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Abstract

Motivated by the recent developments in the thermodynamics of
Taub-NUT spaces and the absence of Misner strings in Taub-NUT
solutions with flat horizons, we investigated the phase structure of
dyonic Taub-NUT solutions. We follow the treatment proposed in
arXiv:2206.09124 and arXiv:2304.06705 to introduce the nut param-
eter as a conserved charge to the first law. Although the calculated
quantities satisfy the first law, we have found a larger class of charges
that satisfy the first law and depend on some arbitrary parameter
which we call α. We choose to describe phase diagrams as NUT
parameter-Temperature graphs to show borders of big and small black
hole phases. We study the phase structure of these spaces in a mixed
ensemble (i.e., we fix the electric potential, the nut parameter, and the
magnetic charge), which we classify into different cases depending on
the value of α. In some of these cases we have first-order phase tran-
sitions that end with critical points. These classes could include up to
four critical points, again, depending on α and the other quantities.
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1 Introduction

One of the most attractive features of anti-de Sitter space solutions is the
possibility of having positive specific heat [1]. This reflects the thermal sta-
bility of these AdS solutions in contrast to flat space solutions with negative
specific heat. In their work, Hawking and Page [1] were able to show the
existence of a phase transition between the black hole and the pure thermal
AdS phases. Later, this was interpreted as the transition between the con-
finement and deconfinement phases of the dual gauge theory in the context
of AdS/CFT correspondence [2]. After a year, this was extended to the AdS
charged black hole [3, 4] where the authors found first-order phase transi-
tions ending at a critical point, a very similar behavior to the well known
liquid-gas phase transition.

Indeed, Working in AdS spaces enlarges the spectrum of various types of
black holes, since they come with three horizon topologies; spherical, flat, or
hyperbolic. Therefore, it is interesting to study the thermodynamics of AdS
black holes with a flat horizon, which was investigated in [5–7]. Further-
more, their extended thermodynamics was studied in [8] as well. However,
these investigations showed no sign of first-order phase transitions or critical
behavior since the black hole horizon temperature varies monotonically as a
function of the horizon radius! This is why some authors tried to use uncon-
ventional methods to obtain a system with a non-trivial phase diagram as in
[9–12]. In [9–11], for example, the authors introduced a complex scalar field
that gave rise to a superconductor phase diagram with a second-order phase
transition between a black brane with scalar hair at low temperature and a
black brane with no hair at high temperature. In [12], on the other hand,
the authors achieved phase transition and critical behavior by introducing
higher curvature terms with certain topological features to the gravitational
action.

One of the attractive classes of solutions studied in this duality is the AdS-
Taub-Bolt/NUT black holes in four and higher dimensions [13–16]. This class
of solutions is a generalization to the Schwarzschild-AdS space with one ad-
ditional parameter, the nut charge ”n”. An important feature of these solu-
tions is that they possess string-like singularities known as Misner strings[17].
These strings are analogous to the Dirac string in electromagnetism and can
be removed by imposing certain periodicity conditions, namely; the inverse
temperature set to be β = 8πn. In [13, 14, 18–20] the thermodynamics was
studied and the authors revealed unusual features of these solutions. For
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example, the entropy is not the area of the horizon, even not always positive,
and the horizon temperature and radius are fixed by the nut parameter n.
Another unusual property of these solutions is that there are no additional
terms in the first law due to the above relation between the nut charge and
the horizon radius.

Motivated by some recent suggestions on the Taub-NUT thermodynamics
[21–35] several authors tried to probe the possibility of relaxing the above
periodicity condition, leaving the Misner string visible and allowing the NUT
charge to appear in the first law as an independent charge with its conjugate
potential.

In this work we study the regular thermodynamics of dyonic black branes
with a non-vanishing NUT charge using the treatment introduced in [30, 33]
where the authors introduced the NUT charge as a conserved charge which
contributes to the first law with an extra work-term. Also, in [33], the au-
thors found mass, angular momentum, NUT, electric, and magnetic charge
densities distributed along Misner string when studying the dyonic Taub-
NUT black hole solution. In fact, relaxing the periodicity condition was first
considered by Bonner in [36] where he showed that the string singularity is
a source of angular momentum.
In this study, we closely follow the approach outlined in [34], but with two
major differences. Firstly, instead of focusing on black holes with spherical
horizons, we will be examining black holes with flat horizons, also known as
”black branes”. Secondly, while authors in [34] studied the extended ther-
modynamics of black holes, which includes considerations such as varying
the cosmological constant as a thermodynamic variable, our study will focus
on the regular thermodynamics of black branes. We show that allowing the
dyonic black brane to have a non-vanishing NUT charge while relaxing the
Misner periodicity condition results in a consistent thermodynamics where
the Gibbs-Duhem relation and the first law are both satisfied, the entropy is
related to the horizon area, and the temperature goes to that of the NUT-
less case as n → 0. We also show that the phase diagram becomes nontrivial
in this case, with first-order phase transitions, continuous phase transitions,
and critical behavior taking place.

The paper is organized as follows; in section (2) we revisit the NUT-less
dyonic black brane showing that its phase diagram is indeed trivial with no
signs of phase transitions or critical behavior. In section (3) we study the
Taub-NUT dyonic black brane, studying the regular thermodynamics of the
mixed ensemble of the solution by calculating its thermodynamic quantities

3



and showing that they alongside an arbitrary parameter α satisfy the first
law and the Gibbs-Duhem relation in subsection (3.1), In (3.2) we divide
the general case into sub-cases depending on the values of the thermody-
namic quantities and studying the phase transitions and the phase diagram
for each case. Finally in section (4) we discuss our treatment and present
our conclusion while outlining possible extensions and future directions.

2 NUT-less Dyonic AdS Black Brane

The metric of the dyonic black brane in AdS space is given by

ds2 = −f(r) dt2 +
dr2

f(r)
+

r2

l2
( dx2 + x2 dφ2), (1)

here x ∈ [0, A], φ ∈ [0, 2π], and l is the anti-de-Sitter radius given by l =√
− 3

Λ
where Λ is the cosmological constant. The area of the brane is given

by ∫ 2π

0

∫ A

0

1

l2
x dx dϕ =

πA2

l2
= 4πσ. (2)

And f(r) is given by

f(r) =
r2

l2
+

q2 + p2

r2
− 2m

r
. (3)

Here m, q, and p are constants, but as we will show in a short while they are
related to the mass and charge densities of the brane.

From the horizon condition, f(rh) = 0, the mass parameter, m, of the brane
is given by

m =
1

2

(
r3h
l2

+
q2 + p2

rh

)
, (4)

The non-vanishing components of the gauge potential Aµ are given by

At = V − q

r
, (5)

and

Aφ =
p x2

2 l2
. (6)

The square of the gauge potential, AµA
µ, is given by

AµA
µ =

p2 x2

4 r2 l2
− (r V − q)2

r2 f(r)
. (7)
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To prevent AµA
µ from blowing up at the horizon (see [37, 38]), q must be

related to V in the following way

q = rh V, (8)

The electric and magnetic potentials can be calculated as follows

ϕe = At|∞ − At|rh = V =
q

rh
, (9)

ϕm = Bt|∞ − Bt|rh =
p

rh
. (10)

Where the one form B is the solution for dB = ∗F , where ∗F is the Hodge
dual of F , given by

(∗F )µν =
1

2
ϵαβµν Fαβ, (11)

where ϵ is the Levi-Civita tensor. The electric and magnetic charge densities
are calculated using Stokes’ theorem.

Qe =
1

4πσ

∫
∂Σ

∗F = q, (12)

Qm = − 1

4πσ

∫
∂Σ

F = p. (13)

We must be careful when dealing with the boundary surface ∂Σ, as it is not
simply the surface of constant r, but also consists of the surface of constant
x.
From Eq.(12) and Eq.(13) we can see that q and p are proportional to the
brane’s electric and magnetic charges per unit area, σ, respectively.

2.1 Thermodynamics

The Euclidean path integral boundary conditions fix the boundary metric
and the spatial component of the gauge potential, which in turn fixes the
electric potential and the magnetic charge density. Therefore, the ensemble
in hand is a mixed ensemble with the partition function Z = Z(T, ϕe, Qm)
[37, 38].

The temperature of the horizon is calculated by performing a Wick rotation
to the metric, with the temperature equal to the inverse of the periodicity of
the imaginary time coordinate [38–40]

Th =
f ′(r)

4π

∣∣∣∣
r=rh

=
1

4π rh

(
3 r2h
l2

− Q2
m

r2h
− ϕ2

e

)
. (14)
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Figure 2.1: The boundary of spacetime at spatial infinity. the boundary consists of the
top cape of r = ∞ and the side of the cone at x = A from r = rh to r = ∞. The dashed
line represents the hypersurface of r = rh.

From Eq.(14) we can see that regardless of the values of Qm and ϕe, the
temperature is always a monotonic function in the horizon radius. This can
be seen in Fig. 2.2. Moreover, we can see that there is always an extremal
solution with radius re, where

re =

√
6l2 ϕ2

e + 6
√

l4 ϕ4
e + 12l2Q2

m

6
. (15)

As f ′(r)
∣∣∣
r=re

= 0, the solution will not develop any conical singularity when

the metric is Wick rotated. Therefore, the solution can have any arbitrary
temperature, meaning it can exist at any temperature in that regard. How-
ever, as the surface gravity of the extremal black branes also vanishes, we do
not expect that the extremal black brane can really exist at any temperature
other than T = 0. Indeed, we will find that at any non-zero temperature,
there will always exist another solution with a lower grand potential density.

To calculate the grand potential density, one must first calculate the on-
shell gravitational action. We will be calculating the on-shell action of the
solution using the counter-term method [14] such that

I = Ib + Is + Ict, (16)

where Ib is the Einstein-Hilbert action with negative cosmological constant
and the electromagnetic contribution to the action which is given by

Ib = − 1

16π

∫
M

d4x
√
−g (R− 2Λ− FµνF

µν), (17)
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Figure 2.2: The temperature of the dyonic black brane as a function of its horizon radius
for Qm = 5 and ϕe = 3. The graph shows that for any temperature, there exists only one
possible black brane solution.

and Is is the Gibbons–Hawking–York boundary term given by

Is = − 1

8π

∫
∂M

d3x
√
−hK, (18)

where h is the determinant of the boundary metric and K is the trace of
the boundary’s extrinsic curvature Kαβ. The integral Ict is the counter-term
to cancel the divergences that arise from integrating over an infinite AdS
volume, which is given by

Ict =
1

8π

∫
∂M

d3x
√
−h

(
2

l
+

l

2
R
)
, (19)

where R is the Ricci scalar for the boundary metric. The on-shell action
density is evaluated to give

J =
I

σ
= β Ω =

β

2

(
m+

p2 − q2

rh
− r3h

l2

)
=

β

4

(
3 p2

rh
− r3h

l2
− ϕ2

erh

)
. (20)

Where Ω is the grand potential density, which equals J /β. The entropy
density of the system can be calculated from the on-shell action density as
follows

S = β ∂βJ − J = πr2h, (21)
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which is consistent with the entropy being one-quarter of the black brane
area. Moreover, the variation of Ω is consistent with Gibbs-Duhem relation

dΩ = −S dT − Qe dϕe + ϕm dQm, (22)

with(
∂Ω

∂T

)
ϕe,Qm

= −S,

(
∂Ω

∂ϕe

)
T,Qm

= −Qe,

(
∂Ω

∂Qm

)
T,ϕe

= ϕm. (23)

Also, the total energy density of the solution can be calculated from the
on-shell action density as follows

M = ∂βJ + Qe ϕe =
1

2

(
r3h
l2

+
Q2

m

rh
+ ϕ2

e rh

)
= m, (24)

which means that m is also proportional to the mass per unit area of the
brane. The total energy density of the solution is also consistent with the
first law

dM = TdS + ϕe dQe + ϕm dQm, (25)

with (
∂M

∂S

)
Qe,Qm

= T,

(
∂M

∂Qe

)
S,Qm

= ϕe,

(
∂M

∂Qm

)
S,Qe

= ϕm. (26)

Next, we need to check the thermal stability of the black brane. We can
see that the slope of the temperature curve is positive everywhere, Fig. 2.2,
indicating that the black brane is thermally stable at any temperature.

To see that the dyonic black brane solution is always more thermodynami-
cally preferable than its extremal solution as we mentioned earlier, the grand
potential densities of both solutions are plotted in Fig. 2.3. it is clear from the
Fig. that the dyonic black brane solution is always the most thermodynam-
ically preferable solution for any non-zero value of the horizon temperature.

We can clearly see that for NUT-less dyonic black branes, the phase diagram
is always trivial and phase transitions do not occur. In the next section, we
will investigate the solution where the NUT charge is not zero to check if
this will render a non-trivial phase structure.

8



BB

Extremal BB

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
-30

-20

-10

0

10

Th

Ω

Figure 2.3: The grand potential densities of the possible phases as functions of their
horizon temperature for Qm = 5 and ϕe = 3, the solid line represents the dyonic black
brane, while the dotted line represents the extremal dyonic black brane. The graph shows
that for any temperature the black brane solution always has a lower grand potential than
the extremal black brane.

3 Taub-NUT Dyonic AdS Black Brane

Now we will take a look at the same solution but with a non-vanishing NUT
charge. More crucially, as we mentioned in the introduction, we will follow
the same approach as in [34], where we relax the periodicity condition for
the time coordinate, making the NUT charge a true independent charge that
appears in the first law alongside its conjugate quantity ϕn.

The metric for the Taub-Nut dyonic AdS black brane is given by

ds2 = −f(r)

(
dt − nx2

l2
dφ

)2

+
dr2

f(r)
+

r2 + n2

l2
( dx2 + x2 dφ2), (27)

where the area of the brane and the ranges of both x and ϕ are the same as
those in the NUT-less case. The function f(r) is now given by

f(r) =
q2 + p2 − 2mr

r2 + n2
+

r4 + 6n2 r2 − 3n4

(r2 + n2) l2
. (28)

Again, m, q, and p are constants. The proper mass and charge densities will
be calculated later.
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Using f(rh) = 0, the mass parameter, m, is related to the other parame-
ters by

m =
l2 (q2 + p2) + r4h + 6n2 r2h − 3n4

2l2rh
. (29)

The non-vanishing components of the gauge potential Aµ are

At =
pn− qr

r2 + n2
+ V, (30)

and

Aφ =
p (r2 − n2) + 2qnr

2 l2 (r2 + n2)
x2, (31)

To guarantee that the square of the gauge potential, AµA
µ, is regular at the

horizon, the parameters q, n, and V must be related through the relation

q =
pn+ V (r2h + n2)

rh
, (32)

The electric and magnetic potentials are calculated from the relations

ϕe = At|∞ − At|rh = V (33)

ϕm = Bt|∞ − Bt|rh =
p+ nV

rh
. (34)

The electric and magnetic charge densities are calculated using Stokes’ the-
orem

Qe =
1

4πσ

∫
∂Σ

∗F, Qm = − 1

4πσ

∫
∂Σ

F (35)

As seen before, the hypersurface at spatial infinity consists of two parts; the
surface of constant r with r = ∞ and x ∈ [0, A], and the surface of constant
x with x = A and r ∈ [rh,∞]. The electric and magnetic charge densities
are then given by

Qe =
1

4πσ

∫ 2π

0

∫ A

0

(∗F )xϕ dxdϕ +
1

4πσ

∫ ∞

rh

∫ 2π

0

(∗F )ϕr dϕdr

= q − 2nϕm, (36)

and,

Qm = − 1

4πσ

∫ 2π

0

∫ A

0

(F )xϕ dxdϕ − 1

4πσ

∫ ∞

rh

∫ 2π

0

(F )ϕr dϕdr

= p+ 2nϕe. (37)
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In fact, if we choose the boundary at any generic radial distance with r > rh,
we will get the same results for the electric and magnetic charge densities.
This is a very interesting result. Unlike the NUT-less case where there was no
flux through the constant x hypersurface, we get here an r-dependent electric
and magnetic charge densities if we considered the surfaces of constant r for
any generic radial distance with r > rh. This is a consequence of the flux
leaking through the constant x surface.

We can also calculate the conserved NUT charge density, N , as the dual to
the mass density by the generalized Komar integral [21, 41]

N =
1

4πσ

∫
∂Σ

dξ − 2Λ(∗ω) = 4n3

l2
, (38)

where ξ = ∂t is a time-like Killing vector and ω is the Killing potential
satisfies ξµ = ∇νω

νµ or dω = ∗ξ.

3.1 Thermodynamics

As discussed previously in the NUT-less case, the Euclidean path integral
boundary conditions fix the electric potential and the magnetic charge den-
sity. In the NUTty case, they in addition fix the NUT charge density, N .
The ensemble therefore is also a mixed ensemble with the partition function
Z = Z(T, ϕe, Qm, N) [30].

The temperature of the brane is given by

Th =
f ′(r)

4π
=

(3r2h − l2ϕ2
e) (r

2
h + n2)− l2p (p+ 2nϕe)

4πl2r3h
. (39)

As in the NUT-less case, we calculate the on-shell action density using the
counter-term method, which yields

J =
I

σ
= β Ω =

β

2

(
m− qϕe +

(p+ nϕe) (p+ 2nϕe)

rh
− rh (r

2
h + 3n2)

l2

)
.

(40)
The entropy density of the system is given by

S = β ∂βJ − J = π
(
r2h + n2

)
, (41)

which is consistent with being one-quarter of the brane area.

Earlier we calculated the conserved NUT charge density to be N = 4n3

l2
.
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Given that we are doing a regular treatment to the thermodynamics, i.e. the
cosmological constant is not allowed to vary and l is constant, n is conse-
quently a conserved quantity. For the convenience of calculations, from now
on we will continue our treatment using the conserved quantity n.

It is important to see that the charge densities calculated earlier, Qe =
(q − 2nϕm) and Qm = (p + 2nϕe), do not satisfy the first law and the
Gibbs-Duhem relation. In fact, if we set the electric charge density to be Qe,
the magnetic charge density that satisfies the first law and the Gibbs-Duhem
relation is p. And if we set the magnetic charge density to Qm, the electric
charge that satisfies the two relations is nothing but q. In short, to satisfy
these relations one of the charges must be the charge at infinity and the other
one the charge at the horizon! This fact was previously reported by several
authors [22, 23, 27, 30, 33–35]. Two of these authors [23, 33] showed that
there exist an infinite family of electric and magnetic charge densities that
satisfy both relations. The two charge densities can be parameterized by a
real parameter α, in the following forms:

Q̃e(α) = q + (α− 1)nϕm, (42)

Q̃m(α) = p+ (α + 1)nϕe. (43)

Here we follow the same approach adopted in [33, 34] where the authors ap-
plied it to the dyonic Taub-NUT black holes with spherical horizons. How-
ever, in the case of the spherical horizon, α is fixed to some value that leaves
the gauge potential regular along the Misner string. In our case, with a flat
horizon, the lack of a Misner string allows α to become a free parameter.
Later, we will see how the different choices of α affect the phase diagram of
the solution. For now, the charges given by Eq.(42) and Eq.(43) are consis-
tent with the Gibbs-Duhem relation

dΩ = −SdT − Q̃edϕe + ϕmdQ̃m + ϕndn (44)

with (
∂Ω

∂T

)
ϕe,Q̃m,n

= −S,

(
∂Ω

∂ϕe

)
T,Q̃m,n

= −Q̃e,

(
∂Ω

∂Q̃m

)
T,ϕe,n

= ϕm,

(
∂Ω

∂n

)
T,ϕe,Q̃m

= ϕn, (45)
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where ϕn is given by

ϕn =
1

2n rh

(
3n2 − l2ϕ2

e

l2
(
r2h − n2

)
− r2h ϕ

2
e

(
α2 − 1

)
+

1

r2h

(
n Q̃m − αϕe

(
r2h + n2

))2
)
. (46)

Finally, the total energy density of the solution can be calculated from the
on-shell action density as follows

M = ∂βJ + Q̃e ϕe, (47)

which evaluates to

M =
rh (r

2
h + 3n2)

2l2
+

Q̃2
m + ϕ2

e (r
2
h − α2n2)

2rh
= m− nϕn. (48)

this satisfies the first law

dM = TdS + ϕe dQ̃e + ϕm dQ̃m + ϕn dn, (49)

with (
∂M

∂S

)
Q̃e,Q̃m,n

= T,

(
∂M

∂Q̃e

)
S,Q̃m,n

= ϕe,

(
∂M

∂Q̃m

)
S,Q̃e,n

= ϕm,

(
∂M

∂n

)
S,Q̃e,Q̃m

= ϕn. (50)

We notice from Eq.(48) that unlike the NUT-less case, where the total energy
density is just m, there exists an extra term here, nϕn, which also contributes
to the total energy density of the solution.

The temperature written in terms of the independent thermodynamic quan-
tities takes the form

Th =
3 (r2h + n2)

4πl2rh
−

r2hϕ
2
e +

(
Q̃m − αnϕe

)2

4πr3h
. (51)

In the next subsection, we will show that the phase diagram of the NUTty
solution contains 0, 1, 2, or 4 critical points, in contrast to Nutless case. The
number of critical points depends on the values of α, Q̃m, and n. The other
free parameters of the solution, l and ϕe, only scale the phase diagram by
changing the values of α, Q̃m, and n where critical behavior occurs. There-
fore, we can choose the values of l and ϕe arbitrarily without losing any
generality.
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3.2 Phase Transitions and Critical Points

Since the Dyonic Nutless case has no phase transitions to compare it to the
present cases, we find it convenient to construct the phase diagram as a n−T
diagram. The values of α and Q̃m will affect and characterize these phase
diagrams.

Before starting our analysis, we can notice that the signs of α and Q̃m only

affect the term
(
Q̃m − αnϕe

)2

. If both α and Q̃m switch signs, the system

is unaffected, but if only one of α or Q̃m switches sign, we will get a system
where n −→ −n. In the following analysis we will use positive values for α
and Q̃m knowing that we are not losing any generality.

3.2.1 Case I: α = 0

For α = 0, the n − T phase diagram will only depend on the value of Q̃m.
Generally, we have two cases;

Case I.I: Q̃m = 0

When fixing the values of α and Q̃m to zero, the horizon temperature will
take the form

Th =
3 (r2h + n2)

4πl2rh
− ϕ2

e

4πrh
. (52)

This case is very similar to the grand canonical ensemble of Reissner-Nordström-
anti-de Sitter (RNAdS) black hole [3, 4].

As shown in Fig.(3.1), if |n| ≤
√
3
3
lϕe, the temperature is a monotonic func-

tion of rh, meaning that only one black brane can exist at any temperature.
Also, there is always an extremal solution with a horizon radius re given by

re =

√
12 (l2 ϕ2

e − 3n2)

6
. (53)

However, if |n| >
√
3
3
lϕe, we see that the temperature has a minimum, Tmin,

at rh = rmin where

rmin =

√
9n2 − 3l2ϕ2

e

3
, (54)

and

Tmin =

√
9n2 − 3l2ϕ2

e

2πl2
. (55)

It follows that at T > Tmin there are two possible black branes, a big black
brane, and a small black brane. There is only one possible black brane at
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|n| <
3

3
l ϕe

|n| =
3

3
l ϕe

|n| >
3

3
l ϕe
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Figure 3.1: The temperature of the horizon of the black brane as a function of its horizon
radius in case I.I for different values of n. The values used to draw this graph are (l = 1,

ϕe = 15, α = 0, Q̃m = 0). The graph shows that for n ≤
√
3
3 lϕe the is only one possible

black brane solution at any temperature, while for n >
√
3
3 lϕe there are two possible black

brane solutions for Th ≥ Tmin and no possible solutions for Th < Tmin.

T = Tmin. Finally, there are no possible black branes at T < Tmin.

The Schwarzschild AdS solution [1] and some cases of the grand canoni-
cal ensemble of Reissner-Nordström AdS solution [3, 4] also have a minimum
value for Th. However, these cases always have a pure thermal solution that
exists at any temperature which shares the same asymptotic metric as the
black hole solutions. Our case lacks such a pure thermal solution. In fact,
there is no known solution with the same asymptotic metric as the Taub-
NUT dyonic AdS black brane metric. This means that in our case there are
no known solutions that can exist at T < Tmin. An educated guess would be
that for T < Tmin the system will transit to a soliton-like solution, along the
line that was presented in [42]. However, further investigation is required to
confirm this assumption.

Using the same arguments as in the NUT-less case, we can see that the

black brane is thermally stable when
(

∂T
∂rh

)
ϕe,Q̃m,n

≥ 0. In summary:

• For |n| >
√
3
3
lϕe and T < Tmin, there are no possible solutions.

• For |n| >
√
3
3
lϕe and T = Tmin, the only possible solution is one black
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brane solution, and it is thermally stable.

• For |n| >
√
3
3
lϕe and T > Tmin, there are two possible black brane

solutions, the small black brane is thermally unstable while the big
black brane is thermally stable.

• For |n| ≤
√
3
3
lϕe, the only possible solution is one black brane solution,

and it is thermally stable.

Phase Diagram

To further investigate the different cases and the phases they contain, the
grand potential density of the solution as a function of its horizon tempera-
ture is plotted for different values of n. This is shown n Fig. 3.2

From Fig. 3.2 we can see that for |n| <
√
3
3
lϕe the non-extremal black brane

always has a lower potential density than the extremal one, making it the
thermodynamically preferable solution. For |n| >

√
3
3
lϕe we can see the ab-

sence of an extremal solution. We can also see that no black brane can exist
for T < Tmin. On the other hand, for T > Tmin two black branes exist, with
the thermally stable one always having a lower potential density than the
non-stable one.

We are now fully acquainted with the required information to draw the n−T
phase diagram for this case. This is shown in Fig. 3.3. We can see from the
figure that there is only one stable black brane everywhere except for the
gray-shaded area where no black brane can exist.

Case I.II: Q̃m ̸= 0

The non-vanishing magnetic charge density will make this case more inter-
esting. The horizon temperature will take the form

Th =
3 (r2h + n2)

4πl2rh
− Q̃2

m + r2hϕ
2
e

4πr3h
. (56)

Due to the non-vanishing Q̃m, an additional − 1
r3h

term is present in the tem-

perature formula. Fig. 3.4 shows that regardless the value of n, there always
exists an extremal black brane with horizon radius re given by

re =

√
6 (l2 ϕ2

e − 3n2) + 6

√
(l2 ϕ2

e − 3n2)2 + 12l2Q̃2
m

6
. (57)
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Figure 3.2: The grand potential density of the black brane as a function of its horizon
temperature in case I.I for different values of n. The values used to draw this graph are

(l = 1, ϕe = 15, α = 0, Q̃m = 0). The graphs show that for n ≤
√
3
3 lϕe the grand

potential of the black brane is always lower than that of the extremal black brane, while

for n >
√
3
3 lϕe there is no extremal solution, and the stable black brane always have a

lower grand potential than the unstable black brane.
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Figure 3.3: The n − T phase diagram for case I.I. The values used to draw this graph

are (l = 1, ϕe = 15, α = 0, Q̃m = 0). The graph shows that there exists only one phase
everywhere except for the shaded gray area which marks where Th < Tmin(n) and hence
no black hole can exist in it.

However, we either get three branches or one branch of the black brane
solution depending on the value of n. We can also see that there are two
critical values of n

nc1 = −

√
18lQ̃m + 3l2ϕ2

e

3
, nc2 =

√
18lQ̃m + 3l2ϕ2

e

3
, (58)

both corresponding to

rh(c) =

√
lQ̃m, (59)

and

Tc =
2

√
lQ̃m

πl2
. (60)

For n < nc1 the horizon temperature of the black brane has a minimum value,
Tmin, at rh = rmin and a maximum value, Tmax, at rh = rmax. For T < Tmin

or T > Tmax there exists only one black brane, while for T ∈ (Tmin, Tmax)
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Figure 3.4: The temperature of the horizon of the black brane as a function of its horizon
radius in case I.II for different values of n. Values used to draw this graph are (l = 1,

ϕe = 15, α = 0, Q̃m = 60).

there exist three black branes. By increasing the value of n the intervals
(Tmin, Tmax) and (rmin, rmax) shrink until n = nc1 , where Tmin and Tmax con-
verge at Tc and also rmin and rmax converge at rh(c). At this point, two
branches of the black brane solution merge, while the third one disappears.

Increasing n further, Th remains monotonic until n = nc2 , after which the
black brane solution re-splits into two branches while the third one reap-
pears. The horizon temperature acquires minimum and maximum values
again, with the intervals (Tmin, Tmax) and (rmin, rmax) keep widening as n
continues to increase.

From our previous discussion about the thermal stability of the black brane
and from Fig. 3.4 we can then summarize the cases:

• For n < nc1 or n > nc2 , and T < Tmin or T > Tmax, the only possible
solution is one black brane solution, and it is thermally stable.

• For n < nc1 or n > nc2 , and T ∈ (Tmin, Tmax), there are three possible
black brane solutions, the small and the big black branes are thermally
stable while the middle one is thermally unstable

• For n < nc1 or n > nc2 , and T = Tmin or T = Tmax, there are two
possible black brane solutions, and both of them are thermally stable.
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• For n ∈ [nc1 , nc2 ], the only possible solution is one black brane solution,
and it is thermally stable.

Phase Diagram

As before, we first plot the grand potential density of the solution as a func-
tion of its temperature, as it contains all the necessary information to explore
the phase diagram of the solution. This is shown in Fig. 3.5.
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(c) n < nc1 or n > nc2

Figure 3.5: The grand potential density of the black brane as a function of its horizon
temperature in case I.II for different values of n. The values used to draw this graph are
(l = 1, ϕe = 15, α = 0, Q̃m = 60).

From Fig. 3.5, we can immediately notice the swallowtail behavior of the
grand potential density for n < nc1 and n > nc2 , signifying a first-order
phase transition of the system. The grand potential densities of the small
and the big black branes cross at T = Ttr, which marks a first-order phase
transition between the two black branes. Also, we can notice that the un-
stable middle black brane is never thermodynamically preferred. Moreover,
for any value of n and non-zero temperatures, there is always a solution with
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grand potential density lower than the extremal black brane, meaning it is
never thermodynamically preferred. Summarizing, we have

• For n < nc1 or n > nc2 , and T < Tmin or T > Tmax, the only stable
solution is one black brane solution.

• For n < nc1 or n > nc2 , and T ∈ [Tmin, Ttr), there are two stable black
brane solutions, the small black brane is thermodynamically preferred
while the big black brane is a metastable state.

• For n < nc1 or n > nc2 , and T = Ttr, a first-order phase transition
occurs between the small and the big black branes.

• For n < nc1 or n > nc2 , and T ∈ (Ttr, Tmax], there are two stable black
brane solutions, the big black brane is thermodynamically preferred
while the small black brane is a metastable state.

• For n = nc1 or n = nc2 , and T = Tc, there is a critical point where the
phase transition between the small and the big black branes vanishes
and the two branes become indistinguishable.

• For n ∈ [nc1 , nc2 ], the only stable solution is one black brane solution.
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Figure 3.6: The n − T phase diagram for case I.II. Values used to draw this graph are

(l = 1, ϕe = 15, α = 0, Q̃m = 60).

From Fig. 3.6 and all the subsequent phase diagrams, we can see that no
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phase transitions or critical points exist along the line n = 0 regardless of
the values of the other thermodynamic quantities. This confirms that a non-
zero NUT charge is the reason for these behaviors, as they disappear when
n vanishes. It is also important to stress that this is the first study to report
first-order phase transitions and critical behavior when studying the regular
thermodynamics of black holes with flat horizons without adding extra terms
to the gravitational action.

3.2.2 Case II: 0 < |α| ≤
√
3
3

The non-vanishing α will make this case even more rich and understandably
more complicated. With all of our thermodynamic quantities non-vanishing,
the horizon temperature will take the general form in Eq.(51). Following the
same approach, we divide this case into sub-cases depending on the value of
Q̃m.

Case II.I:
∣∣∣Q̃m

∣∣∣ < α l ϕ2
e√

3

This case is very close to case I.II in that regardless of the value of n we
always have an extremal solution with horizon radius re given by

re =

√
6 (l2 ϕ2

e − 3n2) + 6

√
(l2 ϕ2

e − 3n2)2 + 12l2
(
αnϕe − Q̃m

)2

6
, (61)

and depending on the value of n we either have one branch of the solution
or three branches of the solution with two critical values of n,

nc1 = −
3α2lϕ2

e +

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1) + 6Q̃m

)
3αϕe

nc2 =

3α2lϕ2
e +

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1)− 6Q̃m

)
3αϕe

(62)

corresponding to

rh(c1) =

√
9
(
α2l2ϕ2

e + lQ̃m

)
+ 3l

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1) + 6Q̃m

)
3

,
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rh(c2) =

√
9
(
α2l2ϕ2

e − lQ̃m

)
+ 3l

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1)− 6Q̃m

)
3

, (63)

and

Tc1 =
2

3πl2

√
9
(
α2l2ϕ2

e + lQ̃m

)
+ 3l

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1) + 6Q̃m

)
,

Tc2 =
2

3πl2

√
9
(
α2l2ϕ2

e − lQ̃m

)
+ 3l

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1)− 6Q̃m

)
. (64)

n < nc1
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< n < nc2

n = nc2

n > nc2
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Figure 3.7: The temperature of the horizon of the black brane as a function of its horizon
radius in case II.I for different values of n. Values used to draw this graph are (l = 1,

ϕe = 15, α =
√
3
5 , Q̃m = 30).

However, as we can see from Fig. 3.7, unlike case I.II, nc1 ̸= −nc2 , rh(c1) ̸=
rh(c2), and Tc1 ̸= Tc2 , except for the special case when Q̃m = 0, making the
n − T phase diagram, Fig.(3.8), not symmetric in general under n −→ −n

except for Q̃m = 0 as we mentioned.
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Figure 3.8: The n − T phase diagram for case II.I. Values used to draw this graph are

(l = 1, ϕe = 15,α =
√
3
5 , Q̃m = 30).

Varying
∣∣∣Q̃m

∣∣∣ within the range [0, α l ϕ2
e√

3
) does not change the characteris-

tics of the phase diagram but affects its shape. Decreasing
∣∣∣Q̃m

∣∣∣ shrinks the
interval [Tc1 , Tc2 ] until Tc1 = Tc2 at Q̃m = 0. On the other hand, increasing∣∣∣Q̃m

∣∣∣ widens the interval [Tc1 , Tc2 ] with Tc2 −→ 0 as
∣∣∣Q̃m

∣∣∣ −→ α l ϕ2
e√

3
.

Case II.II:
∣∣∣Q̃m

∣∣∣ = α l ϕ2
e√

3

Substituting the value Q̃m = α l ϕ2
e√

3
in the general formula of Th in Eq.(51) we

get

Th =
3 (r2h + n2)

4πl2rh
−

3r2hϕ
2
e + α2ϕ2

e

(
l ϕe −

√
3n

)2
12πr3h

. (65)

Comparing this case with the previous one, we find that nc1 is the only critical
point with

nc = α2l2ϕ3
e

(√
3 + 3α

)
(66)

corresponding to

rh(c) =
lϕe

√
6α

(
3α +

√
3
)

3
, (67)
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Figure 3.9: The temperature of the horizon of the black brane as a function of its horizon
radius in case II.II for different values of n. The values used to draw this graph are (l = 1,

ϕe = 15, α =
√
3
5 , Q̃m = 45).

and

Tc =
2ϕe

√
6α

(
3α +

√
3
)

3πl
,

nc2 is no longer a critical point. However, it still separates between a three-
branched solution and a one-branched solution for Th(rh). We will call it nl,
where

nl = α2l2ϕ3
e

(√
3− 3α

)
(68)

The reason nl is not a critical value of n is that, as we can see from Fig. 3.9,
at n = nl, the Th − rh curve doesn’t have a saddle point. Instead, the hori-
zon temperature of the black brane becomes a linear function of its horizon
radius, Th = 3rh

4π
. That results in one of the phases being disjointed from the

rest of the phases as seen in the phase diagram in Fig. 3.10.

Case II.III:
∣∣∣Q̃m

∣∣∣ > α l ϕ2
e√

3

This case is very similar to the canonical ensemble of Reissner-Nordström-
anti-de Sitter (RNAdS) black hole [3, 4].
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Figure 3.10: The n−T phase diagram for case II.II. The values used to draw this graph

are (l = 1, ϕe = 15, α =
√
3
5 , Q̃m = 45).

Similar to the previous case, we find two critical values for n,

nc1 = −
3α2lϕ2

e +

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1) + 6Q̃m

)
3αϕe

nc2 =

−3α2lϕ2
e +

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1) + 6Q̃m

)
3αϕe

, (69)

corresponding to

rh(c1) =

√
9
(
α2l2ϕ2

e + lQ̃m

)
+ 3l

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1) + 6Q̃m

)
3

,

rh(c2) =

√
9
(
α2l2ϕ2

e + lQ̃m

)
− 3l

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1) + 6Q̃m

)
3

, (70)
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Figure 3.11: The temperature of the horizon of the black brane as a function of its
horizon radius in case II.III for different values of n. The values used to draw this graph

are (l = 1, ϕe = 15, α =
√
3
5 , Q̃m = 60). Here we split the graph into two for clarity.

and

Tc1 =
2

3πl2

√
9
(
α2l2ϕ2

e + lQ̃m

)
+ 3l

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1) + 6Q̃m

)
,

Tc2 =
2

3πl2

√
9
(
α2l2ϕ2

e + lQ̃m

)
− 3l

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1) + 6Q̃m

)
, (71)

with Th(rh) has one black brane branch for n ∈ [nc1 , nc2 ] and three branches

for n < nc1 or n > nc2 , except when n = Q̃m

αϕe
. We will give this value of n

a special name, nhp, where hp stands for Hawking-Page. The reason for this
is that for n = nhp the solution behaves exactly like a Schwarzschild anti-de
Sitter solution described in [1]. At this value of n, the horizon temperature
has a minimum value Tmin;

Tmin =

√
9Q̃2

m − 3α3l2ϕ4
e

2παϕel2
. (72)

with

rmin =

√
9Q̃2

m − 3α3l2ϕ4
e

3αϕe

, (73)

For T > Tmin, one thermally stable and one thermally unstable black brane

27



exist. For T = Tmin, one thermally stable black brane exists, and no black
branes exist for T < Tmin. In fact, as we discussed in case I.I, no known
solution can exist at this range of temperatures. To check the thermal prefer-
ability of the phases, we plot Ω(Th), Fig 3.12.
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Figure 3.12: The grand potential density of the black brane as a function of its horizon
temperature in case II.III for different values of n. The values used to draw this graph are

(l = 1, ϕe = 15, α =
√
3
5 , Q̃m = 60).

Summarizing our results, we have:

• For n < nc1 , n ∈ (nc2 , nhp), or n > nhp and T < Tmin or T > Tmax ,
the only stable solution is one black brane solution.

• For n < nc1 , n ∈ (nc2 , nhp), or n > nhp and T ∈ [Tmin, Ttr), there
are two stable black brane solutions. The small black brane is ther-
modynamically preferred, while the big black brane is a metastable
state.

• For n < nc1 , n ∈ (nc2 , nhp), or n > nhp and T = Ttr, first-order phase
transition occurs between the small and the big black branes.

• For n < nc1 , n ∈ (nc2 , nhp), or n > nhp and T ∈ (Ttr, Tmax], there
are two stable black brane solutions. The big black brane is thermody-
namically preferred while the small black brane is a metastable state.

• For n = nc1 and T = Tc1 or n = nc2 and T = Tc2 , there is a critical
point where the first-order phase transition between the small and the
big black branes ends, and the two branes become indistinguishable.

• For n ∈ [nc1 , nc2 ], the only stable solution is one black brane solution.

• For n = nhp and T < Tmin, there are no possible solutions.

• For n = nhp and T ≥ Tmin, the only stable solution is a one black brane
solution.

The complete phase diagram is shown in Fig 3.13.
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Figure 3.13: The n−T phase diagram for case II.III. The values used to draw this graph

are (l = 1, ϕe = 15, α =
√
3
5 , Q̃m = 60). The gray line at n = nhp shows the region where

no black brane can exist.

3.2.3 Case III: |α| >
√
3
3

Similar to Case II, there are no vanishing thermodynamic quantities, so the
temperature of the black brane takes the general form in Eq.(51). Results

now depend on the value of Q̃m.

Case III.I: Q̃m ∈ [−α l ϕ2
e√

3
, α l ϕ2

e√
3
]

This case is exactly the same as Case II.I

Case III.II: Q̃m ∈ [− lϕ2
e(1+3α2)

6
,−α l ϕ2

e√
3
) or Q̃m ∈ (α l ϕ2

e√
3
,
lϕ2

e(1+3α2)
6

]

As stated earlier, the number of branches of the Th(rh) solution varies due
to the value of n. In this case, there are four critical values of n,

nc1 = −
3α2lϕ2

e +

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1) + 6Q̃m

)
3αϕe

,
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nc2 =

−3α2lϕ2
e +

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1) + 6Q̃m

)
3αϕe

,

nc3 =

3α2lϕ2
e −

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1)− 6Q̃m

)
3αϕe

,

nc4 =

3α2lϕ2
e +

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
2 + 1)− 6Q̃m

)
3αϕe

. (74)

corresponding to

rh(c1) =

√
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α2l2ϕ2

e + lQ̃m
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e
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3

,
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,
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. (75)

and

Tc1 =
2

3πl2

√
9
(
α2l2ϕ2

e + lQ̃m

)
+ 3l

√
3α2lϕ2

e

(
lϕ2

e (3α
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)
,
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Figure 3.14: The temperature of the horizon of the black brane as a function of its
horizon radius in case III.II for different values of n. The values used to draw this graph
are (l = 1, ϕe = 15, α = 1, Q̃m = 145). Here we split the graph into three for clarity.
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From Fig. 3.14 we can see that for n ∈ [nc1 , nc2 ] or n ∈ [nc3 , nc4 ] the horizon
temperature of the black brane, Th(rh), has only one branch. For n < nc1

or n > nc4 , it has three branches. Finally, for n ∈ (nc2 , nc3), it also has

three branches except for n = nhp =
Q̃m

αϕe
where Th(rh) has two branches and

a minimum value at rh = rmin given by Eq.(73) which corresponds to Tmin

given by Eq.(72).

Following the same procedure as in the previous cases, we next check the
thermal preferability of the phases by plotting Ω(Th), Fig. 3.15.

In summary, we have

• For n < nc1 , n ∈ (nc2 , nhp), n ∈ (nhp, nc3), or n > nc4 and T < Tmin

or T > Tmax , the only stable solution is one black brane solution.

• For n < nc1 , n ∈ (nc2 , nhp), n ∈ (nhp, nc3), or n > nc4 and T ∈
[Tmin, Ttr), there are two stable black brane solutions, the small black
brane is thermodynamically preferred while the big black brane is a
metastable state.

• For n < nc1 , n ∈ (nc2 , nhp), n ∈ (nhp, nc3), or n > nc4 and T = Ttr,
first-order phase transition occurs between the small and the big black
branes.

• For n < nc1 , n ∈ (nc2 , nhp), n ∈ (nhp, nc3), or n > nc4 and T ∈
(Ttr, Tmax], there are two stable black brane solutions, the big black
brane is thermodynamically preferred while the small black brane is a
metastable state.

• For n = nc1 and T = Tc1 , n = nc2 and T = Tc2 , n = nc3 and T = Tc3

or n = nc4 and T = Tc4 , there is a critical point where the first-order
phase transition between the small and the big black branes ends, and
the two branes become indistinguishable.

• For n ∈ [nc1 , nc2 ] or n ∈ [nc3 , nc4 ], the only stable solution is one black
brane solution.

• For n = nhp and T < Tmin, there are no possible solutions.

• For n = nhp and T ≥ Tmin, the only stable solution is one black brane
solution.

The complete phase diagram for this case is shown in Fig. 3.16
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Figure 3.15: The grand potential density of the black brane as a function of its horizon
temperature in case III.II for different values of n. The values used to draw this graph are
(l = 1, ϕe = 15, α = 1, Q̃m = 145).
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Figure 3.16: The n−T phase diagram for case III.II. The values used to draw this graph

are (l = 1, ϕe = 15, α = 1, Q̃m = 145). The gray line at n = nhp shows the region where
no black brane can exist.

As the value of Q̃m increases in the region (α l ϕ2
e√

3
,
lϕ2

e(1+3α2)
6

], the intervals

(nc2 , nc3) and (Tc2 , Tc3) shrink until the two critical points merge at Q̃m =
lϕ2

e(1+3α2)
6

. This can be seen from the phase diagram in Fig. 3.17.

Case III.III:
∣∣∣Q̃m

∣∣∣ > lϕ2
e(1+3α2)

6

As the value of
∣∣∣Q̃m

∣∣∣ increases to be greater than
lϕ2

e(1+3α2)
6

the two merged

critical points vanish completely and the case becomes exactly the same as
Case II.III.
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Figure 3.17: The n − T phase diagram for case III.II where two of the critical points

merge. Values used to draw this graph are (l = 1, ϕe = 15, α = 1, Q̃m = 150) The gray
line at n = nhp shows the region where no black brane can exist.

4 Conclusion

We started with a review of the phase structure of the NUT-less dyonic black
branes in the mixed ensemble, i.e. an ensemble with fixed electric potential
and magnetic charge. Also, we have calculated the thermodynamic quantities
of the solution and show that they obey the first law and Gibbs-Duhem
relation. We showed that in the NUT-less case the phase structure is trivial
since there are no phase transitions and the temperature is a monotonic
function of the black hole horizon radius.

In the main work of the paper we have applied the thermodynamic treat-
ment introduced in [33, 34] to the dyonic-NUT-AdS spacetimes with flat
horizons to obtain various thermodynamic quantities. We showed that these
quantities satisfy the first law as well as the Gibbs-Duhem relation. It was in-
triguing to notice that the first law is satisfied by a larger class of charges and
potentials which depends on some additional arbitrary parameter α which in
turn affects the phase structure. We analyzed the phase structure of these
solutions through a mixed ensemble where we described the phase diagrams
as NUT parameter-temperature graphs to show possible transitions between
big and small black hole phases. We showed that due to the absence of Misner
strings, one doesn’t need to fix α, therefore, it takes any value [35]. Depend-
ing on the value of α, one can classify the phase study into different distinct
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cases which could be further split into few sub-cases depending on the value
of the other thermodynamic quantities. In most of these cases we have first-
order phase transitions which end at one or more critical points. We found
that these classes could have up to four critical points, again, depending on
α. It is important to notice that these phase structures are qualitatively
different from the van der Waals structure of the liquid-gas phase transition.

One possible extension to this work is to study the Kerr-Newman-NUT
in Minkowski as well as Anti-de Sitter spaces, which could enrich our un-
derstanding of the thermodynamics of the NUT-AdS spaces and their phase
structure. Another extension of this work could be investigating the Plebanski-
Demianski metric, a class of solutions that depends on seven parameters:
mass, rotation, electric and magnetic charges, nut, acceleration, and cos-
mological constant. We hope that we can study one of these spacetimes in
another work in the near future.
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