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Thermodynamics of black holes offers a promising avenue for exploring the quantum nature of
black holes and quantum gravity. In this Letter, we investigate the thermodynamic properties of
dyonic black holes in the five-dimensional Einstein-Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory, obtained from
IIB supergravity. We demonstrate that the standard form of the first law of thermodynamics
is inconsistent with the quantum statistical relation widely adopted in black hole physics. By
employing the on-shell variation of the Euclidean action and the Iyer-Wald formalism, we resolve
this discrepancy and derive both the standard form of the first law and Smarr formula for the dyonic
black holes. Furthermore, our findings are corroborated by numerical tests and are consistent with
general hydrodynamic expectations.

Introduction.–Black hole might be one of the sim-
plest yet most complex object known in physics. Often
regarded as the “atom” of the 21st century physics, it of-
fers a promising window into the nature of gravity. While
many classical properties of black holes have been uncov-
ered over the last century, understanding their quantum
features remains a significant challenge. The discovery
of Hawking radiation [1] revealed that black holes are
thermodynamic systems with finite temperature. Specif-
ically, the entropy of a black hole is equal to a quarter of
its event horizon area in Planck units. This famous area
law suggests the holographic nature of quantum gravity,
i.e., the description of a volume of space can be thought
as encoded on a lower dimensional boundary to that re-
gion. Nevertheless, understanding the microstates of a
quantum black hole and resolving the black hole infor-
mation paradox remain big problems.

Black hole thermodynamics lies at the intersection of
gravitation, statistics physics and quantum mechanics.
The fundamental thermodynamic quantity, the free en-
ergy W of a black hole, can be calculated using the path
integral approach and is expressed as the product of the
temperature T and its Euclidean on-shell action IE in a
semi-classical approximation [2]:

W = T IE , (1)

This relationship is known as the quantum statistical
relation [3] which serves as a cornerstone of the black
hole thermodynamics and has become a standard frame-
work for discussing the thermodynamics of black holes
in textbooks. For example, it has significant applica-
tions in studying black hole thermodynamics in Anti-de
Sitter (AdS) spacetime, such as the Hawking-Page tran-
sition [4], liquid–gas phase transition [5, 6]. Furthermore,
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the thermodynamic properties of black holes play a cru-
cial role in applying holography to strongly coupled quan-
tum many-body systems [7–10].
Even though our understanding of black hole thermo-

dynamics is primarily theoretical, the fact that the identi-
fication in equation (1) yields thermodynamics potential
consistent with the laws of black hole thermodynamics
is rather remarkable and by no means obvious, partic-
ularly for gravitational systems involving matter fields.
In this Letter, we demonstrate that, despite the exten-
sive research, our understanding of black hole thermo-
dynamics remains incomplete. We will focus on a black
hole within the framework of Einstein-Maxwell-Chern-
Simons theory. This is a “top-down” model, meaning
that the action can be derived from a consistent trun-
cation of supergravity or M-theory. Black hole ther-
modynamics in this theory has attracted substantial in-
terests, including black hole in Gödel universe [11, 12],
rotating black holes [13, 14], helical black holes [15].
Of particular interest is the dyonic black holes in AdS
spacetime [16–18], which allows intriguing phenomenol-
ogy, such as magnetic-field-driven quantum phase tran-
sition and the chiral transports [19–21]. Although the
dyonic solutions were reported decades ago, their ther-
modynamics properties have not been thoroughly inves-
tigated.
In the presence of an external magnetic field, the stan-

dard laws of thermodynamics, as presented in textbooks,
are expressed as [22]

δw = −sδT − ρδµ−MBδB ,

δϵ = Tδs+ µδρ−MBδB ,
(2)

where w = W/V is the free energy density in a fixed
spatial volume V , and the energy density ϵ is given by
the thermodynamic relation ϵ = w + Ts+ µρ [23]. Here
T, µ and B denote temperature, chemical potential and
magnetic field, respectively, while their conjugate quan-
tities are the entropy density s, charge density ρ, and
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magnetization MB . In this study, we shall investigate
the thermodynamics of the dyonic black holes within
the top-down Einstein-Maxwell theory that includes a
Chern-Simons term. We will demonstrate that the con-
ventional treatment of black hole thermodynamics, par-
ticularly the quantum statistical relation (1), does not
yield the standard laws of thermodynamics as articulated
in (2). The aim of this Letter is then to address this in-
consistent and derive both the generalized Smarr formula
and the first law using the method of on-shell variation
for Euclidean action as well as the Iyer-Wald formalism.
Our analytical results are further supported by numerics.

Model and violation of thermodynamics first
law.–The action of the five-dimensional Einstein-
Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory reads

S =
1

16πG

∫
d5x

√
−g
(
R+

12

L2
− 1

4
FabF

ab

+
k

24
ϵabcdeAaFbcFde

)
,

(3)

where F = dA is the field strength of the U(1) gauge field
Aa, G is the Newton’s constant, L is the AdS radius, and
k is the Chern-Simons coupling. The action is invariant
under the transformation (k,Aa) ↔ (−k,−Aa), allowing
us to restrict our focus to k ≥ 0. When k = ksusy = 2√

3
,

this action corresponds to the bosonic part of minimal
supergravity and can be derived from a consistent trun-
cation of Type IIB supergravity or M-theory [24, 25].
More generally, k can be treated as a free parameter from
the bottom-up perspective, and our discussion will be in-
dependent of the value of k. Henceforth, we shall set
16πG = ℏ = c = kB = L = 1.

One obtains the equations of motion:

Gab −
6

L2
gab −

1

2

(
FacF

c
b − 1

4
gabFcdF

cd
)

= 0 , (4)

∇bF
ba +

k

8
ϵabcdeFbcFde = 0 , (5)

for which the dyonic black holes are expressed as

ds2 =
1

r2

[
−
(
fe−χ − h2p2

)
dt2 + 2ph2dtdz

+ dx2 + dy2 + h2dz2 +
dr2

f

]
,

A =Atdt+
B

2
(xdy − ydx)−Azdz ,

(6)

where f, χ, h, p, At and Az are functions of the radial
coordinate r. The constant B is nothing but the con-
stant background magnetic field perpendicular to the x-y
plane. The asymptotically AdS boundary is located at
r = 0, while the black hole horizon is assumed at r = rh.
The system admits an analytical black hole solution

when B = 0:

f = 1−
(
1 +

µ2r2h
3

)
r4

r4h
+

µ2

3r4h
r6 , At = µ

(
1− r2

r2h

)
, (7)

with h = 1, χ = p = Az = 0. This is nothing but the
standard electrically charged AdS Reissner-Nordström
black hole with chemical potential µ. However, for a
non-zero magnetic field B ̸= 0, one must solve the sys-
tem numerically. Interestingly, the interplay between the
electric charge and magnetic field leads to a quantum
phase transition when the magnetic field crosses a criti-
cal value Bc [16–18].
For the dyonic black holes that asymptotically ap-

proach to AdS5, one has the the following asymptotic
expansion as r → 0,

f(r) = 1 + · · ·+ f4r
4 + · · · ,

χ(r) = χ0 + · · · ,
h(r) = 1 + · · ·+ h4r

4 + · · · ,
p(r) = p4r

4 + · · · ,

At(r) = e−χ0/2
(
µ− ρ

2
r2 + · · ·

)
,

Az(r) = Az2r
2 + · · · .

(8)

The boundary data are specified by seven parameters
f4, χ0, h4, p4, µ, ρ and Az2. The physical interpretation
of these parameters will be clear later. Near the event
horizon, we impose regularity conditions with f(rh) =
At(rh) = p(rh) = 0. The temperature and entropy den-
sity are given by

T = −eχ0/2

4π
f ′e−χ/2

∣∣∣
r=rh

, s =
4πh

r3

∣∣∣
r=rh

. (9)

The latter is from the famous Bekenstein-Hawking area
law. We will finally set χ0 = 0 to ensure that the Hawk-
ing temperature of the black hole corresponds to be the
temperature of the boundary field theory.
We now calculate the on-shell Euclidean action to anal-

yse the thermodynamics of the black hole solutions. We
consider the total Euclidean action IE defined as

IE = I + Ibdy , (10)

where I = −iS and Ibdy represents the Euclidean bound-
ary action, including counter terms. Other physical
quantities of the system can be obtained from the expec-
tation values of the boundary stress-energy tensor ⟨Tµν⟩
and current ⟨Jµ⟩. For more details, please refer to sup-
plementary material [26]. The non-zero components are

ϵ = ⟨Ttt⟩ = −3f4 + 8h4 +
B2

4
,

P⊥ = ⟨Txx⟩ = ⟨Tyy⟩ = −f4 −
B2

6
,

P∥ = ⟨Tzz⟩ = −f4 + 8h4 +
B2

12
,

⟨Ttz⟩ = ⟨Tzt⟩ = 4p4 = −k

2
Bµ2 ,

(11)

as well as

⟨J t⟩ = ρ, ⟨Jz⟩ = −2Az2 = kBµ , (12)
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where we have chosen the covariant current by omitting
the Chern-Simons contribution. The momentum density
⟨Ttz⟩ and the current density ⟨Jz⟩ arise from the chiral
anomaly. The transverse pressure P⊥ differs from the
longitudinal pressure P∥ due to the magnetic field.

The free energy can be obtained using the quantum
statistical relation (1). A detailed calculation reveals that
w can be expressed in three equivalent forms

w = ϵ− Ts− µρ− kB

3

∫ rh

0

At A
′
zdr , (13)

= −P⊥ +B

∫ rh

0

[B
r

(
e−

χ
2 h− 1

)
+

2k

3
AtA

′
z

]
dr

+B2 ln rh , (14)

= −P∥ +
kB

3

∫ rh

0

A′
tAzdr , (15)

These expressions lead to the following Smarr-type rela-
tions:

ϵ+ P∥ = Ts+ µρ , (16)

P∥ = P⊥ −
(∫ rh

0

[
B

r

(
e−

χ
2 h− 1

)
+

kAtA
′
z

]
dr +B ln rh

)
B . (17)

We highlight that the expression for the free energy
in equation (13) includes a nontrivial bulk integration
term that is proportional to the Chern-Simons coupling
k, signaling a violation of the standard law of thermo-
dynamics (2). Furthermore, a direct calculation of the
entropy and magnetic susceptibility χB ≡ MB/B from
the free energy reveals that

−
(
∂w

∂T

)
B,µ

̸= s, − 1

B

(
∂w

∂B

)
T,µ

̸= χhydro
B , (18)

where s is the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy and χhydro
B

is the magnetic susceptibility derived from field theory
and hydrodynamics [27–29] (see also (36) and supplemen-
tary material). This discrepancy is clearly illustrated in
Fig. 1. Such significant deviations indicate that the stan-
dard first law of black hole thermodynamics, as typically
presented in textbooks, does not apply to the Einstein-
Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory, suggesting an inconsis-
tency within the system.

The cure of first law.–To address the issues above,
we will conduct a thorough analysis and establish a con-
sistent formulation of the first law of thermodynamics.
Our approach will employ two independent methods: the
variation of Euclidean on-shell action and the Iyer-Wald
formalism. The computations are quite involved, please
refer to the supplemental material for more details.

In Euclidean signature, the black hole horizon is
smooth when the Euclidean time τ = it is periodic,
with a period given by ∆τ = 4π/(f ′e−χ/2)|r=rh . Conse-
quently, the only remaining boundary is the AdS bound-
ary. The variation of the total on-shell Euclidean action
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FIG. 1. Numerical tests of the first law of thermodynam-
ics for dyonic black holes obtained by the quantum statistic
relation (1). Top: Comparison of the Bekenstein-Hawking
entropy s and −(∂w/∂T )|µ,B at B = 0.33. Bottom: Com-

parison of magnetic susceptibility from hydrodynamics χhydro
B

and −(∂w/∂B)|µ,T at T = 0.005. One can find signifi-
cant deviation. The plots are for minimal supergravity with
k = ksusy = 2√

3
and µ = 1.

is given by

δIE = ∆τV

{
e−

χ0
2

[
−ρδµ− (eχ0ϵ− µρ)

δχ0

2

]
− kδQcs − e−χ0/2MBδB

}
,

(19)

where V =
∫
dxdydz. The quantity Qcs, arising from the

Chern-Simons term of (3), is given by

Qcs =
B

6

∫ rh

0

(A′
zAt −AzA

′
t)dr , (20)

and MB is defined as

MB =−

(∫ rh

0

[
B

r

(
e−χ/2h− 1

)
+

k

2
(A′

zAt −AzA
′
t)

]
dr +B ln rh

)
.

(21)

As we will show the latter is nothing other than the mag-
netization.
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Note that the temperature is given by T = eχ0/2

∆τ .

Therefore, the variation of χ0 yields δχ0 = 2 δT
T with

∆τ held fixed [30]. Using the quantum statistical rela-
tion (1), we obtain

δw =−
(
s+ e

χ0
2
kQcs

T

)
δT − ρδµ

− e
χ0
2 kδQcs −MBδB .

(22)

It is manifest that the deviation from the standard form
of the first law is attributed to the bulk integration Qcs.
Note also that (22) is independent of the specific defini-
tion of black hole energy. Nevertheless, after performing
the Legendre transformation w̃ = w + eχ0/2kQcs, we re-
cover the standard thermodynamic relation:

w̃ = ϵ− Ts− µρ , (23)

δw̃ = −sδT − ρδµ−MBδB , (24)

where MB is the magnetization of the system. Moreover,
this identification also yields the expected relation

P∥ = P⊥ +MBB = −w̃ , (25)

by using (17).
We have demonstrated that in order to uphold the

standard laws of thermodynamics, as expressed in (23)
and (24), the quantum statistical relation (1) must be
modified. This conclusion can be definitively proven us-
ing the Iyer-Wald formalism which is a powerful frame-
work for studying black hole thermodynamics [31, 32].
For example, it provides an elegant derivation of the ex-
tended black hole thermodynamics [33] and thermody-
namics of black holes with scalar hair [34]. We will show
that (23) and (24) can be derived exactly from the Iyer-
Wald formalism.

Following the Iyer-Wald procedure [32], the variation
of the Lagrangian 5-form L = Lϵ of (3) under a gen-
eral variation of the dynamical fields ϕ = (gab, Aa) is
expressed as

δL = Eδϕ+ dΘ , (26)

where E represents the equations of motion (4) and (5),
and Θ is the symplectic potential form. For a variation
induced by an infinitesimal diffeomorphism δξx

a = ξa(x),
Noether’s theorem guarantees the existence of a Noether
current 4-form defined by

J ≡ Θ(ϕ,Lξϕ)− ξ · L , (27)

where ξ· denotes the contraction of ξa with the first
index of L. A standard calculation [35] shows that
dJ = −ELξϕ, which implies that J is closed on-shell
for any ξa. Thus, there exists a Noether charge 3-form
Q, locally constructed from ϕ and ξa, such that J = dQ
when the fields ϕ satisfy the equations of motion. More-
over, if δϕ satisfies the linearized equations and ξa is a

symmetry of the solution, i.e. Lξϕ = 0, we obtain the
fundamental identity

ω = δJ− d(ξ ·Θ) = d (δQ− ξ ·Θ) = 0 , (28)

where ω = ω(ϕ, δϕ,Lξϕ) denotes the symplectic current.
We choose the time-like Killing vector ξa = (∂t)

a =
δat , which vanishes at the event horizon r = rh. Let Σ
be a t =const. space-like hypersurface with the horizon
r = rh as its interior boundary. Thus, the boundary of
this hypersurface, ∂Σ, includes the contributions from
the non-compact x, y, z directions, namely

∂Σ = Sr=rh ∪ Sr=0 ∪ Sx=Lx/2 ∪ Sx=−Lx/2 ∪
Sy=Ly/2 ∪ Sy=−Ly/2 ∪ Sz=Lz/2 ∪ Sz=−Lz/2 .

Without loss of generality, we regulate the boundaries
by considering finite limits (Lx, Ly, Lz) along the three
spatial directions, giving a spatial volume V = LxLyLz.
By integrating (28) over the hypersurface Σ, we derive
the first law of black hole thermodynamics:

δϵ = Tδs+ µδρ−MBδB , (29)

where MB is defined as in (21).
In addition to the fundamental identity (28), we have

dQ = −ξ · L , (30)

when the dynamical fields ϕ satisfy the equations of mo-
tion and ξ is a Killing vector (i.e. Lξϕ = 0). By integrat-
ing (30) over the hypersurface Σ and applying Stokes’s
theorem, we obtain∫

∂Σ

Q = −
∫
Σ

ξ · L . (31)

From this, we obtain explicitly that

w̃ = ϵ− Ts− µρ = w + kQcs , (32)

which is the expected thermodynamic relation, confirm-
ing (23). Combining (29) and (32), we obtain

δw̃ = −sδT − ρδµ−MBδB , (33)

which matches exactly the results obtained from the on-
shell variation of the Euclidean action, as given in (23)
and (24). Considering the scaling symmetry together
with the first law, one obtains the (generalized) Smarr
relation

4ϵ− 3(Ts+ µρ) + 2MBB =
B2

2
. (34)

The left-hand side of this equation is non-zero in the
presence of magnetic field B, indicating a derivation from
the standard Smarr relation due to the chiral anomaly.
This situation is analogous to the Kerr-AdS case, where
the breaking of scale invariance leads to a generalized
Smarr formula [3].
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Furthermore, using the expressions for the bulk on-
shell action (see supplementary material), we obtain
from (31) that P∥ = P⊥ +MBB which matches exactly
with (25). By using (11), we derive an explicit expression
for the magnetization:

MB =
P∥ − P⊥

B
=

B

4
+

8h4

B
, (35)

in addition to −(∂w̃/∂B)|µ,T from (33). As a consistency
check, we find that the magnetic susceptibility obtained
from field theory and hydrodynamics [27–29]:

χhydro
B ≡ MB

B
=

1

4
+

8h4

B2
, (36)

is in exact agreement with the one from our result (35).
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FIG. 2. Numerical verification of the thermodynamics of dy-
onic black holes in minimal supergravity: δw̃ = −sδT −ρδµ−
MBδB. Top: Comparison of the Bekenstein-Hawking en-
tropy s of (9) and −(∂w̃/∂T )|µ,B at B = 0.33. Bottom:
Comparison of magnetization MB of (35) and −(∂w̃/∂B)|µ,T

at T = 0.005. The agreement is perfect within numerical er-
rors. The plots are generated for k = ksusy = 2√

3
and µ = 1.

We now verify our results using the full numerical com-
putations presented in Fig. 2. The top panel of Fig. 2 il-
lustrates the temperature dependence of entropy density
s both from the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy (9) and the
one derived from the first law (33). These two results are
in perfect agreement, in sharp contrast to the result from
the quantum statistical relation (1), as shown in Fig. 1.
The bottom panel of Fig. 2 depicts the magnetization as
a function of magnetic field, where the analytical expres-
sion (21) quantitatively matches the numerical results
obtained from the first law (33).

Conclusion.–We have investigated the thermody-
namics of dyonic black hole in five-dimensional Einstein-
Maxwell gravity with a Chern-Simons term, obtained
from IIB supergravity. Surprisingly, we have found that
the textbook results for the first law of thermodynam-
ics break down when applying the quantum statistical
relation (1), as illustrated in Fig. 1. Using two inde-
pendent methods, the on-shell variation of the total Eu-
clidean action and the Iyer-Wald formalism, we have re-
solved this issue and established the standard first law
of thermodynamics, which agrees with field theory and
hydrodynamics, and has been validated through numer-
ical tests (see Fig. 2). We have explicitly demonstrated
that the free energy of the system should be expressed
as w̃ = w + kQcs of (32), rather than w derived from
the on-shell action (1), which has been widely adopted
in the literature. It is important to note that Qcs of (20)
is a non-local bulk integration that cannot be eliminated
by adding any local boundary term when computing the
on-shell Euclidean action via (1).

Our work highlights the necessity for a deeper under-
standing of black hole thermodynamics, particularly in
the presence of magnetic fields. Specifically, a correct
formulation of the first law of black hole thermodynam-
ics is crucial for studying magnetic phenomena, such as
magnetization, the magnetocaloric effect, and quantum
phase transitions induced by magnetic fields in hologra-
phy. The methods employed here are applicable to any
geometric theory of gravity. We anticipate that similar
results may arise in other systems, such as [36]. Further-
more, it is of significant interest to provide a microscopic
interpretation for our findings from both the supergravity
perspective and the dual boundary quantum field theory.

Acknowledgments–We thank Mirjam Cvetic, Hong
Lu, Peng-Zhang He, Yong Xiao, Amos Yarom and Hua
Zhan for useful discussions. This work was partly sup-
ported by the National Natural Science Foundation of
China Grants No. 12075298, No. 12122513, No. 11991052,
No. 12047503, and No.12247156.

[1] S. W. Hawking, Particle Creation by Black Holes, Com-
mun. Math. Phys. 43, 199 (1975), [Erratum: Com-

mun.Math.Phys. 46, 206 (1976)].

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02345020
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02345020


6

[2] G. W. Gibbons and S. W. Hawking, Action Integrals and
Partition Functions in Quantum Gravity, Phys. Rev. D
15, 2752 (1977).

[3] G. W. Gibbons, M. J. Perry, and C. N. Pope, The
First law of thermodynamics for Kerr-anti-de Sitter black
holes, Class. Quant. Grav. 22, 1503 (2005), arXiv:hep-
th/0408217.

[4] S. W. Hawking and D. N. Page, Thermodynamics of
Black Holes in anti-De Sitter Space, Commun. Math.
Phys. 87, 577 (1983).

[5] A. Chamblin, R. Emparan, C. V. Johnson, and R. C.
Myers, Charged AdS black holes and catastrophic holog-
raphy, Phys. Rev. D 60, 064018 (1999), arXiv:hep-
th/9902170.

[6] D. Kubiznak and R. B. Mann, P-V criticality of charged
AdS black holes, JHEP 07, 033, arXiv:1205.0559 [hep-
th].

[7] J. Casalderrey-Solana, H. Liu, D. Mateos, K. Rajagopal,
and U. A. Wiedemann, Gauge/String Duality, Hot QCD
and Heavy Ion Collisions (Cambridge University Press,
2014) arXiv:1101.0618 [hep-th].

[8] M. Ammon and J. Erdmenger, Gauge/gravity dual-
ity: Foundations and applications (Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 2015).

[9] J. Zaanen, Y.-W. Sun, Y. Liu, and K. Schalm, Holo-
graphic Duality in Condensed Matter Physics (Cam-
bridge Univ. Press, 2015).

[10] S. A. Hartnoll, A. Lucas, and S. Sachdev, Holographic
Quantum Matter (MIT Press, 2018).

[11] G. Barnich and G. Compere, Conserved charges and ther-
modynamics of the spinning Godel black hole, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 95, 031302 (2005), arXiv:hep-th/0501102.

[12] E. G. Gimon and A. Hashimoto, Black holes in Godel uni-
verses and pp waves, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 021601 (2003),
arXiv:hep-th/0304181.

[13] J. B. Gutowski and H. S. Reall, Supersymmetric AdS(5)
black holes, JHEP 02, 006, arXiv:hep-th/0401042.

[14] Z. W. Chong, M. Cvetic, H. Lu, and C. N. Pope, Gen-
eral non-extremal rotating black holes in minimal five-
dimensional gauged supergravity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95,
161301 (2005), arXiv:hep-th/0506029.

[15] A. Donos and J. P. Gauntlett, Black holes dual to he-
lical current phases, Phys. Rev. D 86, 064010 (2012),
arXiv:1204.1734 [hep-th].

[16] E. D’Hoker and P. Kraus, Magnetic Field Induced Quan-
tum Criticality via new Asymptotically AdS5 Solutions,
Class. Quant. Grav. 27, 215022 (2010), arXiv:1006.2573
[hep-th].

[17] E. D’Hoker and P. Kraus, Holographic Metamagnetism,
Quantum Criticality, and Crossover Behavior, JHEP 05,
083, arXiv:1003.1302 [hep-th].

[18] E. D’Hoker and P. Kraus, Quantum Criticality via
Magnetic Branes, Lect. Notes Phys. 871, 469 (2013),
arXiv:1208.1925 [hep-th].

[19] J. Erdmenger, M. Haack, M. Kaminski, and A. Yarom,
Fluid dynamics of R-charged black holes, JHEP 01, 055,
arXiv:0809.2488 [hep-th].

[20] N. Banerjee, J. Bhattacharya, S. Bhattacharyya,
S. Dutta, R. Loganayagam, and P. Surowka, Hydro-
dynamics from charged black branes, JHEP 01, 094,
arXiv:0809.2596 [hep-th].

[21] D. T. Son and P. Surowka, Hydrodynamics with Tri-
angle Anomalies, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 191601 (2009),

arXiv:0906.5044 [hep-th].
[22] L. D. Landau, E. Lifshitz, and L. P. Pitaevskii, Electrody-

namics of Continuous Media, (Butterworth-Heinemann,
1995).

[23] Alternatively, we can define a total energy ϵtot = ϵ +
MBB. Then, the first law of thermodynamics is given by
δϵtot = Tδs+ µδρ+BδMB .

[24] A. Buchel and J. T. Liu, Gauged supergravity from type
IIB string theory on Y**p,q manifolds, Nucl. Phys. B
771, 93 (2007), arXiv:hep-th/0608002.

[25] J. P. Gauntlett, E. O Colgain, and O. Varela, Proper-
ties of some conformal field theories with M-theory duals,
JHEP 02, 049, arXiv:hep-th/0611219.

[26] The supplementary material provides more details for the
definition of thermodynamic quantities, the variation of
the Euclidean action, the computation of Iyer-Wald for-
malism and an overview of magnetic susceptibility from
hydrodynamics, supporting the results made in the main
text, which also includes relevant references [37–41].

[27] P. Kovtun, Thermodynamics of polarized relativistic
matter, JHEP 07, 028, arXiv:1606.01226 [hep-th].

[28] K. Jensen, R. Loganayagam, and A. Yarom, Anomaly
inflow and thermal equilibrium, JHEP 05, 134,
arXiv:1310.7024 [hep-th].

[29] M. Ammon, M. Kaminski, R. Koirala, J. Leiber, and
J. Wu, Quasinormal modes of charged magnetic black
branes & chiral magnetic transport, JHEP 04, 067,
arXiv:1701.05565 [hep-th].

[30] A. Donos and J. P. Gauntlett, On the thermody-
namics of periodic AdS black branes, JHEP 10, 038,
arXiv:1306.4937 [hep-th].

[31] R. M. Wald, Black hole entropy is the Noether charge,
Phys. Rev. D 48, R3427 (1993), arXiv:gr-qc/9307038.

[32] V. Iyer and R. M. Wald, Some properties of Noether
charge and a proposal for dynamical black hole entropy,
Phys. Rev. D 50, 846 (1994), arXiv:gr-qc/9403028.

[33] Y. Xiao, Y. Tian, and Y.-X. Liu, Extended Black Hole
Thermodynamics from Extended Iyer-Wald Formalism,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 021401 (2024), arXiv:2308.12630
[gr-qc].

[34] L. Li, On Thermodynamics of AdS Black Holes
with Scalar Hair, Phys. Lett. B 815, 136123 (2021),
arXiv:2008.05597 [gr-qc].

[35] J. Lee and R. M. Wald, Local symmetries and con-
straints, J. Math. Phys. 31, 725 (1990).

[36] E. D’Hoker and P. Kraus, Charge Expulsion from Black
Brane Horizons, and Holographic Quantum Criticality in
the Plane, JHEP 09, 105, arXiv:1202.2085 [hep-th].

[37] J. P. Gauntlett, J. Sonner, and T. Wiseman, Quan-
tum Criticality and Holographic Superconductors in M-
theory, JHEP 02, 060, arXiv:0912.0512 [hep-th].

[38] R. M. Wald, On identically closed forms locally con-
structed from a field, J. Math. Phys. 31, 2378 (1990).

[39] S. Hollands and R. M. Wald, Stability of Black Holes and
Black Branes, Commun. Math. Phys. 321, 629 (2013),
arXiv:1201.0463 [gr-qc].

[40] M. Ammon, J. Leiber, and R. P. Macedo, Phase diagram
of 4D field theories with chiral anomaly from holography,
JHEP 03, 164, arXiv:1601.02125 [hep-th].

[41] I. Amado, K. Landsteiner, and F. Pena-Benitez, Anoma-
lous transport coefficients from Kubo formulas in Holog-
raphy, JHEP 05, 081, arXiv:1102.4577 [hep-th].

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.15.2752
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.15.2752
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/22/9/002
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0408217
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0408217
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01208266
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01208266
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.064018
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9902170
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9902170
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2012)033
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.0559
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.0559
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009403504
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781009403504
https://arxiv.org/abs/1101.0618
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511846373
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511846373
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139942492
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139942492
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.031302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.031302
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0501102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.021601
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0304181
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2004/02/006
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0401042
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.161301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.161301
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0506029
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.064010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1204.1734
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/27/21/215022
https://arxiv.org/abs/1006.2573
https://arxiv.org/abs/1006.2573
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2010)083
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2010)083
https://arxiv.org/abs/1003.1302
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-37305-3_18
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.1925
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2009/01/055
https://arxiv.org/abs/0809.2488
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2011)094
https://arxiv.org/abs/0809.2596
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.191601
https://arxiv.org/abs/0906.5044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2007.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2007.03.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0608002
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/02/049
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0611219
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2016)028
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.01226
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2014)134
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.7024
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2017)067
https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.05565
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2013)038
https://arxiv.org/abs/1306.4937
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.48.R3427
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9307038
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.50.846
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9403028
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.021401
https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.12630
https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.12630
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136123
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.05597
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.528801
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2012)105
https://arxiv.org/abs/1202.2085
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2010)060
https://arxiv.org/abs/0912.0512
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.528839
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-012-1638-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/1201.0463
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2016)164
https://arxiv.org/abs/1601.02125
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2011)081
https://arxiv.org/abs/1102.4577


7

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

This supplementary material provides a detailed analysis referenced in the main text. We present the equations of
motion for the dyonic black holes and compute all thermodynamic quantities. We then outline the on-shell variation
of the Euclidean action and the Iyer-Wald formalism in detail. We also derive the Smarr relation and offer a brief
overview of the hydrodynamic description of the chiral charged fluid in the presence of a strong external magnetic
field.

A: Equations of motion and thermodynamics

The explicit form of the equations of motion for the dyonic black holes is given by

[eχ/2h
r

(A′
t + pA′

z)
]′
+ kBA′

z = 0 ,[eχ/2
rh

(
ph2A′

t − (fe−χ − h2p2)A′
z

)]′
− kBA′

t = 0 ,

f ′′

f
− χ′′ +

(
χ′

2
− 3f ′

2f

)
χ′ −

3eχ
(
h2p′2 + r2(A′

t + pA′
z)

2
)

2f
+

6h′

rh
+

r2A′2
z

2h2
− 3B2r2

2f
+

12− 12f

r2f
= 0 ,

f ′′

f
− χ′′ −

(
h′

h
+

3χ′

2
+

3

r

)
f ′

f
+

(
h′

h
+

χ′

2

)
χ′ −

eχ
(
2h2p′2 + r2(A′

t + pA′
z)

2
)

f
+

6h′

rh
= 0 ,

h′′ +

(
f ′

f
− χ′

2
− 3

r

)
h′ − B2r2h

2f
+

eχh3p′2

2f
+

r2A′2
z

2h
= 0 ,

p′′ +

(
3h′

h
+

χ′

2
− 3

r

)
p′ − r2A′

z(A
′
t + pA′

z)

h2
= 0 ,

(A1)

where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to r. The above equations of motion has the following scaling
symmetry:

(r, t, x, y, z) → λ(r, t, x, y, z) , (At, Az) → λ−1(At, Az) , B → λ−2B, (f, χ, h, p) → (f, χ, h, p) , (A2)

with λ a positive constant.

To solve the above equations, we first need to determine the asymptotic expansions of the bulk fields. Near the
AdS boundary r = 0, we obtain the following expansions:

f(r) = 1 +
B2

2
r4 ln r + f4r

4 + · · · ,

χ(r) = χ0 +
B2

4
r4 ln r +

(
B2

12
+ 2h4

)
r4 + · · · ,

h(r) = 1 +
B2

8
r4 ln r + h4r

4 + · · · ,

p(r) = p4r
4 + · · · ,

At(r) = e−χ0/2
(
µ− ρ

2
r2 + · · ·

)
,

Az(r) = Az2r
2 + · · · .

(A3)

Note that χ0 should be set to zero to ensure that the Hawking temperature of the black hole matches the temperature
of the boundary field theory. However, to account for temperature variations in the Euclidean action, χ0 will be
retained as a free parameter and will be set to zero only in the final expressions presented in the main text.

Near the event horizon r = rh, we impose the conditions f(rh) = At(rh) = 0 to ensure a smooth horizon.
Additionally, by applying the α symmetry transformation: z → z − αt , p → p − α ,At → At + αAz with α being a
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constant, we can set p(rh) = 0. Near the black hole horizon, the field expansions are given by:

f(r) = f1(rh − r) + · · · ,
χ(r) = χ1 + · · · ,
h(r) = h1 + · · · ,
p(r) = p1(rh − r) + · · · ,

At(r) = At1(rh − r) + · · · ,
Az(r) = Az1 + · · · .

(A4)

Note that the scaling symmetry (A2) can be used to fix the location of the black hole horizon to rh = 1 that is
convenient in numerics. The interplay between a finite charge density and a background magnetic field leads to a
quantum phase transition at an intermediate magnetic field strength [16, 17].

With the background solutions determined, we can study the thermodynamic properties of the dynoic black holes.
The on-shell action suffers from divergence and we need to regulate it by adding appropriate counter terms at the
AdS boundary. The renormalized on-shell action is expressed as:

Sren = S + Sbdy = S +
1

16πG

∫
d4x

√
−γ
[
2K − 6− R̂

2
+

ln r

4

(
R̂µνR̂

µν − R̂2

3
− F 2

)]
, (A5)

where γµν is the induced metric at the conformal boundary r → 0, K is the trace of the extrinsic curvature, and R̂µν

denotes the Ricci tensor associated with γµν .
To obtain analytical expressions for the thermodynamic variables, we can utilize the properties of the equations of

motion and the Ricci tensor to rewrite the on shell action in terms of surface terms. The Einstein equation implies
that its (i, i) component satisfies

2Ri
i = R+

12

L2
− 1

4
F 2 + F i

cF
c

i , (i = t, x, y, z) , (A6)

where there is no summation over i in this expression. Consequently, the Lagrangian density L can be rewritten as

L = R+
12

L2
− 1

4
F 2 +

k

24
ϵabcdeAaFbcFde = 2Ri

i − F i
cF

c
i +

k

24
ϵabcdeAaFbcFde , (A7)

where i represents one of the coordinates (t, x, y, z). Using the identity Ra
bξ

b = ∇b∇aξb for any killing vector ξa, we
can express Ri

i as a total derivative. Specifically, we have

Ra
bξ

b = ∇b∇aξb = −∇b∇bξa ,

= − 1√
−g

∂b
(√

−ggbc∇cξ
a
)
,

= − 1√
−g

∂r
(√

−ggrc∇cξ
a
)
,

(A8)

where we have used the fact that the background fields depend only on the radial coordinate r. For each killing vector
∂t, ∂x and ∂z, we obtain

2
√
−gRt

t =

[
e−χ/2h

r4
(
−rf ′ + reχh2pp′ + f(2 + rχ′)

)]′
,

2
√
−gRx

x = 2
√
−gRy

y =

[
2e−χ/2fh

r4

]′
,

2
√
−gRz

z =

[
e−χ/2

r4
(
2f(h− rh′)− reχh3pp′

)]′
.

(A9)

Using the expression for the Lagrangian density (A7), we can convert the bulk action into a total derivative. After
some calculations, the on-shell action is given by

S =
∫
d4x

∫
dr
[
2
√
−gRt

t +
(
AtNt +

k
3BAtAz

)′
+ k

3BAtA
′
z

]
, (A10)

=
∫
d4x

∫
dr
[
2
√
−gRx

x − B2e−χ/2h
r + k

3B(A′
tAz −AtA

′
z)
]
, (A11)

=
∫
d4x

∫
dr
[
2
√
−gRz

z +
(
AzNz − k

3BAtAz

)′ − k
3BA′

tAz

]
, (A12)
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where Nt ≡ eχ/2h
r (A′

t + pA′
z) and Nz ≡ eχ/2

rh

(
ph2A′

t − (fe−χ − h2p2)A′
z

)
. Additionally, we have N ′

t = −kBA′
z and

N ′
z = kBA′

t as derived from the Maxwell equation.
By substituting (A10-A12) and the UV and IR expansions into (A5), the renormalized on-shell action reads

Sren

∆TV
= 3f4 − 8h4 −

B2

4
+ µρ+ e−

χ1
2 f1h1 +

kB

3

∫ rh

0

AtA
′
zdr ,

= −f4 −
B2

6
−B2 ln rh −B

∫ rh

0

[
B

r

(
e−

χ
2 h− 1

)
− k

3
(A′

tAz −AtA
′
z)

]
dr ,

= −f4 + 8h4 +
B2

12
− kB

3

∫ rh

0

A′
tAzdr ,

(A13)

where ∆T =
∫
dt and V =

∫
dxdydz.

The boundary stress tensor and current can be obtained by varying the on-shell action with respect to the boundary
metric γµν and the boundary value of gauge field. The stress tensor is given by

⟨Tµν⟩ = lim
r→0

1

r2

[
− 2Kµν + 2(K − 3)γµν + ln r

(
FµρF

ρ
ν − γµν

4
F 2
) ]

, (A14)

for which the non-zero components of ⟨Tµν⟩ are:

ϵ = ⟨Ttt⟩ = −3f4 + 8h4 +
B2

4
, P⊥ = ⟨Txx⟩ = ⟨Tyy⟩ = −f4 −

B2

6
,

P∥ = ⟨Tzz⟩ = −f4 + 8h4 +
B2

12
, ⟨Ttz⟩ = ⟨Tzt⟩ = 4p4 .

(A15)

Similarly, the current dual to the gauge field is given by

⟨Jµ⟩ = lim
r→0

√
−γ
[
nr

(
Fµr +

k

6
ϵrµαβγAαFβγ

)
+∇αF

αµ ln r
]
. (A16)

The non-zero components of the current are:

⟨J t⟩ = ρ, ⟨Jz⟩ = −2Az2 , (A17)

where we have chosen the covariant current by simply dropping the Chern-Simons contribution in ⟨Jz⟩. Note that,
combining the equations of motion for gauge field and the asymptotic expansions at UV and IR, we can obtain
Az2 = −kBµ/2 and thus ⟨Jz⟩ = kBµ. Further, the chiral anomaly leads to p4 = −kBµ2/8 i.e. the momentum
density ⟨Ttz⟩ = −kBµ2/2 [40, 41]. As numerically checked, ⟨Jz⟩ and ⟨Ttz⟩ are indeed constant for fixed magnetic field
and are independent of the temperature.

To obtain the on-shell Euclidean action IE , we perform an analytic continuation by Wick-rotating t to the Euclidean
time coordinate τ = i t. To ensure that both the metric and gauge field are real in the Euclidean signature, we also
set At(E) = −iAt, p(E) = −ip. Consequently, the Euclidean metric and gauge field are given by

ds2(E) =
1

r2

[(
fe−χ + h2p2(E)

)
dτ2 + 2p(E)h

2dτdz + dx2 + dy2 + h2dz2 +
dr2

f

]
,

A(E) = At(E)dτ − B

2
ydx+

B

2
xdy −Azdz .

(A18)

To keep the Chern-Simons term real in the Euclidean signature, we also choose k(E) = ik. Thus, the Chern-Simons
term becomes

√
g(E)

k(E)

24
ϵabcdeAa(E)Fbc(E)Fde(E) =

k(E)B

3

(
A′

t(E)Az −At(E)A
′
z

)
. (A19)

Then, the Euclidean action is defined as IE = −iSren and the free energy density can be expressed as

w = −T lnZ

V
=

TIE
V

,

= ϵ− Ts− µρ− kB

3

∫ rh

0

At A
′
zdr ,

= −⟨Txx⟩+B

∫ rh

0

[B
r

(
e−

χ
2 h− 1

)
+

2k

3
AtA

′
z

]
dr +B2 ln rh ,

= −⟨Tzz⟩+
kB

3

∫ rh

0

A′
tAzdr ,

(A20)
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where we have used the relation
∫ rh
0

AtA
′
zdr = −

∫ rh
0

A′
tAzdr, which follows from the boundary condition At(r =

rh) = Az(r = 0) = 0.

B: Variation of Euclidean action

Substituting the background ansatz into the original action S, the effective action of the system is given by

Seff =

∫
d5x

e−χ/2h

r3

{
− f ′′ − 2fh′′

h
+ fχ′′ + f ′

(
8

r
− 2h′

h
+

3χ′

2

)
+

(
h′

rh
− χ′

2r

)
(8f + rfχ′)

+
1

2
eχ
[
h2p′2 + r2(A′

t + pA′
z)

2
]
+

12− 20f

r2
− r2

2

(
B2 +

fA′2
z

h2

)}
+

∫
d5x

kB

3
(A′

tAz −AtA
′
z) .

(B1)

Next, we consider analytical continuation to Euclidean time τ by performing a Wick rotation t = −iτ . The Euclidean
action is given by

IE = I + Ibdy , (B2)

where I = −iS = −iSeff and Ibdy is the Euclidean boundary action obtained from (A5). Consequently, the variation
of the total on-shell Euclidean action can be separated into two parts: δIE = δI + δIbdy. The on-shell variation of I
yields

δI

∆τV
= −

∫
dr∂r

{
e−χ/2h

r3

[(
5

r
− h′

h
+ χ′

)
δf − δf ′

]
+

2e−χ/2f

r3

(
δh

r
− δh′

)
+

e−χ/2fh

r3

[(
f ′

2f
− χ′

2
− 1

u

)
δχ+ δχ′

]
+

eχ/2h3p′

r3
δp+

kB

3
AzδAt

+
eχ/2h(A′

t + pA′
z)

r
(δAt + pδAz)−

(
kB

3
At +

e−χ/2fA′
z

rh

)
δAz

}

−
∫

dr

[
kB

3
(A′

zδAt − δAzA
′
t)−

(
Be−χ/2h

r
+

k

3
(AtA

′
z −A′

tAz)

)
δB

]
,

(B3)

while the variation from boundary terms Ibdy is given by

δIbdy
∆τV

=−
{
e−χ/2h

r3

[(
8

r
− 12 +B2r4 ln r

4r
√
f

− 2h′

h
+ χ′

)
δf − δf ′

]
+

e−χ/2f

r3

[(
8

r
− 12 +B2r4 ln r

2r
√
f

− f ′

f
+ χ′

)
δh− 2δh′

]
+

e−χ/2fh

2r3

[(
−8

r
+

12 +B2r4 ln r

2r
√
f

+
f ′

f
+

2h′

h
− χ′

)
δχ+ 2δχ′

]
−
(
Be−χ/2

√
fh ln r

)
δB

}∣∣∣∣
r→0

.

(B4)

Here, ∆τ ≡
∫
dτ and V ≡

∫
dxdydz.

Note that in the variation of I, there is a bulk integral term given by k
∫

B
3 (A

′
zδAt − δAzA

′
t)dr. This suggests

a limitation in the method used for obtaining the background equations directly from the variation of the effective
action (B1), as discussed, for example, in [37]. Nevertheless, it is possible to convert this bulk integral into a total
derivative term by observing that

A′
zδAt − δAzA

′
t =

1

2
δ (A′

zAt −AzA
′
t)−

1

2
[δAzAt −AzδAt]

′
. (B5)

Thus, we obtain∫
dr

kB

3
(A′

zδAt − δAzA
′
t)

= kδ

[
B

6

∫
dr (A′

zAt −AzA
′
t)

]
−
[
k

6

∫
dr (A′

zAt −AzA
′
t)

]
δB − kB

6

[
δAzAt −AzδAt

]rh
0

,

= kδ

[
B

6

∫
dr (A′

zAt −AzA
′
t)

]
−
[
k

6

∫
dr (A′

zAt −AzA
′
t)

]
δB ,

(B6)
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where we have used the boundary conditions At(r = rh) = Az(r = 0) = 0.
In the Euclidean metric, the spacetime near the black brane horizon resembles a cigar geometry, and hence the

only remaining boundary is the AdS boundary. Using the asymptotic expansions, the variation of the total on-shell
Euclidean action is given by

δIE = δI + δIbdy = ∆τV

{
e−

χ0
2

[
−ρδµ− (eχ0ϵ− µρ)

δχ0

2

]
− kδQcs − e−χ0/2MBδB

}
, (B7)

where Qcs is defined as

Qcs =
B

6

∫ rh

0

(A′
zAt −AzA

′
t)dr , (B8)

and MB is given by

MB = −

(∫ rh

0

[
B

r

(
e−χ/2h− 1

)
+

k

2
(A′

zAt −AzA
′
t)

]
dr +B ln rh

)
. (B9)

C: Iyer-Wald formalism

The variation of Lagrangian 5-form L = Lϵ is given by

δL = Eδϕ+ dΘ , (C1)

where Eδϕ = (Eg)
abδgab + (EA)

aδAa represents the equations of motion for the dynamical fields ϕ = (gab, Aa) and
Θ is the symplectic potential form defined as

Θ = ϵaa1a2a3a4

[ (
gacgbd − gabgcd

)
∇bδgcd −

(
F ae +

k

6
ϵabcdeAbFcd

)
δAe

]
. (C2)

The symplectic current (n− 1) form can be defined from Θ as

ω(ϕ, δ1ϕ, δ2ϕ) = δ2Θ(ϕ, δ1ϕ)− δ1Θ(ϕ, δ2ϕ) , (C3)

where δ1ϕ and δ2ϕ are variations of the dynamical fields.
Considering an infinitesimal diffeomorphism δξx

a = ξa(x), one can associate with it a Noether current 4-form,
defined by

J ≡ Θ(ϕ,Lξϕ)− ξ · L , (C4)

where ξ· denotes the contraction of ξa with the first index of L. Under the infinitesimal diffeomorphism transfor-
mations δξx

a = ξa, the variation of the dynamical fields equals their Lie derivatives: δξgab = Lξgab, δξAe = LξAe.
Consequently, the Noether current is found to be

J = ϵaefgh

[
2Eabcd

R ∇d (∇bξc +∇cξb)− Eai
A

(
ξj∇jAi + (∇iξ

j)Aj

)
− ξaL

]
, (C5)

where

Eabcd
R = ∂R/∂Rabcd =

1

2

(
gacgbd − gadgbc

)
, Eai

A =

(
F ai +

k

6
ϵabcdiAbFcd

)
. (C6)

Moreover, a standard calculation [35] shows that

dJ = −ELξϕ , (C7)

which implies that J is closed for all ξa once the equations of motion are satisfied. Thus, there exists a Noether charge
3-form Q, locally constructed from ϕ and ξa, such that J = dQ provided ϕ solve the equations of motion. Therefore,
using the algorithm of [38] for obtaining Q from J, we find the Noether charge

Q = −ϵabfgh

[
∇aξb +

1

2

(
F ab +

k

6
ϵaijkbAiFjk

)
Acξ

c

]
. (C8)
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With all the necessary ingredients in place, we can now obtain the fundamental identity following [32, 39]. To
begin, considering the variation of (C4), and using (C1) and (C3), we have

δJ = δΘ(ϕ,Lξϕ)− ξ · δL ,

= δΘ(ϕ,Lξϕ)− ξ · (Eδϕ+ dΘ) ,

= δΘ(ϕ,Lξϕ)− LξΘ(ϕ, δϕ) + d(ξ ·Θ)− ξ ·Eδϕ ,

= −ω(ϕ, δϕ,Lξϕ) + d(ξ ·Θ)− ξ ·Eδϕ ,

(C9)

where we have used the Cartan’s magic formula Lξµ = ξ · dµ + d(ξ · µ) for any differential form µ and vector field
ξa in the third line. When ξa corresponds to a symmetry of the dynamical fields (i.e. Lξϕ = 0), it follows that
ω(ϕ, δϕ,Lξϕ) = 0. If ϕ satisfies the equations of motion, then E = 0 and J = dQ. Moreover, if δϕ satisfies the
linearized equations of motion, we find that δJ = dδQ. Consequently, we obtain the fundamental identity

ω(ϕ, δϕ,Lξϕ) = δJ− d(ξ ·Θ) = d (δQ− ξ ·Θ) = 0 . (C10)

Let us choose ξa to be the time-like Killing vector ξa = (∂t)
a = δat , which vanishes at the event horizon r = rh.

Let Σ be a t =const. space-like hypersurface with the horizon r = rh serving as its interior boundary. Then, the
boundary of this hypersurface, ∂Σ, including the boundaries of the non-compact x, y, z directions, is expressed as

∂Σ = Sr=rh ∪ Sr=0 ∪ Sx=Lx/2 ∪ Sx=−Lx/2 ∪ Sy=Ly/2 ∪ Sy=−Ly/2 ∪ Sz=Lz/2 ∪ Sz=−Lz/2 , (C11)

where we have considered the regulation (Lx, Ly, Lz) along three spatial directions. Here Sr=rh denotes the boundary
at r = rh and Sr=0 represents the boundary at r = 0. The remaining terms account for the boundaries at the edges
of the non-compact directions in the x, y and z coordinates.
Assume that n(t)a ∝ ∂at denotes the time-like unit normal vector of the hypersurface Σ and n(i)a ∝ ∂axi with

(xi = x, y, z, r) represents the space-like unit normal vectors of Si. The induced volume element and the projection
tensor associated with each Si can be constructed as follows:

ϵ̂(i)abc = nd
(i)n

e
(t)ϵedabc , Pab = gab + n(t)an(t)b − n(i)an(i)b , (C12)

with ϵ̂abc(i) ϵ̂(i)abc = 3! and Pabn
a
(t) = Pabn

a
(i) = 0. Note that the hypersurface Si (i = x, y, z, r) is parameterized

by the equations xa = xa(yi) with one of the spatial coordinates yi = (x, y, z, r) held fixed. Thus, the vectors
eai = (∂xa)/(∂yi), which are tangent to curves in Si, satisfy eain(i)a = 0. We can project any tensor field onto the

hypersurface Si using e
a
i. For instance, the induced metric of the hypersurface is given by h(i)ij = gabe

a
ie

b
j = Pabe

a
ie

b
j .

Note that, the restriction of a bulk 3-from to a three dimensional hypersurface is proportional to the (induced)
volume element of that hypersurface. For instance, we have Q|i = Qiϵ̂(i), where the scalar field Qi is given by

Qi = Qabcϵ̂
abc
(i) /6. Therefore, we can compute the restriction of (δQ− ξ ·Θ) to each hypersurface Si. Specifically, we

have (δQ− ξ ·Θ)|i = (δQ− ξ ·Θ)iϵ(i). Along each non-compact boundary, we find

(δQ− ξ ·Θ)x = x

[(
Be−χ/2h

2r
+

k

6
(2AtA

′
z −A′

tAz)

)
δB +

kB

6
(AtδAz)

′
]
,

(δQ− ξ ·Θ)y =
y

x
(δQ− ξ ·Θ)x ,

(δQ− ξ ·Θ)z = 0 .

(C13)

By integrating the fundamental identity (C10) over the hypersurface Σ, we obtain

δH = 0 =

∫
Σ

ω =

∫
Σ

d(δQ− ξ ·Θ) =

∫
∂Σ

(δQ− ξ ·Θ)

=

∫
Sr=rh

(δQ− ξ ·Θ)r

√
h(r)dxdydz −

∫
Sr=ϵ

(δQ− ξ ·Θ)r

√
h(r)dxdydz

+

∫
S
x=L

2

(δQ− ξ ·Θ)x

√
h(x)dydzdr −

∫
S
x=−L

2

(δQ− ξ ·Θ)x

√
h(x)dydzdr

+

∫
S
y=L

2

(δQ− ξ ·Θ)y

√
h(y)dxdzdr −

∫
S
y=−L

2

(δQ− ξ ·Θ)y

√
h(y)dxdzdr

= 3δf4 − 8δh4 −
B

2
δB + e−

χ1
2 f1

(
δh1

r3h
− 3h1δrh

r4h

)
+ µδρ+B(ln ϵ)δB

+

∫ rh

ϵ

dr

(
Be−χ/2h

r
+

k

2
(A′

zAt −AzA
′
t)

)
δB ,

(C14)
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where we have used
∫ rh
0

(AtδAz)
′dr = (AtδAz)|rh0 = 0. Note that, the variation of the black hole entropy density is

δs = δ

(
4πh1

r3h

)
= 4π

(
δh1

r3h
− 3h1δrh

r4h

)
. (C15)

and the variation of energy density ϵ in (A15) reads

δϵ = −3δf4 + 8δh4 +
B

2
δB . (C16)

By substituting the above equations into (C14), we find

0 = −δϵ+ Tδs+ µδρ+

(∫ rh

0

dr
[B
r

(
e−χ/2h− 1

)
+

k

2
(A′

zAt −AzA
′
t)
]
+B ln rh

)
δB . (C17)

Thus, we arrive at the first law of black hole thermodynamics

δϵ = Tδs+ µδρ−MBδB , (C18)

as shown in the main text.
On the other hand, using the Noether current J, we can also determine the expected free energy w̃ of the system.

The conditions that ϕ solve the background equations of motion and ξ is a Killing vector (i.e. Lξϕ = 0) imply

dQ = J = Θ(ϕ,Lξϕ)− ξ · L = −ξ · L . (C19)

Integrating the identity dQ = −ξ · L over the hypersurface Σ and applying the Stokes’s theorem, we find∫
∂Σ

Q = −
∫
Σ

ξ · L . (C20)

Consequently, we have [
Qr(rh)−Qr(ϵ)

]√
h(r)V = V

∫ rh

ϵ

√
−gLdr − V

∫ rh

ϵ

kB

3
AtA

′
zdr , (C21)

where Qr = Qabcϵ̂
abc
(r) /6 and V =

∫
dxdydz = LxLyLz. Adding the boundary term Sbdy of (A5) to both sides of the

above equation and taking ϵ → 0, we obtain

ϵ− Ts− µρ = w̃ . (C22)

Finally, using the expressions (A11) for the bulk on-shell action, we obtain from (C20) and (A15) that

P∥ = P⊥ +MBB . (C23)

D: Smarr relation

From the scaling symmetry (A2), one can find that, under the scale transformation r → λr̂ with λ a positive
constant, the relevant physical quantities scale as

s = λ3ŝ , ρ = λ3ρ̂ , B = λ2B̂ , (D1)

while the energy density ϵ acquires an anomalous scaling transformation

ϵ = λ4ϵ̂− B̂2

2
λ4 lnλ . (D2)

Thus, when we express ϵ as a function of s, ρ and B, we have

ϵ(λ3ŝ, λ3ρ̂, λ2B̂) = λ4ϵ̂(ŝ, ρ̂, B̂)− B̂2

2
λ4 lnλ . (D3)
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Taking derivative of both side of this equation with respect to λ and then setting λ to 1, we arrive at(
∂ϵ

∂s

)
ρ,B

(3s) +

(
∂ϵ

∂ρ

)
s,B

(3ρ) +

(
∂ϵ

∂B

)
s,ρ

(2B) = 4ϵ− B2

2
. (D4)

Taking advantage of the first law of thermodynamics (C18), we can derive the (generalized) Smarr relation

−4ϵ+ 3(Ts+ µρ)− 2MBB = −B2

2
. (D5)

The right hand side, which is non-zero when B ̸= 0, indicates a derivation from the standard Smarr formula due to
the chiral anomaly. According to (C22), this Smarr relation effectively expresses the trace anomaly of the boundary
stress-energy tensor i.e. Tµ

µ = −B2/2.

E: Magnetic susceptibility from hydrodynamics

In this section, we provide a brief overview of the hydrodynamic description of the 3+1 dimensional chiral charged
fluid in the presence of a strong external magnetic field, following the works of [27–29]. Relativistic hydrodynamics is
crucial for describing finite-temperature interacting relativistic field theories at large distances and long time scales.
This framework has found applications across various fields, including nuclear physics, condensed matter physics,
astrophysics, and cosmology. The hydrodynamic variables include the local temperature T (x), the local chemical
potential µ(x) and the local fluid velocity uµ(x) (normalized such that uµuµ = −1). The stress-energy tensor Tµν

and current Jµ are expressed though constitutive relations in terms of hydrodynamic variables and their derivatives.
In the presence of external background field and anomalous effects, the hydrodynamic equations governing the

stress-energy tensor Tµν and the axial current Jµ are given by

∇µT
µν = F νλJλ , (E1)

∇µJ
µ =

k

8
EµBµ , (E2)

where Eµ = Fµνuν andBµ = 1
2ϵ

µναβuνFαβ represent the electric and magnetic fields in (3+1) dimensions, respectively
[27]. To leading order in the derivative expansion, the constitutive relations are expressed as

⟨Tµν
EFT ⟩ = ϵ0u

µuν + P0∆
µν + qµuν + qνuµ +MµαgαβF

βν + uµuα
(
MαβF

βν − FαβM
βν
)
+O(∂) , (E3)

⟨Jµ
EFT ⟩ = n0u

µ + ξBB
µ +O(∂) , (E4)

where ϵ0 is the energy density, P0 is the pressure, and ∆µν = gµν + uµuν . The terms ξBB
µ and qµ = ξV B

µ represent
chiral transport coefficients arising form the chiral anomaly, while the polarization tensor Mµν = χBBϵ

µναβBαuβ is
defined as the variation of the generating functional with respect to the field strength [27].

In thermal equilibrium, where we choose uµ = (ut, ux, uy, uz) = (1, 0, 0, 0) and assume Bµ ∝ z⃗, the energy-
momentum tensor and the gauge current are given by

⟨Tµν
EFT ⟩ =


ϵ0 0 0 ξ

(0)
V B

0 P0 − χBB
2 0 0

0 0 P0 − χBB
2 0

ξ
(0)
V B 0 0 P0

+O(∂) , (E5)

⟨Jµ
EFT ⟩ =

(
n0, 0, 0, ξ

(0)
B B

)
+O(∂) , (E6)

where the subscript “0” and superscript “(0)” denote that these quantities are evaluated in thermal equilibrium. Note
that the thermodynamic relation ϵ0 = −P0 + Ts + µρ has been employed to derive (E5), which holds under the
identification P0 = −w̃.

Finally, by comparing the results for the stress-energy tensor (E5) with the gravitational computations (A15), we
obtain the expression for the magnetic susceptibility χB .

χBB
2 = ⟨T zz⟩ − ⟨T xx⟩ = B2

4
+ 8h4 . (E7)

Thus, the magnetic susceptibility from the hydrodynamic description reads

χB =
1

4
+

8h4

B2
, (E8)

which is what we have shown in the main text.
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