in Sec. 3, different examples are analyzed, their
corresponding new gauge fields are derived, and their thermodynamic relations are reexamined.

2 A review of the formulation

Let us assume that the theory is defined by a generic D-dimensional action with coupling con-
stants a;: I = f (Lo — 2; a;L;). This action is modified by introducing, for each coupling «;,
a pair of auxiliary fields: a scalar field a;(x) and a (D — 1)-form gauge field A;. The extended
action I is constructed with the Lagrangian D-form.

L=Lo- ) a)(Li-F), ()

where F; := dA;. The equations of motion derived from this extended action for the auxiliary
fields imply that da;(x) = 0 and F; = L;. The first condition ensures that each «; is a constant
over spacetime, but now as a parameter of the solution rather than the theory. The second
condition, combined with the first, ensures that the on-shell dynamics of the original fields are
recovered.

A crucial result of this framework is the reinterpretation of the coupling constants as con-
served charges. Using the covariant phase space formalism [19-26] (see reviews in [27,28]), it
is demonstrated that each coupling a; corresponds to the conserved charge associated with the
(appropriately normalized) global part of the newly introduced gauge symmetry, A; — A; + d4;
withda; = 0[12,17].

With the couplings established as conserved charges, their conjugate chemical potentials ‘Plfl
are naturally defined as the electric potential of the corresponding gauge field A; on the black
hole horizon [17],

Pl o= SggH A, ()
H
where &, is the horizon Killing vector. This provides a solid geometrical foundation for the

chemical potentials. These new thermodynamic pairs («;, 5”:]) are then incorporated into the
first law of black hole thermodynamics, leading to the extended form:

M =T, 68 + 2,6] + D,60 + ¥ 5c;. (3)

From this extended first law, a generalized Smarr formula is derived using a scaling argument
[4], resulting in

(D-3)M =D -2T,S +(D-2)Q2,J +(D-3)D,0 +k"¥la, 4)
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where k% is the scaling dimension of the coupling @;. This formulation provides a systematic
and universal framework for ensuring the consistency of the Smarr formula in any covariant
theory of gravity.

3 Assessment of the universal Smarr relation

This section presents examples in which the generalized Smarr formula, without the new for-
mulation, does not hold. These cases often involve additional dimensionful parameters in the
Lagrangian that are not accounted for in the standard dimensional analysis-based derivation of
the Smarr formula.

3.1 The BTZ Black Hole in the New Massive Gravity

This example was previously analyzed in [12]. However, for the sake of completeness and clar-
ity, we begin with this interesting black hole. We outline the steps in detail to assist readers who
are unfamiliar with the covariant formulation of charges. Not to be pedantic, in the examples
that follow, we will not lay out all the detailed calculations. The gravitational theory for this
black hole is the three-dimensional New Massive Gravity (NMG), as described in [29].

_ 1 3 2 v
£= g (r-2n-s(gr -mor)). 80 ©

The Banados-Teitelboim-Zanelli (BTZ) black hole, initially presented in [30], is a solution of
NMG as shown in [31]. The metric is given by:

dr 2 5 }"2 J'Z .]
ds® = —AdP? + — A + r°(dy — wdr)?, A:—m+ﬁ+42, wzzﬁ. (6)
Here, the negative cosmological constant is given by A = [2 + 46,4 The outer and inner

horizons are located at 212 = (*(m = /m? — —) where the horizon-generating Killing vectors
&. = 0, + 2.0, become null, respectively.

Although the geometry is identical to that of the BTZ black hole as a solution of the Einstein-
Lambda theory, in the NMG case, the conserved charges are modified [31,32]. The mass, spin,
angular velocities, temperatures, and entropies are given as

M= (1+ﬁ)'g J= (1+'8)j

20 202) %
re r2—r B\ rrs.
Q, =%, T.="% g = (1 —)—-. 7
S == ol ==\""2m) 2 7

Following the procedure outlined in [12], we promote the coupling constants A and S to spacetime-
dependent scalar fields A(x) and S(x). Their corresponding field strengths, F's(x) and Fg(x)—which
are related to Fx(x) and Fg(x) in (1) through a Hodge dual transformation—are then incorpo-
rated into the Lagrangian (5),

L

Ton (R~ 2A) (1 = FA(x) - ﬁ(X)( - Ry RY V—FB(X)))- ®)
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We have chosen normalization in defining the couplings; for instance, one may use 2 and

8r
1% instead of A and S as the coupling constants, as we have chosen in (8). However, such a
choice of convention does not influence the physical thermodynamic laws, since these factors
are automatically compensated by their inverse in the definition of the conjugate potentials.
Varying the Lagrangian with respect to the newly introduced pairs of fields, one obtains the

corresponding on-shell field equations,
3 2 Y
Fa(x) =1, F(x) = gk — R R, ©)

along with the constancy of A and 5. Consequently, one has

Fr=€=+-gdtAdrAdp =rdt AdrAdeg, (10)
3 y 3r
Fs = (§R2 — R, R )e = 57 dtadrade, (11)

from which one can find the gauge fields to be

A= |2 - BmE
2 " 2p-an

)dt A do, (12)

3rr m(B -4

Ap = —(@—%)dﬂ\d@ (13)
Note that the second term inside each parenthesis represents a pure gauge contribution, which
may be fixed through various procedures. As an illustration, we adopt the condition that the
black hole charges remain integrable (see [18,28,33]). For completeness, we explicitly demon-
strate how this prescription operates within the covariant phase space formulation of conserved
charges. In the theory defined by (8), and for a symmetry generator € = {&*, A5, Ag}, the variation
of the corresponding charge takes the form (see Eq. (21) in [12])

5Hg=9§ ke, ke =ke+ (£ Ap + A0) SA + (£ - Ag + 3) OB, (14)
0%

in which kg = xk; and k£ = kg; + kﬁvg + kg; with

kﬂV

1] v va 1 % a % v _
o = E[hﬂ Vat" = VB €y — ShV'E (Vb + V'h |-uev,  Ki=0. 5



kuv :( _3ﬁ

1
(07 vV va _ v o _ o Qﬁ
5"\ g x 16”[(’“” Vad" = VI 6o = ShVEE )2R) +2(R*Voh — Vo R - R, Vgh

1
~ OVFh+ VYV = VH(Rogh™) + VAR 1)(28") + (Raph™ = Vo Vh + Dh)(2V4£")
= (2R(V ol = V"h) = 2V, R B + 2V'R h)g] S RN v])

+ (%[(V"R;h = VoRI' =V (Rogh™) + V'V, Vsh — VFOh)E +(2VRA WY — 2ROV g,
7T

— 2VFR, WP — VH(V, V' h — VgV, 1P + OR, — VPV hyg) + VFRY b + ZR“ﬁV"haﬁ)fo‘
+ (Vo VPh = VVolt? — VOV hos + DR, + 2(Roph" + R hop) — RAD)VE

— QR VW = 2V R hP RN h + VR b — RaﬁthMVﬂRaﬁhaﬂ)gV] —[u e v])

~368 , B
+([8><167r(4V#R§ —2RVIE) + o (VIRET + RV -V Rafﬂ)]_[/le])- (16)

These equations require further clarification to be fully understood.

1. The notation h,, = 8g,, as well as I = g"*g"Pg,z and h = I, is used.

2. The kg’; in (15) is the standard contribution from FEinstein gravity (e.g., see Eq. (2.7)
in [34]).

3. In the case of the cosmological constant A, the contribution to k’gv vanishes,
kf’\v§ =0. (17)

This is a general observation that holds universally and will be employed throughout the
paper.

4. The tensor kg;’ contains three distinct groups of terms. The first two originate from the
R? and RWRW contributions in the Lagrangian, whose detailed derivations can be found
in Sec . 3 of [33]. The third group, which explicitly involves ¢, arises from allowing
the coupling S to vary in the improved Lagrangian £. It is given by ¢8 multiplied by
the associated Noether charge Qg;, which can be directly extracted from the first two

expressions in (3.10) of [33].

5. The integration in (14) admits any closed codimension-2 surface 9% that encloses the
black hole, provided that € generates an exact symmetry [28]—that is, the field variations
vanish under the corresponding transformations. For computational convenience, one
may choose 0 to be a surface of constant time and radius. With this choice, the integrand
simplifies to

271
SH: = V—gdpkl, (18)
0

where k" denotes the component k** with indices u = ¢ and v = r. In this framework,
the final expression for the charges linked to the exact symmetries, including the Killing
vectors, is independent of the choice of .
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6. To compute the charge variations, one requires not only € but also the variations of the
fields. A useful choice in this context is the so-called parametric variations (see Refs.
[28,35]), which correspond to variations of the fields (collectively denoted by @) with
respect to the solution parameters:

5D = Z —6pl, (19)

where p; labels the full set of solution parameters. In the present example, the only field
is g,,, and the solution parameters are p; € {m, j, A, B}.

7. From the above formulation, one can compute the variations of conserved charges, such
as mass and angular momentum. When these variations are integrable, the corresponding
conserved charges can be expressed in their integrated form as functions of the parameters
pi. A precise treatment of integrability is provided in the literature on the covariant for-
mulation (see, for instance, Sec. 2 of [28]). Nevertheless, as a practical guideline within
the framework of parametric variations, one may express 0H in terms of the parameters
p; and check whether it takes the form 6(H(p;)). For instance, the expression jom + 2md j
is non-integrable, while jom + mdj = 6(jm) is integrable.

Having completed the detailed analysis of the charge formulation, we can now return to the
evaluation of the charge and gauge fixing for the BTZ example in NMG. To compute the mass
and angular momentum, the Killing generators &y, = {9;,0, 0} and €, = {-0,, 0, 0} are employed
within the framework previously outlined. The computation reveals that, for the mass and
angular momentum to be integrable under the field variations,
08y

aguv ag,uv 8g,uv
5 5 SA
am " T 57 % T AN O T B

08y = op (20)
the gauge freedom of A and Az can be fixed as specified in (12) and (13). Notice that the field
variations A, and 6Az do not appear in the charge variation Eq. (14), and so we do not need
them. It is worth mentioning that the coupling charges % and 1% are, by construction, always
integrable since they correspond to the charges of the normalized closed gauge transformations
éxr = {0, 45,0} and & = {0, 0, A}, which may be chosen as

A dy A de

A= =2 1 = , 21
T P 302 @D

With the charges and gauge field specified, substituting the fields into (2) yields the chemical

potentials as
21 2 2
pmt r
L Ap = dp &, —
95"5 = ‘f(zﬁ w22

mB-40) 37\
T’B + A d - s . < A T =
95 ba - Ap f £ (452(/3 —20%)  4t)| .
where &, = 1 is used. We note that the &% term, which is Q., does not contribute to integration
because it yields Q.0, - A; ~ dt, whose pull-back to the horizon vanishes. For clarity, the

2
- n(ﬂﬁff - rz), 22)

m@B— 402 32
"\2e8-202) " 20

), (23)
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derivation above includes the explicit steps for evaluating the integral. However, due to the
similarity of subsequent cases, only the final results will be displayed for the remainder of this

paper.
It can be verified that both the first law and the Smarr relation hold for each horizon:

A
SM = To6S. + Q.60 + ¥hs[ 2 lpﬁa( p ) (24)
87r 167
A
0=T.S, + Q.0 —2wM 2 +29fﬁ(ﬁ) (25)
87r 167

respectively. The numerical coefﬁments = and E appearing in the coupling charges are con-

ventional, stemming from the manner in Wthh a; and £; are defined via the product @;£; in the
Lagrangian (1).

3.2 BTZ-like black hole in Horndeski gravity

We consider a Horndeski gravity theory in three dimensions [36] with the metric and the scalar
field ¢(x*) as its dynamical fields, characterized by the Lagrangian:

L= (R 2A = 2(agu — ¥G,) V'6V"9) (26)
where G, = R, — %Rgﬂv denotes the Einstein tensor. A specific black hole solution within this
theory was provided in [37]. The metric in the coordinates x* = (¢, r, ¢) is given by:

2 = —fdi? +df + r’(de — .d)z,

> 2 B
f=m+ 2L ag= Zla+yh) dr, (27)
y 2ayf

Here, ¥ < 0, and m, j represent the solution’s free parameters. The thermodynamic charges and
chemical potentials for this solution have been calculated, as shown in [38]:

(@ = Ay)m (@—Ay)j ) _ymF \y’m’ —dya
M=-—"" J=—E 2= ,
16a 8a - 2a
. 2 2 — A "
o=t W= (M), s T (28)
ri fyri 47roz 2

For physical consistency, requiring finite and positive horizon radii necessitates @ < 0. The
horizon Killing vectors are £, = 0, + £2.0,. One should note that the temperatures T, deviate
from the standard Hawking temperatures 5= by a specific factor. This difference is a characteris-
tic of Horndeski gravities, where the effective graviton speed can differ from unity, as discussed
in [38].

There are three couplings, (A, @, y), that can be promoted to conserved charges. To this end,
the Lagrangian (26) is modified to

L

Tea| R = 200 (1 = FAW) = 20(0) (80 V87" = Fo()) = 27(0) (-G V*9V"6 — F, () )
(29)



We stress that the separation of couplings from the interaction terms by a constant factor is
purely conventional; for instance, we have chosen (Sﬂ, o 8”) as the couplings in (29). Vary-
ing the Lagrangian with respect to the newly introduced field pairs yields the corresponding
equations of motion, which in turn lead to the following on-shell conditions:

Fa(x) =1, Fo(x) = gyvvy(ﬁvv(p’ Fy(x) = _Gyvvﬂ(ﬁvv‘p’ (30)

in parallel with the constancy of A, @, and y. Consequently, we find

Fr=€= +-gdrAdrAdy =rdtAdrAde, (31
+A
= (8 V"6V 0)e = _ Z@F AN G dr A do, (32)
2ay
A
L= (-G V"V 9)e = = @EAY G ndr A de. (33)
2y?

The gauge fields associated with these field strengths F = dA are found to be

r? ym (a+ Ay)r Aym
Ay =|—-——+— A A, = A
A ( > + 1o )dt deo, o ( Ty 102 )dt deo,
(@ + Ay)r
A, = (—4)/2 )dt A do. (34)

The second term in each parenthesis represents the gauge-fixing term, which is determined by
integrability in the same manner as described in the first example of this paper. Following the
same procedure as in (22), the conjugate chemical potentials are determined as

r? ym (@ + Ay)r? Aym
Pr=2n(-Z=+— P =2 = -
* ﬂ( 2 4a)’ * ﬂ( 4ay 4a2)’
—(a + A)/)r% Am
Y =2 ———= + —||. 35
ﬂ( 4y? " e (33)

The solution is characterized by five independent parameters, m, j, A, @, and 8 (or equivalently,
by the corresponding conserved charges). The generalized first law and Smarr formula are given
by:

A
SM = T.6S . + Q.60 + P [ 2] + svfcs(ﬁ) ; 9115(1), (36)
= \8r = \8r 8
0=T.S, + Q.7 — 292 25(/“( ) 37)
s * “\8n 8

These relations can be checked by varying all five solution parameters. A few remarks are worth
making about the noteworthy results presented above:

1. This analysis involves three independent couplings, which makes the formulation highly
non-trivial. The fact that it succeeds demonstrates the robustness and reliability of the
conserved coupling framework.



2. The modified temperature, arising from the difference between photon and graviton speeds,
is the correct quantity that consistently fits into both equations. This outcome corroborates
the findings of Ref. [38]. It is also important to emphasize that the calculation of charges
and their integrability is independent of the determination of temperature. Therefore, by
relying solely on this formulation and enforcing the first law, together with the Smarr
relation, one can confirm the necessity of this temperature modification in the present
context.

3. No contribution arises from a putative dilatonic charge. This result verifies the redun-
dancy of the dilaton shift ¢ — ¢ + ¢, in agreement with the analysis in [39].

4. Note that @ and vy scale as k¥ = -2 and k) = 0, respectively. Consequently, y and its
conjugates %7 do not contribute to the Smarr formula in Eq. (4).

3.3 A Black Brane in Horndeski-Maxwell Gravity

Here, we consider a black brane solution within a Horndeski gravity theory similar to the one
in Eq. (26) with an additional Maxwell term, which is described as:

1 v v
-E = E(R - FWF# -2A - 2(a/g/1" - )/G“V)Vﬂgbv ¢) (38)

A black brane solution for this theory is characterized by the metric in coordinates x* =
(t,r, x,y):

dr? B- g 240
ds? = —h(Nd? + — + FA(dx> + dy?), do = M dr, A=[1-o—L° 4,
) (r) +f(r)+r(x+ y©) 1) Iyt r . 15(4+,8)r5

2 4 2 4 452 4 + 2 8h
h= % B ? " 4 +qﬁ)r2 - 15(461- B)2ro’ - 26125(2 m 4)2’ (39
( 3 (4 +ﬁ)l" )
which should satisfy the following parameter relations:
3(1+5) 3y
=-—F7 =2 (40)

For this solution, the mass, electric charge, and entropy are defined as “densities,” implying
they are calculated without integration over the x and y coordinates, as detailed in [38]. Their
expressions are: )
(4 +pBm q "y
T T 0Ty @
in which the r,, denotes the horizon radii (which are the roots of f(r) = 0) collectively. The
surface gravity «,, and electric potential @, on the horizon are:

M =

3r, q _q 2¢°0

= S i R —
T T G pe " 5@ 4B

(42)

H
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This black brane is a critical case in this study because, similar to the previous example, neither
the standard nor the generalized first law nor the Smarr formula is satisfied when using the
Hawking temperature 7y = 5-. As explained in [38], this is a general characteristic of Horndeski
gravity and other gravity models where the graviton’s speed differs from unity. The physical
temperature 7, in Hawking radiation, dominated by gravitons, is related to T, by a solution-
dependent factor:

(43)

(3@ + Pyt =247
" 24nrt .

Applying the coupling charge procedure to this model and its black hole solution, the improved
Lagrangian is

~ 1
I-= E(R — FuF* = 2A() (1 = FA(x)) = 20(2) (.0 V"0V’ — Fo())

= 2y(x) (-G V"¢V - F,(x)) ) (44)

A o 7Y

where the couplings «; are chosen as (2, &, = ). Similar to the previous example, we find the
pling 850 87 B p P

following on-shell conditions:
Fpa(x) =1, Fo(x) = g, V'¢V" 9, F,(x) = =G, V"¢V’ ¢, (45)
accompanied by the constancy of A, @, and y. Consequently, we find

12r* — 2627 + 3Byr*
3r2(By +4)
3Byrt — 2{’2612) ( 12/ — 2027 + 3Byr*

FA:e:\/—_gdt/\dr/\dx/\dy:( )dt/\dr/\dx/\dy, (46)

F, = (8,V"¢V"¢)e = ( ) dt Adr Adx Ady, (47)

12yr* 3r2(By +4)
. 3Byr4 - 2€2q2 12/ — 2€2q2 + 3,Byr4
F, = ( — G, VH¢V ¢)6 = ( P PGy 4 dt Adr Adx Ady. (48)

The gauge fields associated with these field strengths F = dA are found to be

3 252 2
Ap=—(T+ —=L _\arndrndy
3 " @3By + 12
ﬁr3 fzqz(ﬁy +2)1 €4q4 1 3
A, =—[EC S “)dradeady, A, = —2A,. 49
(12 T 3By +4) r A5yBy+dF XA v o 49)

The solution is characterized by five independent parameters: (m,q,p,¢,y), where S and ¢
effectively represent A and a, respectively. Following similar steps as in the previous examples,
the conjugate chemical potentials are found as

or (T, 204
Heo3 0 BBy +12r, )

r3 522 M1 544 1 3
po-(f2LC0BDL O 1)y 3y
i 12 3y@y+4) r, 45yBy+4r

H 52 H
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The generalized first law and Smarr formula for this example are given by:

A a 04
— A (1
oM =T,6S, + D00+ ¥, 6(_87r) + Y’Hd(_gﬂ) + W}?{’(j(_gﬂ)’ (51)
A «
— A (]
M =2T,S,+ ®,0-2¥, (_871) -2 (_87r)’ (52)

which can be checked by varying all five solution parameters (m, g, A, @,y). A few comments
can be illuminating regarding the analysis conducted above.

1. Similar to the previous example, we note that y is dimensionless; hence, k) = 0 is present
in the universal Smarr relation, Eq. (4). Consequently, y and its conjugate quantity ¥ do
not contribute to the above relation.

2. We observe that modifying the Hawking temperature within Horndeski gravity [38] of-
fers an effective framework for describing the thermodynamic behavior of its black hole
solutions. An exact gauge symmetry must be accompanied.

3. In gravitational theories coupled with gauge fields, the Killing vectors should be con-
comitant with an accurately adjusted gauge transformation to reproduce charge variations
within the framework of parametric variations and the covariant phase space (jointly re-
ferred to as the “Solution Phase Space Method” [28]). Specifically, the appropriate en-
tropy generator is the horizon Killing vector &, together with the gauge transformation

A, = —i—”@H. Fundamentally, this modification ensures both the integrability condi-

tion [28] and the gauge independence of the first law [40].

4. The normalization of the entropy generator becomes ill-defined in the extremal limit, as
k, vanishes. Nonetheless, one can define an infinite family of entropy generators in the
near-horizon region of the extremal geometry. For further details, the interested reader
is referred to the series of works [35, 41-44], reviewed in [27], which examine these
generators and their implications for the laws of black hole thermodynamics.

3.4 Martinez-Teitelboim-Zanelli (MTZ) Black Hole

As our next black hole, we focus on a theory that involves the metric g,,, a scalar field ¢, and
the Maxwell gauge field A, as its dynamical components [45,46]. The Lagrangian is:

1 1
L= (R-28=F,F" - 2,¢V'¢ - ZR¢’ - as’"). (53)
T

A static and spherically symmetric black hole solution of this theory is given as:

2

d 2
ds® = —fdi* + % + 26 +sin*0de?),  f=(1- %)2 - %,
3 2 _ 42
A=2q, ¢ = —V(mq)’ (54)
r r—m
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whose parameters satisfy:

3 2A
A= e ¢ =m*(1 + 9—0). (55)

dm

The black hole horizon radii are r, = g(il FLIFT

), and a cosmological horizon exists at

re = 5(1+ /1 = ). For black hole existence, the conditions 0 < 4m < ¢ and % < || must
hold. The thermodynamic properties of this black hole, known as the four-dimensional MTZ
black hole, including mass, electric charge, horizon potential, temperature, and entropy, have

been determined and are presented in [45—47]:

q m(r, —m)  Ar, 5 m? — ¢*

M=m, Q=gq, (DH_rH’ T, = 27rrl3{ o SH—JrrH(l (rH—m)z)' (56)
In the relations above, the temperature 7, corresponds to the standard Hawking temperature,
calculated as T, = ﬁ % at the horizon. The entropy § , is equivalent to the Bekenstein-Hawking
entropy A4—“, scaled by a factor related to the scalar curvature in the Lagrangian.

We observe that the electric charge in this solution is not an independent parameter; instead,
it is determined by the couplings (A, @) and the solution parameter m through the relation (55).
The following analysis treats the coupling constants (A, @) as solution parameters, so that the
thermodynamics of the MTZ black hole can be described in terms of three solution parameters
(m, A, @), corresponding to the three associated conserved charges.

By applying the coupling charge procedure to this model and its black hole solution, the

modified Lagrangian takes the form

~ 1 1
L= E(R = Fu P = 2V,0V" = 2R¢* = 2A() (1 = FA@) - a() (¢ - Fo(x) ) (57)

where the couplings a; in Eq.(1) are selected as (é‘—ﬂ, %) From the field equations, we obtain
the following on-shell conditions:

Fax) =1, Fo(x) = ¢, (58)

together with the constancy of A and a. The solution is therefore characterized by three inde-
pendent parameters: (m, A, @). As a result of Hodge duality, we have

Fr=€=\—gdtAdrAddAde=r*sind dt AdrAdoAde, (59)
9(m2 — g?)?
F, = ¢*e = M r*sin6 dr A dr A d6 A de. (60)
(r—m)*
The gauge potentials corresponding to these field strengths F = dA are found to be
3
Ap = —3 sin@dr A dO A do, (61)
3 2 2N\2(,,,2 3 +3 2 3 2 2\2
A, = (2 g G = Smrd 3r)  SUn =GN G adr a d6 A de (62)
(r—m)3 m
302 _ 42)2
_3TUT TG G dr A de A dy
m(r — m)3
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The calculation in Eq. (62) is presented explicitly to highlight that the first term within the
parentheses arises from the integration of the field strength (60), whereas the second term,
which is the integration constant, corresponds to the gauge-fixing contribution stemming from
the integrability of the covariant mass in the parameter space defined by m and .

Using the definition of the coupling conjugate potentials in Eq. (2) and adopting the horizon
Killing vector &, = 9,, we proceed as in the previous examples to obtain

4nr’ 12773 (m* — ¢*)?
pr o g IO 20 (63)
H 3 H m(r, — m)>
Accordingly, the generalized first law and Smarr relation for this case read:
A A (4 a
SM=T,55, +®,60 + Vo[~ )+w 5(—), (64)
"o\ 8 io\16r
A A (1 a
M=2T.S, +®,0-20 2| 2w (—) 65)
A\ 8 F\16m

which can be verified by directly substituting the thermodynamic quantities and varying the
three solution parameters (m, A, @).

The analysis of this example shows that both the generalized first law and the universal
Smarr relation hold for the cosmological horizon and for black hole horizons. Moreover, we
find that the electric charge Q contributes to these relations, even though it is not an independent
parameter in this particular black hole solution.

3.5 AdS-Schwarzschild in Higher Curvature Gravity

Here, we investigate the theory of Einstein-A gravity augmented with higher curvature terms,
applicable in arbitrary dimensions D > 3. The Lagrangian is expressed as:
1

— 2 v
L= E(R —2A + aR® + SR, R"), (66)

where @ and 8 are arbitrary constants. A solution to this theory is the generalization of the
AdS-Schwarzschild black hole to D dimensions:

d2 2 2
ds? = —fdi* + % + 2O f=1- ;—2, (67)

Dp-2’ yD-3
_ —(D*-3D+2)+ (@D +B)D - 4)(D - 1)

A
264

(68)

The conserved charges, including mass and entropy, for these black holes are influenced by
both the solution and the underlying theory. While these solutions resemble standard AdS-
Schwarzschild black holes, the inclusion of higher curvature terms distinguishes the theory
from basic Einstein-A gravity. The modified charges, as determined in [33], are:

D — D)rP2 + (D - 3)¢* rP rP2Q

(D - Z)QD_2
M=-—""""%2,
8 % H 4r? rb-3
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where:

—2D(D - a - 2(D - 1 217
X = ( ) — 2 ),3 0 = n (70)

e RGO

2
and the horizons are defined by r2~' + £2rP=3 — 2m{*> = 0. Besides, in these geometries, the
Ricci tensor and scalar are
D-1 DD - 1)

R/lV == 8uv R=—-———. (71)

2 2

There are four constants in this configuration: one solution parameter, m, and three cou-
plings, (A, @, ), subject to the constraint (68). To treat all four as solution parameters, the
Lagrangian can be extended as

L= é (R=2A00) (1 = FA(x) = a(x) (-R? = Fo(x)) = B(x) (~RuR™ = F5(0)),  (72)

_a

o 160 16”) From the field equations,

where the couplings «; appearing in Eq.(1) are chosen as (
the following on-shell relations are obtained:

Fa(x) =1, F,(x) = —R?, Fg(x) = —R,,R", (73)

accompanied by the constancy of A, @, and 5. Thus, the solution is characterized by four (not
completely independent) parameters, (m, A, @, ). By invoking Hodge duality and using Egs.
(71), we further find

Fr=e=r"?dt AdrAdQpos, (74)
D*(D - 1)
F,=-R’e= —%rm dr A dr A dQpos, (75)
, DD -1y ,_
Fs=-R,R"€ = —Trl) 2dt Adr A dQpo. (76)

By integrating over the radial coordinate, the corresponding gauge potentials are obtained as

rP-1 dX
A\ = (—D + md_A) dr A dQp_,,
D*(D — 1)rP-! dX
A, = (T " 2m£) dr A dQp s,
D(D - 1)*rP-! dX
As = (% " Zm@) dr A dQp . (77)

The derivatives of X which appear as the gauge fixing terms are basically derivatives in the
parameter space (A, @, 8) (£ can be used instead of A via the chain rule).
By employing the definition of coupling conjugate potentials from Eq. (2) and selecting the
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horizon Killing vector &, = d,, we replicate the procedure from the previous cases to obtain

P! dX
A _
SUH = _DH—l +md7) QD—Za
D*(D — 1)rP-! dx
TH = £—4H + 2m@] QD—Za
D(D - 1)*rP71 dX
TH = TH + 2m@ QD—2~ (78)
The generalized first law and Smarr formula for this example are given by:
A a B
SM =TS + W[ yﬂa(—) Wﬁa(—), 79
HH+H(8n)+H tor) " n\T6n 79)
(D-3)M=D-2T.5 —2w 2 +2W(i)+2yfﬁ(£) (80)
HoH H\8x H\1l6nr "\167)"

4 Conclusions

The analysis presented in the paper successfully demonstrates the simplicity and reliability of
the recent universal theoretical framework for black hole thermodynamics, which consistently
incorporates all dimensionful coupling constants into the first law and the celebrated Smarr
formula. The application of this conserved coupling framework across several complex black
hole solutions confirms its robustness and universality:

- New Massive Gravity (NMG) and Horndeski Gravity: The framework successfully rec-
onciles the thermodynamic relations for the BTZ black hole in NMG, incorporating two
couplings (A and ). The analysis of the BTZ-like black hole in Horndeski gravity, in-
volving three independent couplings (A, «, y), further demonstrates the formulation’s re-
liability.

- Modified Temperature Consistency: In the Horndeski gravity examples (BTZ-like black
hole and Black Brane), the formulation confirmed that the modified temperature (arising
from the difference between photon and graviton speeds) is the correct physical quantity
that consistently satisfies both the extended first law and the generalized Smarr relation.
This outcome corroborates previous findings and underscores the need for appropriate
temperature adjustments and precise gauge symmetry.

- Dimensionless Couplings: The analysis showed that dimensionless couplings, such as y
in the Horndeski examples, do not contribute to the Smarr formula, consistent with the
theoretical scaling argument k) = 0.

- Higher-Dimensional Examples: The MTZ black hole analysis confirmed the validity of
the generalized first law and Smarr relation, even though the electric charge O was not
an independent parameter but was determined by the couplings and solution parameter
m. Likewise, the AdS—Schwarzschild solution in higher-curvature gravity for arbitrary
dimensions D > 3 confirmed that the extended thermodynamic laws remain consistent,
even in the presence of constraints among the couplings.
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The results obtained through this approach demonstrate the necessity of a fully generalized
formulation that consistently includes all dimensionful parameters. By properly enlarging the
theory, this framework confirms that the Smarr formula is not specific to General Relativity, but
rather a universal integrated relation among thermodynamic coordinates and their conjugates.
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