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The generalized free energy landscape plays a pivotal role in understanding black hole thermo-

dynamics and phase transitions. In general relativity, one can directly derive the generalized free

energy from the contributions of black holes exhibiting conical singularities. In this work, we ex-

tend this idea to general covariant theories. By employing Noether’s second theorem, we present

an alternative formulation of the Lagrangian, which can elucidate the role of conical singularities.

We demonstrate that, in general, the contribution from conical singularities depends on the spe-

cific implementation of the regularization scheme and is not uniquely determined; this feature is

explicitly exhibited and confirmed in three-dimensional new massive gravity. Nevertheless, these

ambiguities can be absorbed into the second-order (and higher) corrections induced by conical sin-

gularities when the gravitational theory is described by the Lagrangian L(gab, Rabcd). Moreover, for

certain theories such as general relativity and Bumblebee gravity, this contribution simplifies to a

well-defined result. However, the interpretation of the generalized free energy in Bumblebee gravity

is somewhat different, with its extrema corresponding to the geometry of conical singularities. Our

results uncover the particular properties of the generalized free energy beyond general relativity.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Semiclassical quantum effects in black hole spacetimes give rise to Hawking radiation [1], characterized by a thermal
spectrum akin to that of a blackbody, thereby revealing thermodynamic signatures intrinsic to quantum gravitational
systems. Using the gravitational path integral formalism [2, 3], the dominant contribution from on-shell Euclidean
black hole geometries governs the gravitational partition function, thus establishing a fundamental framework for black
hole thermodynamics. Notably, the entropy of a black hole, which is fundamentally distinct from the conventional
thermodynamic entropy, is proportional to the area of its event horizon [4, 5]. This seminal relationship spurred the
development of the holographic principle [6, 7]. On the other hand, analysis of the free energy indicates that black holes
undergo phase transitions analogous to those observed in classical thermodynamic systems. The Hawking-Page phase
transition [8], which characterizes the transition between Anti-de Sitter (AdS) black holes and pure AdS radiation,
exhibits a remarkable correspondence to the confinement and deconfinement transitions in dual gauge theories [9, 10].
For the charged AdS black holes, the first-order phase transitions occur between the thermodynamically small and large
black hole phases, displaying critical behavior analogous to that of a van der Waals fluid [11–13]. These thermodynamic
analogies provide significant insights into the microscopic degrees of freedom underlying black holes [14–18].

Treating black holes as thermodynamic systems undergoing phase transitions raises profound questions regarding
the underlying principles and kinetics of these processes. To address these issues, the concept of generalized free energy
landscape has been incorporated into black hole thermodynamics, with the generalized free energy serving as a crucial
tool for exploring the mechanisms underlying phase transitions [24–26]. This formalism extends beyond traditional
on-shell descriptions by incorporating contributions from off-shell Euclidean black hole geometries. In this framework,
the generalized (off-shell) free energy is constructed from the on-shell free energy F (r+) = M(r+)− TH(r+)S(r+) by
replacing the Hawking temperature TH(r+) with the ensemble temperature T (where r+ denotes the event horizon
radius). For example, in the case of Schwarzschild AdS black holes with AdS radius L, one obtains the following
generalized free energy

Foff-shell =
1

2L2
r+
(
r2+ + L2

)
− Tπr2+. (1)

Note that different black hole radii yield distinct free energy values, and the ensemble temperature T does not
necessarily equal the Hawking temperature TH(r+). When the horizon radius r+ satisfies TH(r+) = T , the generalized
free energy attains a stationary point with respect to the variations in r+, and it reduces to its on-shell counterpart.
Moreover, building on the generalized free energy landscape, extensive discussions on black hole phases and phase
transitions have emerged, providing deeper insights into various aspects of black hole thermodynamics. For instance,
black hole thermodynamic topology offers a framework for classifying different types of black holes [19–23]. The
kinetics of phase transitions has been analyzed across diverse gravitational systems [24–33]. Additionally, the methods
based on the thermodynamic ensembles have been employed to characterize black hole phase transitions [35–37].

Although the definition and properties of the generalized free energy appear reasonable, substituting the Hawking
temperature with the ensemble temperature to define the generalized free energy may lack a rigorous first principles
foundation. However, this concern seems to have been mitigated by the ideas presented in Ref. [27], which demon-
strated that the generalized free energy can be derived from gravitational path integrals by considering Euclidean
black hole geometries with conical singularities. Using this approach, the expected form of the generalized free energy
has been successfully obtained in various gravitational theories, including general relativity [27, 28], Gauss-Bonnet
gravity [29], and the massive gravity model proposed by de Rham, Gabadadze, and Tolley (dRGT) [30, 34]. Nonethe-
less, when extending these considerations to broader gravitational theories, several challenges and subtleties remain
unresolved. In this work, we explore the path integral and generalized free energy from a more general perspective.
First, we assume that the underlying theory is diffeomorphism invariant, a property intrinsic to most gravitational
models. This invariance is fundamental to the formulation of black hole thermodynamics [38–40] and, as the essential
gauge symmetry, allows the use of Noether second theorem to derive the gravitational action for the on-shell black
hole geometry [40]. Second, to derive the generalized free energy, we explicitly incorporate contributions from black
hole spacetimes with conical singularities. To properly account for the conical singularity, we employ the regularized
function θσ [41–45], as defined in Eq. (16). Considering the above two points, we re-examine and reformulate the
contributions of Euclidean black hole geometries with conical singularities to the gravitational action. In the general
case, we find that this contribution is not straightforward and may depend on the choice of the regularized function θσ.
Furthermore, for two specific theories, the Bumblebee gravity [46–48] and new massive gravity [49–52], we examine
several related issues and discuss their implications.

In this paper, we investigate the generalized free energy in gravitational theories with diffeomorphism invariance
through the Euclidean path integral. In Sec. II, we re-examine an alternative formulation of the action via Noether
second theorem. Sec. III addresses the issue of conical singularities and derives the corresponding Euclidean action.
In Sec. IV, we focus on the cases of Bumblebee gravity and new massive gravity. Finally, Sec. V summarizes our
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findings and discusses the implications of the generalized free energy. For the sake of simplicity, we denote the volume
element by the boldface symbol ϵ and the anti-symmetric constant by the non-boldface symbol ε (with ε1...d = 1).

Their relationship is ϵa1...ad
≡
√

|g|εa1...ad
.

II. AN ALTERNATIVE FORMULATION OF LAGRANGIAN

Gravitational actions are typically inherently characterized by diffeomorphism invariance, which is a special type
of gauge symmetry. Utilizing the covariant phase space formalism, this symmetry not only naturally provides the
definitions of key gravitational quantities, such as energy, angular momentum, and entropy, but also plays a crucial
role in the construction of black hole thermodynamics [38–40]. In this section, we revisit Noether’s second theorem
for this gauge symmetry to derive an alternative formulation of the bulk action and present a detailed analysis, with
particular emphasis on the off-shell case.

To simplify our discussion, we assume that the gravitational theory is constructed solely from the metric. The
Euclidean action for gravitational theories in d-dimension is given by

Ibulk = −
∫
M

L [g], (2)

where L [g] = L [g] ϵ, with ϵ denoting the volume element and L[g] being a scalar function of g that exhibits diffeomor-
phism invariance. Here, we focus primarily on the contributions from the bulk action and have temporarily omitted
the boundary terms. When addressing the well-posed variational problem [3, 53, 54] or renormalization issues [55–58],
appropriate boundary terms shall be included. By varying the bulk Lagrangian density, we obtain

δL [g] = E [g]
ab

δgab + dΘ [g, δg] , (3)

where E [g]
ab

= E [g]
ab

ϵ and the Euler-Lagrange equation is given by E [g]
ab

= 0. In addition, dΘ [g, δg] denotes
the total derivative term arising from the variation, and Θ [g, δg] corresponds to a (d − 1)-form that represents the
presymplectic potential. When considering the infinitesimal diffeomorphism transformation generated by a vector
field ξ, the variation of the metric is given by δξgab = Lξgab = 2∇(aξb). Substituting this into Eq. (3), we obtain

δξL [g] = 2E [g]
ab ∇aξb + dΘ [g, δξg] . (4)

Taking into account the diffeomorphism invariance of the action, the above expression must be a total derivative.
This requirement immediately implies the identity

∇aE [g]
ab

= 0. (5)

Consequently, the variation can be recast in the exact form

δξL [g] = d (M [E [g] , ξ] +Θ [g, δξg]) (6)

with

M [E [g] , ξ]c1...cd−1
= 2E [g]

ab
ξaϵbc1...cd−1

. (7)

This result originates from the gauge symmetry of the gravitational theory and corresponds to Noether’s second
theorem [59, 60]. On the other hand, the diffeomorphism invariance of the action implies that

δξL [g] = d (ξ ·L [g]) . (8)

By comparing the two expressions for δξL [g], Eqs. (6) and (8), and applying the Poincaré lemma, one deduces that,
locally, there exists a (d− 2)-form field Q [g, ξ] such that

M [E [g] , ξ] +Θ [g, δξg]− ξ ·L [g] = dQ [g, ξ] . (9)

Notably, this identity, derived without invoking to Euler-Lagrange equation E [g]
ab

= 0, remains valid even for off-shell
metrics. Thus, the bulk Lagrangian density admits an alternative formulation,

√
gL [g] (ξ · ε) = M [E [g] , ξ] +Θ [g, δξg]− dQ [g, ξ] . (10)



4

Since both sides of the above equation are (d− 1)-form, the Lagrangian density can be obtained by comparing their
coefficients. In particular, if we choose ξ = ∂x (where x is a coordinate of spacetime) and decompose the spacetime
as R× Σx or S1 × Σx, the bulk action can be expressed as

Ibulk[g] =

∫
dx

∫
Σx

(dQ [g, ∂x]−M [E [g] , ∂x]−Θ [g, δ∂xg]). (11)

Compared with the original Lagrangian density, this formulation is more explicit: the first term will give the boundary
contribution, the second term is linear in E[g]ab, and the third term depends on the diffeomorphism transformation
and the presymplectic potential. Moreover, the second term vanishes when the metric g satisfies the Euler-Lagrange
equation, while the third term drops out when ∂x corresponds to an exact symmetry of the geometry. Consequently,
if we take the metric g to be the stationary on-shell black hole metric gc and choose ξ as the Killing vector field ξH
associated with the event horizon, the on-shell Euclidean action (bulk part) simplifies to

Ibulk[gc] = βH

(∫
∞

Q [gc, ξH ]−
∫
H
Q [gc, ξH ]

)
, (12)

where βH is the inverse of Hawking temperature. In the integral,∞ andH represent two boundaries of the hypersurface
Σx, corresponding to spatial infinity and the black hole event horizon, respectively. At spatial infinity, the additional
boundary terms must be introduced to ensure a well-posed variational principle and to implement renormalization,
ultimately leading to an expression for the combined energy and angular momentum [38–40]. At the horizon, the
integration yields a contribution of SW /βH , where SW denotes the Wald entropy [38–40]. Thus, combining them,
the result for the Euclidean action is typically given by βH(E −ΩHJ)− SW , where E, J , and ΩH denote the energy,
angular momentum, and angular velocity, respectively. In this scenario, the bulk Lagrangian density for the on-shell
metric gc can be written as a total derivative, so that the action receives contributions solely from the boundary values
of the fields and their derivatives. In contrast, for off-shell metrics or metrics lacking exact symmetries, as indicated
by Eq. (11), the bulk action is not solely determined by the boundary integrals.

In any case, the alternative formulation presented in Eq. (11) is valuable as it explicitly characterizes the contribu-
tions of the fields to the action, including those stemming from their deviations from the equations of motion and the
absence of exact symmetries. In the following discussions, we utilize this formulation to analyze the contributions to
the action from off-shell black holes that feature conical singularities at the horizon.

III. GENERALIZED FREE ENERGY

The Euclidean action approach offers a successful and effective framework for constructing black hole thermody-
namics [2, 3]. Within this framework, the partition function is defined as

Z =

∫
D[g] e−IE [g], (13)

where the functional integration spans all possible metric configurations. However, an exact evaluation of this path
integral is generally intractable. Among the myriad of configurations, the dominant contribution typically arises from
the on-shell metric gc, allowing the partition function to be approximated as

Z ≃ e−IE [gc]. (14)

This approximation not only simplifies the computation of the gravitational partition function, but also enables the
derivation of the associated thermodynamic quantities. For the Euclidean black hole geometry, the ensemble temper-
ature will impose a constraint on the geometry, requiring that the black hole metric is free of conical singularities.
For example, let us consider the Schwarzschild black hole in Einstein gravity. If the ensemble temperature is T , the
scalar curvature near the event horizon acquires an extra contribution in the form of a Dirac delta function, namely,
R ≃ (8πMT − 1) δ(r − r+). The Euclidean geometry satisfies the on-shell condition only when the mass M is fixed
to 1/(8πT ), thereby eliminating the conical singularity.

Although the on-shell configuration plays a pivotal role in the path integral, our aim is to incorporate a broader
class of geometries to capture potential quantum gravitational effects. In this study, at a fixed ensemble temperature,
we analyze a class of black hole geometries characterized by conical singularities at the horizon and explore their
contributions to the gravitational action. These Euclidean geometries are required to satisfy the gravitational field
equations everywhere except at the horizon, where the conical singularities may appear. The free energy derived from
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these configurations is referred to as the generalized free energy [27]. As discussed in Sec. I, in some gravitational
theories [27–30], this generalized free energy coincides with the free energy constructed from the on-shell expression
F (r+) = M(r+) − TH(r+)S(r+) after replacing the Hawking temperature TH(r+) with the ensemble temperature
T [24]. We now extend this investigation to a more general setting, namely, diffeomorphism invariant theories.

For the geometries under consideration, the conical singularity is a critical feature that requires careful treatment.
We address this issue by adopting a regularization procedure [41–45]. The metric of a stationary black hole near the
event horizon can be written as

ds2 = κ2ρ2dτ2 + dρ2 + ..., (15)

where κ denotes the surface gravity. For a generic periodicity β of Euclidean time τ , the geometry near the event
horizon exhibits conical singularities unless β satisfies β = βH ≡ 1/TH ≡ 2π/κ. To address the singularity, we
regularize the cone by deforming the metric so that the geometry near the event horizon (that is, at ρ = 0) becomes
smooth while preserving the same geometry away from the horizon. To this end, we introduce a smooth function θσ
that satisfies

θσ (ρ) = 1, ρ ≥ σ; θσ (0) = β/βH , (16)

with σ a small positive real number, as illustrated in Fig. 1. The regularized metric gσ is then given by

ds2σ = κ2ρ2dτ2 + θσ (ρ)
2
dρ2 + ... . (17)

In the limit σ → 0, the metrics in Eqs. (15) and (17) become nearly identical. Although the gravitational field

θσ

β / βh

1

ρσ

FIG. 1: The functional relationship given by ρ and θσ(ρ). Here the dashed bold line represents the possible curves connecting

ρ = 0 to ρ = σ.

configuration gσ preserves the time translation symmetry, it does not satisfy the Euler-Lagrange equations. Thus, by
taking ξ = ∂τ and using Eq. (11), we obtain

Ibulk[gσ] = β

∫
Σ

(dQ [gσ, ∂τ ]−M [E [gσ] , ∂τ ]). (18)

For the geometric metric configuration g, the Euclidean action is obtained through a limiting process, yielding

Ibulk[g] = β lim
σ→0

(∫
∞

Q [g, ∂τ ]−
∫
H
Q [gσ, ∂τ ]−

∫
Σ0→σ+

M [E [gσ] , ∂τ ]

)
. (19)

It is evident that, compared to the on-shell result, the second and third terms differ and require further treatment.
Let us first consider the second term. In general, Q[gσ, ∂τ ] may include contributions involving θσ(0), θ

′
σ(0), θ

′′
σ(0),

and so on. For the contribution arising solely from θσ(0), we represent it as S0(θ0(0)). When θσ(0) = 1, it should
correspond to the Wald entropy; that is, S0(θ0(0) = 1) = SW . Thus, the second term can be decomposed as

−β lim
σ→0

∫
H
Q [gσ, ∂τ ] = − β

βH
S0(θ0(0))− β∆S

[
g, θ0(0), θ

(n)
0 (0) (n ≥ 1)

]
, (20)

where θ
(n)
σ (ρ) denotes the n-th derivative of θσ(ρ). For the third term in Eq. (19), the integration may depend on

θσ(ρ) and its derivatives. Specifically, one may expand M as

M [E [gσ] , ∂τ ] = M (0) (g (ρ) , θσ (ρ)) +M (1) (g (ρ) , θσ (ρ)) θ
′
σ (ρ) + other terms, (21)
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where the contribution from the first term vanishes as σ → 0, while the second term yields a result that depends solely
on the boundary values of θσ(ρ). The remaining “other terms” are the nonlinear terms of θ′σ (ρ), or functions that
involve second-order or higher-order derivatives of θσ (ρ). Substituting Eqs. (20) and (21) into Eq. (19) and adding
some boundary terms, the complete Euclidean action can be expressed as

Ioff-shell ≡ I [g] =

(
β

∫
∞

Q [g, ∂τ ] + some boundary terms

)
− β

βH
S0

(
β

βH

)
− β

∫
dΩ

∫ 1

β/βH

M (1) (g (ρ = 0) , θσ) dθσ

+ some indeterminate terms. (22)

The “some boundary terms” are constructed to ensure a well-posed variational principle [53, 54] and to facilitate
renormalization [55–58] (in some cases, via the background subtraction method). The “some indeterminate terms”
correspond to ∆S in Eq. (20) and the “other terms” in Eq. (21), arising from the higher-order derivatives of θσ(ρ),
which may be introduced by certain gravitational theories. These terms are referred to as indeterminate because
the conditions (showed in Eq. (16)) imposed on the regularized function θσ are insufficient to determine the results
of these terms. In other words, there are many regularized functions that satisfy condition (16), and the different
regularized functions may lead to different results for “some indeterminate terms”. It suggests that the contribution
of geometries with conical singularities to the action may be ambiguous.

Extracting the “some indeterminate terms” from Eqs. (20) and (21), where one arises from a volume integral and
the other from a surface integral, appears somewhat inconsistent and inelegant. Instead, by partitioning the original
Lagrangian density integral into two segments, we obtain a more concise result. Specifically, by decomposing the
radial integration domain from 0 to ∞ into the intervals [0, σ+] and [σ+,∞], we arrive at a concise expression

Ibulk[g] = β lim
σ→0

(∫
∞

Q [g, ∂τ ]−
∫
Hσ+

Q [g, ∂τ ]−
∫
Σ0→σ+

L [gσ]

)
. (23)

This expression ultimately leads to the complete Euclidean action

Ioff-shell =β

(∫
∞

Q [g, ∂τ ] + some boundary terms

)
− β

βH
SW − β lim

σ+→0

∫
Σ0→σ+

L [gσ]

=β

(∫
∞

Q [g, ∂τ ] + some boundary terms

)
− β

βH
SW − β

∫
dΩ

∫ 1

β/βH

L(1) (g (ρ = 0) , θσ) dθσ

+ some indeterminate terms. (24)

In this context, the term L(1) can be extracted from

L [E [gσ] , ∂τ ] = L(0) (g (ρ) , θσ (ρ)) +L(1) (g (ρ) , θσ (ρ)) θ
′
σ (ρ) + other terms. (25)

Here “some indeterminate terms” originate from the Lagrangian density, yielding a more concise expression overall.
It should be noted that the explicit parts of Eqs. (22) and (24) (after removing these “some indeterminate terms”)
may not coincide. The relevant calculations are provided in Appendix A. This apparent discrepancy does not indicate
an intrinsic difference between Eqs. (22) and (24); rather, it arises from different mathematical procedures, with
the mismatch resulting from the presence of the indeterminate terms. In Sec. IVB, we illustrate this point with the
example for new massive gravity and provide further discussion.

An important supplementary remark is that when the bulk Lagrangian density is of the form L[g] = L(gab, Rabcd),
the relationship for the curvature and the θ′σ(ρ) in Eq. (A4) implies that the “other terms” in Eq. (25) correspond to
the contributions that are at least quadratic in θ′σ(ρ). Consequently, by expanding in powers of (1− β/βH), Eq. (24)
can be reformulated as,

Ioff-shell =β

(∫
∞

Q [g, ∂τ ] + some boundary terms

)
− SW +

(
1− β

βH

)(
SW − βH

∫
dΩL(1) (g (ρ = 0) , θσ = 1)

)
+O

[
(1− β/βH)

2
]

(26)

=β

(∫
∞

Q [g, ∂τ ] + some boundary terms

)
− SW +O

[
(1− β/βH)

2
]
. (27)

The derivation of the second equality utilizes Eq. (A7). A detailed derivation and explanation provided in Appendix A.
This formula shows that when (1 − β/βH) is small (so that the (1 − β/βH)k terms (k > 1) can be neglected), the
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result is in good agreement with the construction of the off-shell energy (or off-shell Euclidean action) obtained by
replacing the Hawking temperature with the ensemble temperature in the on-shell energy (or on-shell Euclidean
action). However, when the ensemble temperature deviates significantly from the Hawking temperature, the result
becomes less satisfactory and the actual Eq. (27) fails, which is mainly because that the terms beyond the first power
in (1− β/βH) contribute and the hidden ambiguities become significant.
In general relativity, for the charged rotating black hole with conical singularities (in Euclidean signature), the term

M (1) (g (ρ = 0) , θσ) and “some indeterminate terms” in Eq. (22) are absent. Alternatively, inspection of Eq. (25)
reveals that the higher-order terms in Eq. (27) vanish identically. In this case one obtains

IEinstein,off-shell = β (M − ΩHJ)− SW , (28)

where β, M , J , and ΩH denote the inverse temperature, energy, angular momentum, and angular velocity, respectively.
This result is consistent with that result of Ref. [27]. However, as discussed above, for general diffeomorphism invariant
theories, the result is not as simple or elegant as Eq. (28). Even for gravitational theories given by L[g] = L(gab, Rabcd),
many corrections associated with conical singularity arise. Moreover, some indeterminate terms may arise, which
hinder the determination of the action contribution from the black hole geometry with conical singularities. This
suggests that both the off-shell action and the generalized free energy may need further refinement and investigation.
To gain deeper insight, we next consider four-dimensional Bumblebee gravity and three-dimensional new massive
gravity as two specific examples.

IV. SPECIFIC EXAMPLES

In this section, we will focus on two specific examples, Bumblebee gravity and new massive gravity.

A. Bumblebee Gravity

Bumblebee gravity is a non-minimally coupled gravitational model that can describe the spontaneous Lorentz
symmetry breaking [46–48]. Its bulk Lagrangian is given by

L [g] =
1

16π
(R+ γBµBνRµν)−

1

4
BµνB

µν − V
(
BµBµ ± b2

)
, (29)

where Bµ is a massive vector field and its field strength is defined by Bµν = 2∇[µBν]. To trigger Lorentz symmetry

breaking via a nonvanishing Bµ, the potential is chosen as the form V (BµBµ ± b2) with b2 a positive real constant.
We also impose the conditions V (0) = V ′(0) = 0. Thus, the non-zero vacuum expectation value of Bµ is determined
by

BµBµ ± b2 = 0. (30)

Under a specific ansatz, an analytic solution representing a Schwarzschild-like black hole can be obtained [61],

ds2 = −
(
1− 2m

r

)
dt2 +

ℓ+ 1

1− 2m
r

dr2 + r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
, (31)

with the spacelike vector field Ba given by

Ba = b (1− 2m/r)
−1/2

(dr)a . (32)

Here, the parameter ℓ is related to γ via γ = ℓ/b2. The Hawking temperature, defined via the surface gravity, is

TH =
κ

2π
=

1

4πr+
√
1 + ℓ

. (33)

Using the Iyer-Wald formalism, the energy and Wald entropy are found as

E =
√
1 + ℓm =

√
1 + ℓ

2
r+, SW = πr2+

(
1 +

ℓ

2

)
. (34)
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However, the first law of thermodynamics requires that the thermodynamic temperature should be

Ttherm =
δE

δSW
=

√
1 + ℓ

2π (2 + ℓ) r+
, (35)

which contradicts the Hawking temperature in Eq. (33). Based on Iyer-Wald formalism, it has been shown that this
discrepancy is attributed to the divergent behavior of Bµ at the event horizon [62]. Returning to our main topic, this
inconsistency prompts an investigation into the generalized free energy landscape, wherein temperature is interpreted
as the ensemble temperature. For black holes that extremize the generalized free energy, a temperature can be derived.
This raises the question of whether this temperature corresponds to TH or Ttherm, a matter of considerable interest.

Next, we employ the path integral approach to derive the generalized free energy. In the context of Bumblebee
gravity, we find that for the regularized metric the quantity M [E [gσ] , ∂τ ] vanishes, and there is no contribution from

the derivative of θσ(ρ) in Q [gσ, ∂τ ]. Consequently, the contributions from M (1) and “some indeterminate terms” in
Eq. (22) vanish. This aspect is similar to general relativity. Therefore, the contribution from the horizon part in
Eq. (22) can be written as

− β

βH
S0

(
β

βH

)
− β

∫
dΩ

∫ 1

β/βH

M (1) (g (ρ = 0) , θσ) dθσ + some indeterminate terms = −SW . (36)

To ensure a well-posed variational principle in this gravitational theory, one must include the boundary term

Isurf =
1

8π

∫
∂M

d3x
√
h

(
K +

1

2
γBaBb (Kab − nanbK)

)
+

∫
∂M

d3x
√
hnaBbB

ab. (37)

Incorporating this term into the “some boundary terms” in Eq. (22) reveals that the contribution at infinity (the term
in the first parentheses in Eq. (22)) is divergent. This divergence necessitates renormalization, for which we adopt
the background subtraction method. Ultimately, the off-shell Euclidean action can be calculated as

Ioff-shell = β
√
ℓ+ 1m− SW = βE − SW , (38)

and the corresponding generalized (off-shell) free energy is

Foff-shell =
Ioff-shell

β
= E − 1

β
SW =

√
1 + ℓ

2
r+ − 1

β
πr2+

(
1 +

ℓ

2

)
. (39)

Moreover, the black hole energy and entropy can also be obtained from ∂βIoff-shell and− (1− β∂β) Ioff-shell, respectively,
yielding results consistent with Eq. (34). Taking the variation of the generalized free energy Fg with respect to the
event horizon radius r+ gives

r+ =

√
1 + ℓ

2π (2 + ℓ)T
. (40)

This extremal condition coincides with the thermodynamic temperature in Eq. (35), yet it does not match the Hawking
temperature in Eq. (33). This indicates that the contribution at the extremum is not evaluated by the on-shell solution
but is determined by a geometry that possesses conical singularities. This situation is different from general relativity.
Finally, the deficit angle of the Euclidean black hole corresponding to the free energy extremum is given by

deficit angle = 2π

(
1− β

βH

)
=

πℓ

1 + ℓ
. (41)

This deficit angle is related to Lorentz symmetry breaking; when ℓ vanishes the metric reduces to that of the
Schwarzschild black hole and the deficit angle disappears.

B. New Massive Gravity

In this subsection, we examine the Euclidean action for geometries with the conical singularities in higher-order
gravity theories. One simple example of such theories is three-dimensional new massive gravity [49–52]. The action
we consider is given by

L [g] =
1

16π

(
R− 2Λ− α

(
3

8
R2 −RµνR

µν

))
. (42)
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A special class of solutions, analogous to the BTZ black hole [52], is described by the following line element

ds2 = −
(
−m+

r2

ℓ2
+

j2

4r2

)
dt2 +

1(
−m+ r2

ℓ2 + j2

4r2

)dr2 + r2
(
dϕ2 − j

2r2
dt

)2

, (43)

where the length scale ℓ is determined by the relation Λ = −1/ℓ2 + α/
(
4ℓ4
)
. This black hole possesses two horizons

with radii r± = ℓ
√

1
2m± 1

2

√
m2 − j2/ℓ2. For the event horizon, the relevant Killing vector field is ξH = ∂t + ΩH∂ϕ

with ΩH = j/(2r2+). The Hawking temperature is obtained from the surface gravity,

TH =
κ

2π
=

4r4+ − ℓ2j2

8πℓ2r3+
. (44)

Using the Iyer-Wald formalism, the energy, angular momentum, and Wald entropy are given by

E =
1

8
m
(
1 +

α

2ℓ2

)
, J =

1

8
j
(
1 +

α

2ℓ2

)
, SW =

πr+
2

(
1 +

α

2ℓ2

)
, (45)

corresponding to the Killing vector fields ∂t, ∂ϕ, and ξH , respectively. To ensure the well-posed variational principle,
we introduce the boundary term

Isurf =
1

8π

∫
∂M

d3x
√
h

(
K − β

(
3

4
K −Rab (Kab − nanbK)

))
. (46)

The “some boundary terms” in Eq. (22) or (24) include the contributions from Eq. (46), as well as extra terms arising
from the background subtraction method. With these in place, one finds(

β

∫
∞

Q [g, ∂τ ] + some boundary terms

)
= β

(
4r4h − j2ℓ2

) (
α+ 2ℓ2

)
64r2hℓ

4
= β (E − ΩHJ) . (47)

This result is obtained at spatial infinity. At the horizon, one can find that Q [gσ, ∂τ ] contains the function θσ and
its derivatives. From Eq. (20), we can isolate the term that only depends on the value of the function θσ, which we
denote as the function

S0 (θ) =
1

2
πr+

(
1

θ
+

α

2ℓ2θ3

)
. (48)

Obviously, setting θ = 1 recovers S0(1) = SW . For the complete action of the black hole with conical singularities,
we obtain

Ioff-shell =β (M − ΩHJ)− 1

2
πr+

(
1 +

α

2ℓ2

)
+

α

12ℓ2

(
3r+

(
1− β2

H

β2

)
+ 2π

ℓ2

βH

(
β

βH
− β2

H

β2

))
+ some indeterminate terms, (49)

from Eq. (22), whereas

Ioff-shell =β (M − ΩHJ)− 1

2
πr+

(
1 +

α

2ℓ2

)
− απ

12ℓ2
r+

(
1 + 2

β

βH

)(
1− βH

β

)2

+ some indeterminate terms, (50)

from Eq. (24). Excluding the “some indeterminate terms”, the discrepancy between these two expressions arises
because the contributions from higher-order derivatives of θσ are sensitive to the chosen regularization scheme. As
discussed in Appendix A, these two distinct results reflect different ways of handling the indeterminacy. Moreover, the
presence of “some indeterminate terms” suggests that, in three-dimensional new massive gravity, contributions from
conical singularities cannot be entirely regularized and uniquely determined. From another perspective, to clearly
determine the contributions from conical singularities, defining the regularized function θσ solely by its values at ρ = 0
and ρ = σ (as given in Eq. (16)) is insufficient; additional derivative values, or a specific form for the regularized
function, should be provided. However, imposing such conditions appears unphysical, warranting further investigation.
In addition, given that the action for new massive gravity takes the form L(gab, Rabcd), the indeterminate terms in
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Eq. (50) are at least quadratic in (1 − β/βH) (some detailed analysis can be found in the Appendix A). That is,
Eq. (50) can be expressed as

Ioff-shell = β (M − ΩHJ)− 1

2
πr+

(
1 +

α

2ℓ2

)
+O

[
(1− β/βH)

2
]
, (51)

which is consistent with Eq. (27). Correspondingly, the generalized free energy should be

Foff-shell = (M − ΩHJ)− 1

β

1

2
πr+

(
1 +

α

2ℓ2

)
+O

[
(1− β/βH)

2
]
. (52)

It can be seen that, since the higher-order terms in the above expression are expanded in powers of (1− β/βH)2 and
higher, the black hole radius r+ satisfying βH = β remains an exact stationary point of the generalized free energy.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In black hole thermodynamics, the generalized (or off-shell) free energy of black holes is a topic of significant interest.
Nevertheless, the generalized free energy of black holes has lacked a more profound foundational basis until the seminal
work in Ref. [27], which incorporated the contribution of Euclidean black holes exhibiting conical singularities. Basing
on this idea, our work extends the analysis to encompass more general covariant theories.

We addressed this issue from the gauge symmetry perspective and emphasized an alternative formulation of the
bulk action given in Eq. (11). In order to address the conical singularities on the Euclidean black hole horizon,
we employ a regularization method based on a function θσ that satisfies Eq. (16). Our study not only reveals the
impact of conical singularities on the Euclidean gravitational action, but also demonstrates that the definition (16)
of the regularized function is insufficient to fully capture these contributions; indeed, the final outcome depends on
the specific construction of the regularized function. This observation suggests that further investigation is needed
and implies that black holes with conical singularities may not naturally provide a robust foundation for defining
the generalized free energy. Nevertheless, although this ambiguity may arise in general theories, it can be avoided in
certain specific cases. For example, in general relativity, the regularized function θσ is adequate, and the generalized
free energy can be explicitly and uniquely determined. Furthermore, for theories defined by the action L(gab, Rabcd),
when considering the power series expansion in (1−β/βH), the undetermined terms can be absorbed into contributions
of second-order and higher.

Extending our analysis, we examined the case of Bumblebee gravity. In this theory the contribution of conical
singularities to the action is uniquely determined, and the Wald entropy plays a crucial role in constructing the
generalized free energy. Unlike general relativity, the presence of additional fields Bµ in Bumblebee gravity introduces
a discrepancy between the thermodynamic temperature and the Hawking temperature. Under a fixed ensemble
temperature, extremizing the generalized free energy yields a black hole temperature that exactly coincides with
the thermodynamic temperature. This suggests that the extremum of the generalized free energy is determined by
the Euclidean black hole geometry with conical singularities, highlighting the thermodynamic significance of such
geometries.

Additionally, we investigated the three-dimensional new massive gravity as a representative example of the higher-
order gravitational theory. Our results confirm that the regularization via the regularized function may not fully
determine the contribution of conical singularities to the action. In higher-order theories, higher derivatives of the
regularized function θσ tend to appear in the expressions Q [gσ, ∂τ ], M [E [gσ] , ∂τ ], and L [gσ]. Consequently, in most
cases, the contribution of conical singularities to the action cannot be fully determined by the definition in Eq. (16).
A similar discussion can also be found in Ref. [42].

Returning to the original definition [24–26], it appears natural to obtain the generalized free energy by replacing
the Hawking temperature in the on-shell free energy with the ensemble temperature. Within this framework the
minimum (maximum) of the generalized free energy corresponds to the thermodynamic state with positive (negative)
heat capacity. Furthermore, in several specific gravitational theories, including Einstein gravity [27, 28], Gauss-Bonnet
gravity [29], and dRGT massive gravity [30], the generalized free energy obtained from black hole geometries with
conical singularities is consistent with this original definition. However, in the two gravitational theories considered
here, Bumblebee gravity and new massive gravity, the results deviate from the original definition or interpretation. For
theories constructed by the Lagrange form L(gab, Rabcd) (including new massive gravity), the generalized free energy
can retain its original definition only when these terms of order (1 − β/βH)2 and higher are neglected. In any case,
these results imply that the connection between the Euclidean path integral and the generalized free energy warrants
further scrutiny. Additionally, it is also worth noting that Appendix C of Ref. [28] provides an alternative method
to handle the Euclidean black hole geometry with conical singularities. Instead of regularizing the singularities, this
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approach introduces a boundary near the event horizon to exclude the conical singularities and imposes additional
boundary terms. Under this consideration, the expected off-shell action and the generalized free energy are obtained.
Nevertheless, the additional boundary term appears to be theory dependent and may also require further investigation.

Finally, we emphasized that the alternative formulation provided in Eq. (11) is noteworthy because it explicitly
captures the contribution of the off-shell metric to the gravitational action. This formulation facilitates a clearer
analysis of contributions to the action arising from deviations in the equations of motion or from departures from
certain symmetries. Although the resulting expression is more complex than the conventional Lagrangian density, it
may serve as a useful representation for studying the quantum effects of gravity.
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Appendix A: Supplementary Calculations

In this Appendix, we provide supplementary calculations and additional discussions that augment the analysis
presented in the main text. In Sec. III, we showed that Eqs. (22) and (24) are not equal after removing “some
indeterminate terms”. Here, we provide a detailed calculation to clarify this discrepancy. To that end, consider the
first and third terms of Eq. (23). For the configuration gσ, one obtains

−β

∫
Hσ+

Q [g, ∂τ ]− β

∫
Σ0→σ+

L [gσ] = −β

∫
Hσ+

Q [g, ∂τ ] + β

∫
Σ0→σ+

dQ [gσ, ξ]− β

∫
Σ0→σ+

M [E [gσ] , ξ]. (A1)

If the Lagrangian L on the left-hand side is taken as L(1), this result corresponds to Eq. (24). On the other hand, if the

term M on the right hand side is replaced by M (1) and the contribution ∆S (defined in Eq. (20)) is subtracted from
the right-hand side, the result expression corresponds to Eq. (22). Hence, apart from “some undetermined terms”,
the difference between Eqs. (22) and (24) is given by

∆I = β

(∫
Σ0→σ+

dQ [gσ, ξ] + ∆S

[
g, θ0(0), θ

(n)
0 (0) (n ≥ 1)

]
−
∫
Σ0→σ+

(
M (1) (g (ρ) , θσ (ρ))−L(1) (g (ρ) , θσ (ρ))

)
θ′σ (ρ)

)

= β

(∫
Σ0→σ+

dQ [gσ, ξ]−
∫
Σ0→σ+

(dQ)
(1)

(g (ρ) , θσ (ρ)) θ
′
σ (ρ) + ∆S

[
g, θ0(0), θ

(n)
0 (0) (n ≥ 1)

])
. (A2)

Here, (dQ [gσ, ξ])
(1) denotes the coefficient of θ′σ (ρ) in the expansion

dQ [gσ, ξ] = (dQ)
(0)

(g (ρ) , θσ (ρ)) + (dQ)
(1)

(g (ρ) , θσ (ρ)) θ
′
σ (ρ) + other terms. (A3)

A detailed analysis shows that the difference ∆I does not necessarily vanish. If Q [gσ, ξ] contains no terms involving
derivatives of θσ(ρ), the ∆S term is absent and the first two integrals in Eq. (A2) cancel each other. However, if
Q [gσ, ξ] includes a term of the form f (ρ, θσ(ρ)) θ

′
σ(ρ) for some function f , then the cancellation between the first

and third terms occurs, while the second term may provide a nonvanishing contribution. Therefore, in general, Eqs.
(22) and (24) are not equivalent. Furthermore, a closer examination reveals that in Eq. (22), the total derivative
term dQ [gσ, ξ] in the Lagrangian density is smoothly matched at ρ = σ, and the entire indeterminacy of Q [gσ, ξ] is
attributed solely to the horizon (ρ = 0) contribution. In contrast, in Eq. (24), the term dQ [gσ, ξ] accounts only for
the first two terms in the expansion of Eq. (A3), thereby ascribing the indeterminacy to the contribution between
ρ = σ and the horizon (ρ = 0). These results reflect two distinct approaches for handling the indeterminacy.

For the derivation from Eq. (24) to Eq. (27), we provide a detailed explanation here. First, for the metric g and
deformed metric gσ, their curvature relationship near the horizon is given in Refs. [41, 42]. For this key result, in our
case, δσ should transform to θ′σ. Furthermore, the two normal vectors n1 and n2 are combined into the binormal n
(n = n1 ∧ n2) associated with the horizon, yielding the curvature relation near the horizon as follows,

R[gσ]
ab

cd ≈ R[g]
ab

cd +
2π

βH
nabncdθ

′
σ (ρ) . (A4)
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The symbol “≈” indicates that the left and right hand expressions are equal when the value of θσ(ρ) is set to 1. If
we consider the Lagrangian density in the form L[g] = L(gab, Rabcd), then near the horizon, we have

L [gσ] = L (gσab, R [gσ]abcd) ≈ L (gab, R [g]abcd) +
2π

βH

∂L (gab, R [g]abcd)

∂Rabcd
nabncdθ

′
σ (ρ) +O

(
θ′σ (ρ)

2
)
. (A5)

Comparing with Eq. (25), it follows that the second term in the above expression corresponds to L(1). Thus, we
obtain the following relation

βH

∫
dΩL(1) (g (ρ = 0) , θσ(ρ) = 1) = βH

∫
dΩ

2π

βH

∂L (gab, R [g]abcd)

∂Rabcd
nabncd = 2π

∫
dΩ

∂L (gab, R [g]abcd)

∂Rabcd
nabncd.

(A6)
The final expression corresponds to the Wald entropy SW , leading to

βH

∫
dΩL(1) (g (ρ = 0) , θσ = 1) = SW . (A7)

For this part, similar discussions can also be found in Refs. [44, 64, 65]. Returning to the off-shell action expression
in Eq. (24) and expanding it in powers of (1− β/βH), we obtain

Ioff-shell =β

(∫
∞

Q [g, ∂τ ] + some boundary terms

)
− β

βH
SW − β

∫
dΩ

∫ 1

β/βH

L(1) (g (ρ = 0) , θσ) dθσ

+ some indeterminate terms (A8)

=β

(∫
∞

Q [g, ∂τ ] + some boundary terms

)
− β

βH
SW − β

∫
dΩ

∫ 1

β/βH

L(1) (g (ρ = 0) , θσ) dθσ

+O
[
(1− β/βH)

2
]

(A9)

=β

(∫
∞

Q [g, ∂τ ] + some boundary terms

)
− SW +

(
1− β

βH

)(
SW − βH

∫
dΩL(1) (g (ρ = 0) , θσ(ρ) = 1)

)
+O

[
(1− β/βH)

2
]

(A10)

=β

(∫
∞

Q [g, ∂τ ] + some boundary terms

)
− SW +O

[
(1− β/βH)

2
]
. (A11)

The “some indeterminate terms” here are obtained from the linear combination of terms higher than first power in
θ′σ(ρ) in Eq. (A5). Noting that θ′σ(ρ) ∼ (1−β/βH), Eq. (A8) can be converted into Eq. (A9). By expanding Eq. (A9)
in powers, we obtain Eq. (A10). Finally, by employing the relation (A7), the final result Eq. (A11) is derived.
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