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is the same as the nonlinear one.
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1 Introduction

The quest to understand the fundamental laws of nature has been one of the most signifi-

cant scientific endeavours in human history. One of the most exciting and challenging areas

of study in modern physics is the investigation of the interplay between gravity and other

fundamental forces. The study of (2+1) Einstein gravity, which is the three-dimensional

analogue of the more familiar (3+1) Einstein’s gravity has been of great interest to physi-

cists for many years. One of the reasons for this is that (2+1) Einstein gravity is more

tractable than its (3+1) counterpart and this makes it a useful testbed for exploring a wide

range of ideas and concepts in gravitational physics. To decrease the algebraic complexity

of calculations, one may consider (2 + 1)−dimensions instead of four-dimensional counter-

part. For example, AdS3/CFT2 correspondence is one of the best-understood concepts

of holography in three-dimensional gravitating systems [1]. Besides, the holographic de-

scription of non-relativistic strongly coupled systems, such as what happens in condensed

matter physics, has been well investigated in three-dimensional spacetime [2, 3]. Further-

more, studying the three-dimensional solutions helps us to understand a profound insight

in black hole physics, quantum gravity viewpoint and also its relations to string theory

[4–8].

The addition of massive gravity to (2+1) Einstein’s gravity is particularly interesting be-

cause it introduces new degrees of freedom into the theory, which can have significant

implications for the behaviour of the gravitational field. Massive gravity is a relatively

new field of study, and it involves introducing a mass term into the Einstein equations,

which modifies the behaviour of the gravitational field at large distances. This modification

can have important implications for how gravitational waves propagate and interact with

matter, and it is an area of active research. In addition to new massive gravity [9] theory,

which is formulated just in three dimensions, there is another ghost-free massive gravity,

proposed by de Rham, Gabadadze and Tolley (dRGT) [10], that can be organized in arbi-

trary dimensions [11]. A subclass of dRGT theory was introduced by Vegh [12] with the
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applications of gauge/gravity duality. Using this theory of massive gravity, Vegh showed

that the massive graviton may behave like a lattice and exhibit a Drude peak [13]. In

addition, it was shown that for an arbitrary singular metric, this theory of massive gravity

is ghost-free and stable [14]. Besides, the effects of the mass of graviton in Vegh’s massive

gravity model on the maximal tunnelling current and the the coherence length of junction

in the metal/superconductor phase transition is investigated [15]. Moreover, an interesting

investigation of the phase transition of holographic entanglement entropy in this massive

gravity has been reported in [16]. Therefore, one may be motivated to study black hole

solutions in the presence of Vegh’s massive gravity in three and higher dimensions. Non-

linear electrodynamics, on the other hand, is concerned with the study of electromagnetic

fields in the presence of strong fields [17–25]. In the realm of theoretical physics, the

Born–Infeld model [26, 27], also known as the Dirac–Born–Infeld action [28], represents a

specific instance of what is commonly referred to as nonlinear electrodynamics. It origi-

nated in the 1930s to resolve the issue of the electron’s self-energy divergence in classical

electrodynamics. This was achieved by imposing a limit on the electric field’s magnitude

at its source. Adding non-linear electrodynamics to (2 + 1) Einstein gravity leads to the

development of new solutions to the Einstein equations, which can have important impli-

cations for our understanding of the universe.

Black hole physics, especially its thermodynamics, is among the most interesting and

hot theoretical physics topics [29–32]. It is known that the thermodynamics of black ob-

jects may be corrected due to thermal fluctuations [33, 34]. Such thermal fluctuations are

significant when the black hole size reduces due to Hawking radiation. So, these fluctu-

ations may affect the thermodynamics of small black holes effectively. As a result, it is

interesting to study thermodynamical stability of small black holes to find the final stage of

them. The lowest order of such corrections are logarithmic function in the entropy formula

[35], while higher order corrections are also calculated [35].

Following the path integral formulation in the Euclidean quantum gravity quantization

[36, 37], the temporal coordinate may be rotated in a complex plane. Hence, the quan-

tum gravitational partition function, which is interpreted as statistical mechanics partition

function [38] is given by

Z =

∫

[D] exp(−IE)

=

∫ ∞

0
dEρ(E) exp(−βE), (1.1)

where IE is the Euclidean action, β denotes the thermodynamic beta [38–40], also known

as coldness, is the reciprocal of the thermodynamic temperature of a system: β−1 ≈ T . In

this regard, the equilibrium temperature is given by T0 ≈ β−1
0 . In addition, ρ(E) stands

for the density of states corresponding to above statistical mechanics partition function,

which is given by

ρ(E) =
1

2πi

∫ β0+i∞

β0−i∞
dβ exp[S(β)],
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where the entropy S is written in terms of both partition function and total energy E,

as S = βE + lnZ. Neglecting the thermal fluctuations, one can obtain S0 = S(β)|β=β0
.

Moreover, the quantum fluctuations of a black hole increase when the size of the black hole

decreases, which yields an increasing of the thermal fluctuations in the statistical mechanics

partition function. As a result, there is no thermodynamic equilibrium at the Planck scale,

whereas statistical fluctuations can be considered as thermal fluctuations in the partition

function of Euclidean quantum gravity near the equilibrium in an intermediate regime, in

which the black hole is large in comparison to the Planck scale but not large enough to

ignore the quantum fluctuations. Therefore, using the series expansion, we can find the

corrected entropy S(β) at a temperature β−1 as a perturbation around the equilibrium

temperature β−1
0 as follow

S = S0 +
1

2
(β − β0)

2

(

∂2S(β)

∂β2

)

β=β0

+ · · · , (1.2)

where dots denote higher order corrections [35]. It is worth noting that the first derivative

of entropy with respect to β does not appear in Eq. (1.2), since we have
(

∂S(β)
∂β

)

β=β0

in

equilibrium. Regarding Eq. (1.2), one can rewrite the density of states as

ρ(E) =
exp(S0)√

2π

[

(

∂2S(β)

∂β2

)

β=β0

]− 1

2

. (1.3)

and therefore, one can write

S = S0 −
1

2
ln

[

(

∂2S(β)

∂β2

)

β=β0

]

. (1.4)

The mentioned calculations confirm that the thermal fluctuations to the entropy of a black

hole appear as lnS0T
2. It is also known that such a logarithmic correction to the entropy

of a black object is obtained via different quantum gravity approaches, hence it seems to be

a universal result, which does not depend on the given model. Indeed, such a logarithmic

correction has already been obtained using non-perturbative quantum general relativity.

Thus, the logarithmic corrected entropy can be prescribed by [41]

S = S0 −
α

2
ln (S0T

2), (1.5)

where S0 is the original entropy of the black hole without thermal fluctuations, and the

correction parameter α added by hand to see the effect of logarithmic correction in the

analytical expressions.

When considering an ordinary thermodynamic system at equilibrium, statistical mechan-

ics must be used to examine thermal fluctuations around the equilibrium. Assuming the

black hole is the typical thermodynamic system which is in equilibrium, the same sta-

tistical thermal fluctuations should be studied. It is worth mentioning that the thermal

fluctuation is an increasing function of temperature, and thus, it becomes dominant at

high temperatures. Moreover, the temperature of the black hole increases when the size of
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the black hole decreases due to the Hawking radiation [36]. Therefore, as a typical black

hole becomes smaller, the effect of quantum fluctuations would increase, and we could not

neglect their effects. The mentioned thermal fluctuations affect thermodynamic variables,

such as entropy and free energy, to undergo possible correction. Following the classical

argument presented in Ref. [33], one can find that the entropy correction arising from

thermal fluctuations has a logarithmic functional form. Here, we only considered the men-

tioned logarithmic correction of entropy due to thermal fluctuations, and in this study, we

ignore the possible effect of one-loop correction of massive graviton and matter fields.

Leading the thermal fluctuations to the semiclassical black hole entropy primarily calcu-

lated as simple lnS0 by Kaul and Majumdar [42]. In that case, it has been suggested

that the coefficient of the correction may be universal [43]. Such a logarithmic correc-

tion to the rotating extremal black hole entropy in four and five dimensions [44] as well

as Schwarzschild and other non-extremal/non-rotating black holes in different dimensions

[45] have been studied by Ashoke Sen. The fact mentioned in [45] is that at infinitesimal

scales (smaller than Planck scale), the manifold description of space-time and hence, the

equilibrium description of thermodynamics breaks down. Therefore, the equilibrium cor-

rected thermodynamics is valid only at an intermediate scale. Therefore, we will consider

the system at such an intermediate scale, where statistical fluctuations can be expressed as

perturbations around equilibrium thermodynamics. We indeed assume thermal fluctuations

as small perturbations around the equilibrium state. Hence, we can use thermodynamics

relations like that in equilibrium thermodynamics. We should note that the one-loop effect

of the massive graviton and other matter fields [45] is ignored in this paper. The mentioned

logarithmic correction has already been used to study simple regular black hole solutions

which satisfy the weak energy condition [46]. It is recently calculated from 3D black holes

with soft hairy boundary conditions [47]. It is worth mentioning that similar logarithmic

corrections to the black hole entropy were obtained from Kerr/CFT correspondence [48].

Recently, Eq. (1.5) has been used to study thermal fluctuations in a charged AdS black

hole [49]. In addition, by using the Cardy formula, it has been found that microscopic

degrees of freedom of black objects governing by a conformal field theory can also produce

logarithmic corrections to the entropy. So, it agrees with the universal behaviour of this

logarithmic term. It may also be noted that even though the form of the logarithmic

correction seems to be a model-independent result; its coefficient depends on the model

parameters, and therefore, the correction coefficient is model-dependent. In Ref. [50], a

black Saturn is considered and showed that the logarithmic corrected entropy may be given

by

S = S0 −
α

2
ln (C0T

2), (1.6)

where C0 is the original specific heat of the black Saturn. Then, it is shown that both

corrected entropies is given by (1.5) and (1.6) yields to the similar results for the case of a

black Saturn. The effect of the logarithmic correction on the entropy functional formalism

was also investigated in Ref. [51], and it is found that the leading correction to the entropy

in a microcanonical ensemble may be used to recover modified theories of gravity like

F (R) theory [52]. Moreover, the effects of thermal fluctuations on the thermodynamics of
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the modified Hayward black hole are given in Ref. [53], and it is demonstrated that the

logarithmic correction helps to gain stability of the black hole. The thermodynamics of a

small singly spinning Kerr-AdS black hole studied in Ref. [54] and it is proven that the

logarithmic correction of the form given by Eq. (1.5) becomes important when the size of

a black hole is sufficiently small. Since the black hole is a gravitating system, its quantum

correction investigation may give us a proposal to study the quantum gravity effect with the

possibility of its examination in the lab. The effects of thermal fluctuations which are given

in Eq. (1.5) were studied for the Reissner-Nordström-AdS black hole [55] and shown that

critical exponents are the same as critical exponents without thermal fluctuations. It is also

possible to study critical phenomena; as an example, P − V criticality of the leading-order

entropy-corrected AdS black holes in massive gravity theory has been recently studied [56].

On the other hand, the logarithmic corrected entropy may improve some hydrodynamic

quantities as well as thermodynamic ones and such an improvement may be important from

the AdS/CFT point of view [57]. In Ref. [57], it has been demonstrated that the lower

bound of shear viscosity to entropy ratio [58–60] due to logarithmic correction may be

violated. The effects of thermal fluctuations (see Eq. (1.5)) on a regular black hole of non-

minimal Einstein-Yang-Mill theory with the gauge field of magnetic Wu-Yang type and a

cosmological constant were studied in [61]. So, considering different black hole solutions

with such thermal fluctuations can help us to take a deeper look at the applications of

AdS/CFT correspondence.

In addition to the motivations stated above, the logarithmic corrected entropy may be

interested in various cosmology topics, like the logarithmic entropy-corrected holographic

dark energy models [62]. As is well known, logarithmic corrections arise due to quantum

effects, and they have important implications for how the gravitational field interacts with

other fields in the universe. Besides, the logarithmic corrected thermodynamics of charged

BTZ black hole obtained in the Einstein-Maxwell gravity was studied in [64, 65]. Now,

we would like to study the corrected thermodynamics (1.5) for the Einstein-Born-Infeld

solution of the charged BTZ black hole in massive gravity [66]. The graviton mass has

bounded to mg ≤ 7.7 × 10−23eV/c2 using the observation of the gravitational wave. [67].

Besides, the mass of graviton is typically bounded to be a few times the current value of

the Hubble parameter, i.e., mg ≤ 10−30 − 10−33eV/c2, in which for graviton mass region

mg ≪ 10−33eV/c2 , its observable effects would be undetectable [68–72]. It was also dis-

covered that nonlinear charged BTZ-mass black holes produce black remnants [66]. At this

point it is worth noting that the Born-Infeld source introduces nonlinearity to the equa-

tions, and in certain conditions, this nonlinearity can influence the asymptotic behavior of

the solution [73]. One possible modification involves cases where the Born-Infeld contri-

bution becomes dominant in regions with extreme curvature, leading to deviations from

the asymptotic behavior predicted by standard models [74]. Such modifications could have

implications for the understanding of gravitational interactions in regimes characterized

by strong fields. However, it is crucial to note that our decision to emphasize cases with

unaltered asymptotic behavior does not negate the relevance of exploring modifications.

The chosen focus allows us to delve deeply into specific aspects of the problem and draw

attention to the nuanced effects of the Born-Infeld source. Future investigations may nat-
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urally extend to scenarios where asymptotic modifications become a central theme, and

we encourage further exploration in this direction. In summary, while our current analysis

concentrates on cases with unaltered asymptotic behavior to underscore specific features,

we recognize the significance of considering and discussing scenarios where modifications

may occur.

In this paper, we mainly investigate the effects of thermal fluctuations on the (non)linearly

charged BTZ black hole and study the behavior of this black hole at a small horizon radius.

Thus, we aim to obtain the quantum effects. At that scale, the black hole entropy should

be corrected by logarithmic term (in leading order) coming from statistical fluctuations,

and hence, the black hole thermodynamics is modified by reducing black hole size. This

situation will also affect the black hole stability in small areas. In the next section, Sec. 2,

we first review the Einstein-Maxwell solutions under the effects of logarithmic corrections.

In Sec. 3, we investigate the effects of logarithmic corrections on the thermodynamics of the

Einstein-Born-Infeld solutions as nonlinearly charged black hole solutions. We shall also

discuss the critical points and compare the results of both solutions. Section 4 is devoted

to the study of geometrical thermodynamics. Finally, in Sec. 5, we draw our conclusions.

2 Thermodynamics of the Einstein-Maxwell solution

In this section, we introduce the model of our interest in this paper. As is well-known,

3-dimensional Einstein-massive gravity in the presence of abelian electrodynamics, as a

matter field, is described by the following action [68, 69, 75, 76]

I = − 1

16π

∫

d3x
√−g

[

R− 2Λ + L(F) +m2
∑

i=1

ciUi(g, f)

]

, (2.1)

where R is the scalar curvature, Λ is the cosmological constant, L(F) is an arbitrary

Lagrangian of electrodynamics, and the last term contains the potential terms of massive

gravity. Indeed, m denotes the massive parameter, ci’s are some constants and interaction

terms Ui’s are symmetric polynomials of the eigenvalues of d × d matrix Kµ
ν =

√
gµαfαν

in an arbitrary d-dimensions. It is worth pointing out that in a d-dimensional spacetime,

the interaction terms Ui have no contribution for i > d − 2, and therefore, there is only

one potential term of massive gravity in three dimensional spacetime as U1 = Kµ
µ (see

[68–71, 75–77] for more details). Considering the action (2.1) and applying the variational

principle, the field equations can be written as

Rµν −
gµν
2

(R− 2Λ)− m2c1
2

(U1gµν −Kµν) =
1

2
gµνL(F)− 2

dL(F)

dF FµλFν
λ, (2.2)

∇µ

(

dL(F)

dF Fµν

)

= 0, (2.3)

Here, we intend to obtain static-charged black hole solutions of massive gravity in three

dimensions. To do so, we should consider an appropriate ansatz for the auxiliary reference
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metric fµν (nonphysical metric) and a 3-dimensional line-element ansatz to describe the

physical metric gµν [69, 76, 77]:

fµν = diag
(

0, 0, c20
)

, (2.4)

gµν = diag

(

−f(r),
1

f(r)
, r2
)

, (2.5)

where c0 is a positive constant. Now, we would like to review the Einstein-Maxwell solution

and then consider some corrected thermodynamics quantities. Regarding the Lagrangian

of Maxwell field (L(F) = −F) with the aforementioned field equations, one can find the

metric function as [66]

f(r) = −Λr2 −m0 − 2q2 ln (
r

l
) +m2cc1r. (2.6)

In the above equation, two integration constants m0 and q are related to the mass M and

electric charge Q of black hole as m0 = 8M and q = 2Q (see [66] for more details). In

addition, the massive parameter is denoted by m, while c and c1 are two positive constants.

It is clear that the linearly charged BTZ black hole solution is obtained by setting m = 0.

Considering the behaviour of the metric function, one finds that it is possible to have two

horizons r+ (event horizon) and r− (inner horizon). Since we would like to study the black

hole thermodynamics at the event horizon, we calculate all quantities at r+, which is the

largest real positive root of the metric function (2.6).

Evaluating the action of this configuration diverges at spatial infinity. To overcome this

problem, one must consider supplementary boundary terms in addition to the bulk action.

These 2-dimensional boundary actions (called Gibbons-Hawking and counter-term actions)

do not change the field equations arising from the variational principle. As a result, con-

sidering the obtained black hole solutions with AdS asymptote and inspired by AdS/CFT

correspondence, one would use the counter-term method to calculate the finite mass of a

black hole (see [78] for more details). So, after some straightforward calculations, we obtain

M = m0

8 . In addition, one can use the standard ADM mass calculation and rewrite the

Einstein’s action in ADM form to obtain the finite mass, as discussed in Ref. [79]. At this

stage, it is worth noting that in Ref. [79] the natural units of 8G = 1 were used; however

in this work, we follow G = 1. It is worth mentioning that the result of finite mass in Ref.

[78] is valid here since the dominant term of the metric function is Λr2-term at spatial

infinity (r → ∞).

The following dimensionless mass is obtained from the fact that the metric function is zero

at the event horizon

M = −Λ

8
r2+ −Q2 ln (

r+
l
) +

m2cc1
8

r+. (2.7)

Applying the surface gravity interpretation, we can obtain the following relation for the

temperature

T =
−Υ

4πr+
, (2.8)

where Υ ≡ 2Λr2+ −m2cc1r+ + 8Q2. Also, the uncorrected black hole entropy is given by

the area law [80]

S0 =
π

2
r+. (2.9)
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To avoid the dimensional problem of the logarithm argument in three dimensions, we

use the following dimensionless thermodynamic quantities of the charged BTZ black hole,

which are re-defined based on different powers of the length scale

T ′ = lT, S′
0 = S0/l. (2.10)

To have a positive temperature, one has to regard Υ < 0 as an essential condition.

Therefore, the logarithmic corrected (dimensionless) entropy (1.5) can be obtained as

S′ = S′
0 −

α

2
ln (S′

0T
′2) =

πr+
2l

− α

2
ln

(

lΥ2

32πr+

)

. (2.11)

It should be noted that the dimensionless parameter α is added by hand to trace the

effect of logarithmic correction in analytical expressions. Hence, its value should be α = 0

(uncorrected) or α = 1 (corrected). However, we can consider it as a free parameter and

investigate other possibilities. The first law of black hole thermodynamics is written as

dM = T ′dS′ +ΦdQ, (2.12)

where Φ denotes the electric potential, which is calculated using the the electric potential

at the event horizon [66]

Φ = −2Q ln (
r+
l
). (2.13)

Hence, the Smarr formula is given by

M = 2T ′S′ +ΦQ. (2.14)

It has been found that the first law of thermodynamics (2.12) is valid only for the case of

α = 0 (uncorrected entropy). However, in the presence of the logarithmic correction, we

can examine the validity of the first law of black hole thermodynamics by choosing the ap-

propriate parameters of the solutions. In that case (corrected entropy), the (dimensionless)

internal energy is given by

E =

∫

T ′dS′

=

[

m2cc1
8

− Λr+
8

]

r+ −Q2 ln (
r+
l
) +

αl

8π

[

6Λr+ +
8Q2

r+
−m2cc1 ln (

r+
l
)

]

. (2.15)

It is obvious that α decreases the value of E. In addition, one can obtain the dimensionless

heat capacity as follow

C = T ′ dS
′

dT ′
=

(πr+
l

− α
)

Υ

4l
(

Λr2+ − 4Q2
) − α

l
. (2.16)

Regarding the mentioned condition (Υ < 0), in the case of α = 0, we have thermodynamical

stability when Λr2+ − 4Q2 < 0. The asymptotically AdS black hole is thermally stable.

Now, we would like to discuss two cases of α > 0 and α < 0 by respecting the condition

of having a positive temperature. It should be noted that to recover Einstein’s gravity when

we turn off the massive gravity couplings, the α parameter should be positive. In the case
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of a negative α, the situation is the same as vanishing α. In In other words, the AdS black

hole is thermally stable. However, for positive α, the situation is not trivial. In this special

case (α > 0), we should consider the following restriction to obtain stable solutions

α > πr+
l

(

1− 4(Λr2+−4Q2)
6Λr2

+
−m2cc1r+−8Q2

)

, for r+ < 2Q√
|Λ|

,

α < πr+
l

(

1− 4(Λr2+−4Q2)
6Λr2

+
−m2cc1r+−8Q2

)

, for r+ > 2Q√
|Λ|

.

(2.17)

As we mentioned already, the first law of thermodynamics is only valid under the special

condition (α = 0). Near the equilibrium, we use the following expression

6Λr2+ −m2cc1r+ − 8Q2 = ǫ, (2.18)

where ǫ is an infinitesimal parameter. In the case of ǫ = 0, we have a complete equilibrium

with the validity of the second law. In that case, the specific heat is reduced to the following

expression

C =

(πr+
L

− α
)

ǫ

4
(

Λr2+ − 4Q2
) − πr+

L
. (2.19)

For the cases of α = 0 and α = ±1, we find specific heat is negative, hence the black hole

is unstable. There is a singular point as

r+c =
2Q
√

|Λ|
. (2.20)

which is not a phase transition point because the black hole is unstable before and after

that point.

We can investigate the Helmholtz free energy via the following relation

F = E − TS. (2.21)

Then, using Eqs. (2.8), (2.11) and (2.15), one can obtain the Helmholtz free energy as

follows

F = − αl

8πr+

[

Υ ln

(

lΥ2

32πr+

)

− 6Λr2+ + cc1m
2r+ ln

(r+
l

)

− 8Q2

]

+
Λr2+
8

+Q2
[

1− ln
(r+

l

)]

(2.22)

In the plots of Fig. 1 we can see the typical behaviour of the Helmholtz free energy in

terms of r+.

The case of α = 0 (absence of thermal fluctuations) is approximately similar for all cases of

Λ = 0,−1. We can see that there is a special radius where the effect of thermal fluctuations

vanishes. In the case of Λ = −1, we have two separate radii where the effect of thermal

fluctuations vanishes. In the presence of thermal fluctuations, the Helmholtz free energy

has a maximum, which may indicate an instability or phase transition. It needs further

study, which will be done via specific heat.
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Figure 1. Helmholtz free energy in terms of r+ for unit value of the model parameters.

3 Thermodynamics of the Einstein-Born-Infeld solution

Now, we will generalize our discussion to the case of nonlinear electrodynamics. So, we

regard the same field equations as presented in Eqs. (2.2) and (2.3) with the following

Lagrangian of Born-Infeld theory

L(F) = 4β2

(

1−
√

1 +
F
2β2

)

,

where β is the nonlinearity parameter (notably, for β −→ ∞ the Maxwell case is recovered).

In this case, the nonlinearly charged AdS black hole is given by the metric (2.5) with the

following metric function

f(r) = −Λr2 −m0 + 2β2r2(1− Γ) + q2
[

1− 2 ln
( r

2l
(1 + Γ)

)]

+m2cc1r, (3.1)

where β is nonlinearity parameter and

Γ =

√

1 +
q2

r2β2
. (3.2)

Since the asymptotic behavior of this nonlinearly charged solution is the same as that of

linearly charged one, we find that m0 = 8M and q = 2Q, as before. Since for very large r,

the metric function of BI-BTZ-AdS black hole reduces to Maxwell-BTZ-AdS solution; one

can find that the BI contribution does not change the asymptotic behavior of the solutions.

Therefore, the previous finite mass discussion is also valid here and we can write m0 = 8M .

In the case of f(r = r+) = 0, one can obtain

M = −Λ

8
r2+ −Q2 ln

(r+
l
(1 + Γ+)

)

+
2r2+β

2(1− Γ+) + 4Q2 +m2cc1r+
8

, (3.3)
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where Γ+ = Γ|r=r+ . The original black hole entropy of this case is similar to Eq. (2.9)

while the Hawking temperature is given by

T =
f ′(r)

4π

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=r+

= −Λr+
2π

− 4Q2

πr+(1 + Γ+)
+

m2cc1
4π

. (3.4)

In addition, the electric potential of the solution is given by [66]

Φ = −2Q ln
(r+
2l

(1 + Γ+)
)

. (3.5)

It is obvious that the first law (2.12) is valid for the case of α = 0. In the presence of α,

we also have the validity of the first law of black hole thermodynamics under the following

conditions (in units of l),

− 6β2Λ
(

Γ3
+ + 2

)

r4+ + β2m2cc1
(

Γ3
+ + 2

)

r3+ + 8Q2m2cc1r+ − 64Q4

+

(

16β2

(

1

16
m2cc1r+ − 3

8
Λ r2+ +Q2

)

Γ+ + 16Q2
(

β2 − 3Λ
)

+ 1

)

r2+ = 0, (3.6)

which satisfied at r+ = r∗+, meaning that, under effect of logarithmic correction, the first

law of black hole thermodynamics, is only valid at radius r∗+, an analogous behavior to the

linear case.

Now, we can study Gibbs free energy graphically by Fig. 2. We can see the typical behavior

of the Gibbs free energy in terms of r+ by variation of α to see the effect of logarithmic

correction. We can find a special radius where the logarithmic correction does not affect

the Gibbs free energy. Hence, the effect of thermal fluctuations strongly depends on the

r+.

Now, we can study the stability of the black hole by using heat capacity given by the

general equation C = T ′ dS′

dT ′ . Results are illustrated by plots of Fig. 3.

According to the plots of Fig. 3, we can observe the behavior of specific heat. In the

case of β = 0.5, we can see linear behavior of specific heat with a completely positive value

for α = −1 as in the previous section. The denominator of specific heat is not affected by

the logarithmic correction and gives the following critical radius

r+c = ± 2(Λ− 2β2)Q

β
√

Λ(4β2 − Λ)
. (3.7)

Discussion and details about this relation are completely similar to those reported in Ref.

[66]. In the case of α = 0 (dashed lines), we can see the linear behavior of specific heat

as discussed in Ref. [66]. However, for β = 0.5, the logarithmic correction with α = 1

leads to a decreasing value of specific heat, while α = −1 increases its value, and hence,

the black hole is completely stable. In the case of β = 1 as discussed by Ref. [66], the

specific heat may be negative at α = 0 corresponding to small r+. However, there is

no asymptotic behavior, and hence, there is no phase transition. In the presence of the

thermal fluctuations with α = −1, we can see a large/small phase transition at r+ ≈ 0.4

through a first-order phase transition (dotted line right plot of Fig. 3). For α = 1, there is
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Figure 2. Gibbs free energy in terms of r+ for m = 2 and β = 0.5; we set unit values for all other

parameters. Blue dashed lines represented the case of α = 0, red solid lines represented the case of

α = 1 and green dotted lines represented the case of α = −1.

Figure 3. Specific heat in terms of r+ for m = 2 and we set unit values for all other parameters.

Blue dashed lines represented the case of α = 0, red solid lines represented the case of α = 1 and

green dotted lines represented the case of α = −1.

a minimum of specific heat at the negative region, and therefore, the specific heat has two

zeros for this case.

In the next section, we investigate the critical behavior of both linear and nonlinear

solutions.
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3.1 Critical points

To discuss the critical point, we should study the thermodynamics pressure.

Thermodynamic pressure in the context of BTZ thermodynamics has been extensively

studied in the literature. For example, non-rotating BTZ black holes are considered by

Ref. [81] and found that there is no critical point and holographically dual Van der Waals

behavior. The same result already obtained for BTZ black holes in nonlinear electrody-

namics [82]. Now, we show the same result for the (non)linearly charged BTZ black hole

in massive gravity.

First of all, mention that the thermodynamics pressure P is related to the cosmological

constant via,

P = − Λ

8π
. (3.8)

Its conjugate quantity is the thermodynamics volume which is given by

V =
4

3
πr3+. (3.9)

In that case, it is possible to investigate the critical points and phase transition like a Van

der Waals fluid.

In the Einstein-Maxwell solution, combining condition (2.20) with the pressure (3.8) gives

[66]

PM = − Q2

2πr2+
, (3.10)

then using condition (2.18) with ǫ = 0 to have validity of the first law of thermodynamics

in the presence of logarithmic correction, we obtain

PM =
m4c2c21
211 πQ2

. (3.11)

We can see that there is no extremum, therefore there is no Van der Waals-like behavior,

as well as the case of α = 0. It means that there is no holographic dual Van der Waals

fluid. Similar results may obtained for Einstein-Born-Infeld solution where [66]

PBI = ± β2Q2

π
[

4Q2 + β2r2+(1 + Γ+)
] . (3.12)

Obtaining r+ from (3.6) and inserting it in the PBI , we find that there is no extremum.

Hence, we can see there is no critical points and Van der Waals-like behavior. However, if

we neglect the logarithmic correction, which is a good approximation for the large black

hole, we may find holographic dual Van der Waals fluid [56].

4 Geometrical thermodynamics

Geometrical thermodynamics is one of the interesting approaches to investigating the ther-

modynamic structure of black holes. In this approach, one may build a thermodynamic
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phase space by considering mass or entropy as a potential, which is a function of its cor-

responding extensive parameters. Regarding the thermodynamic metric in such a phase

space, the corresponding Ricci scalar carries information about thermodynamical prop-

erties. In other words, it is shown that the divergence points of thermodynamical Ricci

scalar coincides with the bound point or associated phase transition points. There are dif-

ferent geometrical methods so far; Weinhold [83, 84], Ruppeiner [85, 86], Quevedo [87, 88]

and HPEM [89, 90]. Such methods and a comparative study are considered in different re-

searches in the context of black holes and superconductors [91–98]. Taking into account the

thermodynamical concepts, it is obvious that no ensemble dependency should exist. The

existence of ensemble dependency or anomalies in the geometrical thermodynamic mod-

els [99] may be observed as: I) characteristic points (bound point and/or phase transition

points) are not matched with divergence point(s) of thermodynamical Ricci scalar. II) extra

divergence point is observed for the Ricci scalar which is not matched with any character-

istic points. Although, Quevedo introduced an interesting Legendre invariant method to

remove the problems of Weinhold and Ruppeiner approaches, it is shown that the Quevedo

metric may encounter an anomaly [89, 90]. The Legendre invariant HPEM metric which is

conformally related to the Quevedo metric was proposed to avoid the mentioned anomalies.

In this section, we regard the geometrical approaches toward studying the thermo-

dynamic structure of the solutions. The possible root and divergence points of the heat

capacity were obtained before, and therefore, we examine their match/mismatch with di-

vergences of the thermodynamical Ricci scalar. A successful method of geometrical ther-

modynamics covers all characteristic points that were observed in heat capacity. To put

it more clearly, no mismatch between divergence points of the Ricci scalar and associated

points of heat capacity should be observed and no extra divergence should exist.

The thermodynamic metrics of Weinhold [83, 84], Ruppeiner [85, 86], Quevedo [87, 88]

and HPEM [89, 90] are, respectively, introduces as

ds2 =















































MgWab dX
adXb Weinhold

−T−1MgRabdX
adXb Ruppeiner

(SMS +QMQ)
(

−MSSdS
2 +MQQdQ

2
)

Quevedo

MS

M3
QQ

(

−MSSdS
2 +MQQdQ

2
)

HPEM

(4.1)

where MX = ∂M/∂X and MXX = ∂2M/∂X2. To find the divergence points of the Ricci

scalar corresponding to the mentioned metrics, we can consider the roots of Ricci scalar’s
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denominator. In that case, one can obtain denominators of Ricci scalar as [89]

denom(R) =























































M2
(

MSSMQQ −M2
SQ

)2
Weinhold

M2T
(

MSSMQQ −M2
SQ

)2
Ruppeiner

M2
SSM

2
QQ (SMS +QMQ)

3 Quevedo

2M2
SSM

3
S HPEM

(4.2)

Regarding the finite mass, one finds some extra roots of Ricci scalar’s the denominator

of all thermodynamic metrics, except HPEM case, e.g., an extra (mismatched) divergence

point appears when MSSMQQ = M2
SQ for both Weinhold and Ruppeiner cases, while for

Quevedo, it appears when SMS = −QMQ or MQQ = 0. The existence of MSS and MS in

Ricci scalar’s denominator of HPEM and Quevedo metrics shows that the Ricci scalar di-

vergences are exactly matched with bound and phase transition points of the heat capacity.

Since the analytical discussion is impossible, we use numerical calculations and give

the results in some diagrams (see Figs. 4, 5, 6 and 7).

Comparing the plot of the Ricci scalar and heat capacity, we find that for zero α, all the

Ricci scalars have an extra divergence far from the root of heat capacity, except HPEM one.

In other words, the heat capacity is a finite nonzero function in such an extra divergence.

So, except for the HPEM case, other thermodynamic metrics have the mentioned anomaly.

For the case of nonzero α, the same behavior is seen for the mentioned cases far from

the root of heat capacity. Also, one may observe some extra divergences near the root of

heat capacity. The existence of a divergence at the root of heat capacity is expected to

characterize the bound point. However, there may exist additional divergence in this region,

which is due to the logarithmic form of thermal fluctuations of entropy. So, for nonzero

α, we should take care of the mentioned extra divergence of the Ricci scalar, which is due

to the functional form of corrected entropy. As a final point, we should note that all the

mentioned figures and discussions in this section are related to the linear Maxwell solution

and for the nonlinear one, the same behaviour is observed, which is ignored for the sake of

brevity.
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Figure 4. Weinhold’s metric: CQ (continuous line) and R (dotted line) versus r+ for Q = c =

c1 = 1, Λ = −1, l = 0.01 and m = 2.

Upper panels: α = −1, middle panel: α = 0 and lower panels: α = +1.
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Figure 5. Ruppeiner’s metric: CQ (continuous line) and R (dotted line) versus r+ for Q = c =

c1 = 1, Λ = −1, l = 0.01 and m = 2.

Upper panels: α = −1, middle panel: α = 0 and lower panels: α = +1.
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Figure 6. Quevedo’s metric: CQ (continuous line) andR (dotted line) versus r+ forQ = c = c1 = 1,

Λ = −1, l = 0.01 and m = 2.

Upper panels: α = −1, middle panel: α = 0 and lower panels: α = +1.
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Figure 7. HPEM’s metric: CQ (continuous line) and R (dotted line) versus r+ for Q = c = c1 = 1,

Λ = −1, l = 0.01 and m = 2.

Upper panels: α = −1, middle panel: α = 0 and lower panels: α = +1.
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5 Conclusions and discussions

It is believed that the logarithmic correction to the entropy of a black object is obtained

in almost all approaches to quantum gravity. Therefore, one may consider it as a uni-

versal model-independent result. So, the first step is to calculate the non-perturbative

entropy and temperature with the conventional method. As the second step, we should

build the argument of logarithmic function which is proportional to ”S0 × T 2”. Since di-

mensions of temperature (T ) and entropy (S0) in arbitrary d-dimensions are, respectively,

L−1 and Ld−2, one finds that the argument of logarithm (S0T
2) is dimensionless only in

4-dimensions. So, we have to define dimensionless T and S0 in arbitrary dimensions d 6= 4.

The third step is devoted to the calculation of the corrected entropy as presented in (1.5).

As the last step, we can obtain different quantities related to the stability of the solutions

(such as heat capacity and free energy) with new corrected entropy to find the stability

criteria in the presence of thermal fluctuations.

Now, we summarize our results here. First, we have developed the corrected thermody-

namical equation of states for static charged BTZ black hole with AdS asymptotes in the

context of massive gravity by considering small statistical fluctuations to the system. In

particular, we derived the dimensionless internal energy and heat capacity. In case when

thermal fluctuation is considered, we must have nonzero α. Remarkably, the negative α

does not impact the stability of the AdS solution. However, for positive α the situation is

not trivial stability can be achieved under certain restrictions.

We have found that the specific heat is negative for the cases of α = 0 and α = ±1,

hence the black hole is unstable, and there exists a singular point that is not a phase

transition point because the black hole is unstable before and after that point. Therefore,

the final stage of the black hole stability depends on the correction coefficient and non-

linear parameter. Hence the mentioned black remnants in the introduction section which

was in the absence of the logarithmic correction may be happen again which is the subject

of the future work.

In the presence of thermal fluctuations, the Helmholtz free energy has a maximum

which may be a sign of an instability or phase transition.

Furthermore, we extended our study for the case of nonlinearly charged AdS black

hole. Here, we emphasized that there is not any considerable change in the behavior of

Gibbs free energy under thermal correction. For parameter β = 0.5, we can see linear

behavior of specific heat with a completely positive value for α = −1. In presence of

the thermal fluctuations with α = −1, we found large/small phase transition at r+ ≈ 0.4

through a first order phase transition. For α = 1, there is a minimum of specific heat at

the negative region and therefore, the specific heat has two zeros for this case. We found

that the critical points and Van der Waals-like behavior don’t occur here.

According to the results of Ref. [100], dynamical stability of a black hole is equivalent to

its thermodynamic stability. Such equality may break in presence of thermal fluctuation.

Ignoring thermal fluctuations (classical description), the nonlinearly charged AdS black

hole in massive gravity may be stable thermodynamically and hence dynamically. But in

presence of thermal fluctuations it is unstable thermodynamically at small sizes, but it is
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stable dynamically. It may be a classical equivalent which violated in presence of thermal

fluctuations. It means that log correction has no any effect on dynamical stability.

In order to investigate the thermodynamic structure, we utilized geometrical ther-

modynamics. The numerical calculations show that in thermal equilibrium, all the Ricci

scalars have an extra divergence far from the root of heat capacity, except HPEM one.

In the case of a thermally disturbed system, the same behavior is seen for the mentioned

cases far from the root of heat capacity. Besides, one may observe some extra divergences

near the root of heat capacity. The existence of a divergence at the root of heat capacity is

expected to characterize the bound point. However, there may exist additional divergence

in this region which is due to the logarithmic form of thermal fluctuations of entropy.

In addition to what was mentioned above, it is interesting to use the results of this

paper to study the black hole remnants. Besides, studying the logarithmic corrections to

the entropy may be considered via microscopic degrees of freedom of black objects in the

context of conformal field theory. Moreover, it may be useful to focus on the information

loss paradox based on the obtained results. Furthermore, it is interesting to investigate the

shear viscosity to entropy ratio of this model due to the mentioned logarithmic correction

and examine its lower bound. Finally, it will be worthy to consider higher order correction

terms [101] to investigate black hole thermodynamics in the case of various modifications

of gravity [102–104]. We leave these issues for future work.
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