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ABSTRACT
We investigate the structure of admixed neutron stars with a regular hadronic component and a fraction of fermionic self-
interacting dark matter. Using two limiting equations of state for the dense baryonic interior, constructed from piecewise
generalised polytropes, and an asymmetric self-interacting fermionic dark component, we analyse different scenarios of admixed
neutron stars depending on the mass of dark fermions 𝑚𝜒, interaction mediators 𝑚𝜙 , and self-interacting strengths 𝑔. We
find that the contribution of dark matter to the masses and radii of neutron stars leads to tension with mass estimates of the
pulsar J0453+1559, the least massive neutron star, and with the constraints coming from the GW170817 event. We discuss the
possibilities of constraining dark matter model parameters 𝑔 and 𝑦 ≡ 𝑚𝜒/𝑚𝜙 , using current existing knowledge on neutron
star estimations of mass, radius, and tidal deformability, along with the accepted cosmological dark matter freeze-out values
and self-interaction cross-section to mass ratio, 𝜎SI/𝑚𝜒, fitted to explain Bullet, Abell, and dwarf galaxy cluster dynamics. By
assuming the most restrictive upper limit, 𝜎SI/𝑚𝜒 < 0.1 cm2/g, along with dark matter freeze-out range values, the allowed 𝑔-𝑦
region is 0.01 ≲ 𝑔 ≲ 0.1, with 0.5 ≲ 𝑦 ≲ 200. For the first time, the combination of updated complementary restrictions is used
to set constraints on self-interacting dark matter.
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1 INTRODUCTION

In addition to ordinary matter, our Universe is believed to be pop-
ulated by a dark component known as dark matter (DM). Within
the standard Λ-CDM cosmological model, DM accounts for approx-
imately 80% of the total matter content in the Universe. Over the
past few decades, extensive searches have been conducted to find
this elusive massive particle candidate with null results (Bertone &
Hooper 2018). The analysis of multi-messenger events involving ra-
diation (DeRocco et al. 2019), neutrinos (Rembiasz et al. 2018), and
gravitational waves (GW) (Badurina et al. 2021) has been explored
to uncover hints of a new particle sector beyond the Standard Model.

Numerous candidates have been proposed to explain the existence
of DM, including weakly (strongly) interacting massive particles,
WIMPs (SIMPs), and feebly interacting neutrinos (Datta et al. 2021).
In recent years, significant attention has been given to exploring ad-
ditional DM candidates, particularly those in the light or ultra-light
mass sector, such as weakly interacting axions or axion-like parti-
cles, ALPs. Despite extensive searches, the absence of any detection
has led to highly constrained parameter spaces (Schumann 2019).
Axions, in particular, have gained prominence due to their potential
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as a solution to the charge-parity problem in Quantum Chromody-
namics (QCD) (Peccei 2008). They have also been investigated for
their potential impact on phenomena like cooling and the genera-
tion of broadband radio signals in pulsars (Prabhu 2021). Addition-
ally, self-interacting DM (SIDM) has been proposed as a solution
to the core-cusp problem, which refers to the discrepancy between
the inferred density profiles of low-mass galaxies and the predictions
of cosmological N-body simulations (Spergel & Steinhardt 2000).
SIDM has been explored as a means to reconcile these inconsisten-
cies. These examples represent only a fraction of the wide array of
DM candidates that have emerged from extensions of the Standard
Model.

The clumpy nature of DM in the Universe allows for the exis-
tence of regions such as globular clusters with enhanced DM mass
densities, 𝜌𝜒 ∈ [10, 105]𝜌𝜒0 , being 𝜌𝜒0 ∼ 0.4 GeV/cm3 the solar
neighbourhood DM density (Read 2014; Cautun et al. 2020). Never-
theless, detecting DM particles directly is an extremely challenging
task due to the fact that they rarely interact with ordinary matter. So
far direct, indirect and collider searches have tried to set up different
experimental strategies, in addition to gravitational effects, to dis-
cern a signal that reveals the fundamental nature of DM. However,
an alternative approach lies in indirectly detecting DM through ac-
cumulation effects in astrophysical bodies and, in particular, in dense
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2 M. Mariani et al.

neutron stars (NSs). In this sense, astrophysical bodies characterised
by mass, 𝑀 , and radius, 𝑅, play a significant role in this endeavour
through the compactness, defined as 𝐶 ≡ 𝐺𝑀/(𝑐2𝑅), with NSs or
quark stars being especially efficient at this task (Sandin & Ciarcelluti
2009; Mukhopadhyay & Schaffner-Bielich 2016).

Despite the extremely weak interactions between DM particles and
ordinary matter, the high density of NSs enables them to effectively
capture and retain DM particles that may pass through (Cermeño
et al. 2016). Once trapped within the star, these particles undergo
successive collisions with the nucleons in the star, gradually ther-
malizing and eventually accumulating in the core over a sufficiently
long period of time (Singh et al. 2023). This accumulation would
lead to several detectable signatures, such as the heating up of cold
NSs (Bertone & Fairbairn 2008; Bell et al. 2018; Pérez-García et al.
2022b), pulsar scintillation (Pérez-García et al. 2013), or changes in
the rotational patterns (Kouvaris & Pérez-García 2014), making them
detectable in future observations. Combining the efforts in the elec-
tromagnetic bands, with infrared capabilities of James Webb Space
Telescope, the proposed gamma-ray telescopes like e-ASTROGAM
(Angelis et al. 2018) and AMEGO, the upcoming Square Kilometer
Array in radio astronomy, ATHENA in X-ray astronomy, along with
3rd generation gravitational wave detectors such as advanced LIGO,
Virgo, and KAGRA, Cosmic Explorer (Reitze et al. 2019) or Ein-
stein Telescope (Branchesi et al. 2023), represents a promising way to
detect potential signals from a plethora of DM induced phenomenol-
ogy (Boddy et al. 2022). In extreme cases, the accumulation of DM
could trigger the collapse of the star into a black hole (McDermott
et al. 2012; Zurek 2014; Singh et al. 2023) or the conversion into a
quark star (Herrero et al. 2019), leading to bursting radiation signals
(Zenati et al. 2023).

Besides accumulation in the NS core due to the stellar gravitational
potential well and interactions with ordinary matter, we foresee an-
other scenario where DM particles can appear as final or intermediate
products in decay or creation processes, such as massive sterile neu-
trinos or massive scalars (Albertus et al. 2015; Rembiasz et al. 2018;
?; Fornal & Grinstein 2018). In either case, the evidence (or lack
thereof) of DM accumulation in NSs can provide valuable clues on
where to direct experimental efforts to detect this type of matter.

Several studies have investigated SIDM in both the weakly and the
strongly interacting regimes within compact objects (Narain et al.
2006; Leung et al. 2011; Deliyergiyev et al. 2019; Das et al. 2019,
2021; Husain & Thomas 2021; Kain 2021; Das et al. 2022; Miao
et al. 2022; Rutherford et al. 2023; Routaray et al. 2023; Diedrichs
et al. 2023). In this work, we model NSs including a fermionic SIDM
component using a generalised piecewise polytropic (GPP) equation
of state (EoS) for hadronic matter adjusted to reproduce, in a rea-
sonably accurate way, observables like mass, radius and moment of
inertia that would be obtained with realistic hadronic EoSs (O’Boyle
et al. 2020). SIDM is incorporated through the two-fluid formalism
(Sandin & Ciarcelluti 2009).

The simplest model of SIDM particles includes a Yukawa-type
potential and a force carrier 𝜙 mediating between two DM particles
𝜒, with mass 𝑚𝜒 . The key parameter governing the likelihood of
self-interactions among DM particles is the SI cross-section (𝜎SI) to
mass ratio, 𝜎SI/𝑚𝜒 . Furthermore, the separation between the DM
halo of the Abell galaxy cluster and its stars can be explained in
terms of self-interaction cross-sections of DM (see, for example,
Kahlhoefer et al. 2015, and references therein). Additionally, SIDM
provides a consistent cross-section that matches the DM halo profile
of dwarf galaxies. However, there are discrepancies between this fit
and the results from galaxy merger studies. This is why the analysis of
velocity-dependent self-interactions related to freeze-out, ⟨𝜎ann𝑣rel⟩

-where 𝜎ann is the DM annihilation cross-section, and 𝑣rel is the
relative velocity between the annihilating particles-, which avoids
the constraints posed by galaxy clusters, becomes relevant in such
cases (Hayashi et al. 2021). Furthermore, it is crucial that DM self-
interactions are not so strong as to disrupt the elliptical shape of
spiral galaxies or displace sub-clusters, as seen, for instance, in the
Bullet Cluster. Moreover, the latter can also be employed to establish
restrictions on the SIDM cross-section (Robertson et al. 2016). All
these constraints place limits on the strength of DM self-interactions;
for more details, see Rocha et al. (2013).

On the other hand, astronomical observations of NS received a
boost in the past two decades. Detection in double pulsar systems
-PSR J1614-2230 (Demorest et al. 2010), PSR J0348+0432 (Anto-
niadis et al. 2013), and PSR J0740+6620 (Cromartie et al. 2020;
Fonseca et al. 2021)- of the ∼ 2𝑀⊙ NSs requires an acceptable
EoS able to support such high masses. These observations posed the
first strong restrictions to the behaviour of matter inside such com-
pact stars. Moreover, multimessenger astronomy with GWs detected
from the binary NS merger event GW170817 and its electromagnetic
counterpart allowed to restrict the value of the dimensionless tidal
deformability, Λ, of NSs (Abbott et al. 2017; Annala et al. 2018;
Most et al. 2018; Raithel et al. 2018; Abbott et al. 2018; Capano
et al. 2020) and ejecta properties (Pérez-García et al. 2022a). Ad-
ditionally, the Neutron Star Interior Composition Explorer (NICER)
has measured the mass and radius of the isolated millisecond-pulsars
PSR J0030+0451 (Riley et al. 2019; Miller et al. 2019) and (together
with XMM-Newton data) PSR J0740+6620 (Riley et al. 2021; Miller
et al. 2021) with great precision. The latter study showed that despite
having a mass ∼ 40 % larger, the radii of PSR J0740+6620 and PSR
J0030+0451 are of the same order (Riley et al. 2021; Miller et al.
2021).

Our goal is to analyse how the current astrophysical constraints
associated with NSs and cluster dynamics can set limits on the mass
of the DM particle, 𝑚𝜒 , and on parameters of the SIDM model, such
as the self-interaction (SI) coupling strength constant, 𝑔, or the mass
scale of the interaction or, equivalently, the associated generic me-
diator mass, 𝑚𝜙 . Furthermore, for the first time, constraints coming
from multi-messenger astronomy of NSs are used, combined with the
restrictions of SI cross-section from galaxy clusters, dwarf galaxies
and the thermally averaged annihilation cross-section related to the
cosmological DM freeze-out value, to set constraints to SIDM.

The paper is organised in the following manner. Section 2 is de-
voted to describing the theoretical framework used in this paper.
In particular, Subsection 2.1 provides the description of both the
hadronic EoS and fermionic SIDM EoS used in this study. Subsec-
tion 2.2 offers a brief review of the two-fluid formalism employed to
investigate NSs with a DM component using the two aforementioned
EoS. Our main findings are presented in Section 3, while Section
4 contains a summary and a discussion of the astrophysical impli-
cations of our results. Unless stated otherwise, we use units where
𝐺 = 𝑐 = ℏ = 1 throughout the paper.

2 THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

2.1 Generic hadronic matter and fermionic SIDM EoS

First, let us discuss the description of the hadronic content in NSs. To
ensure that our conclusions are not dependent on any specific EoS,
we constructed two different hadronic EoSs using the GPP formalism
presented in O’Boyle et al. (2020).

These two EoSs, referred to as the soft and stiff, are designed
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log10 𝜌0 log10 𝜌1 log10 𝜌2 Γ1 Γ2 Γ3 log10 𝐾1

soft 13.990 14.31 14.40 2.750 6.20 2.9 -27.33
stiff 13.902 14.05 14.78 2.764 3.17 2.5 -27.22

Table 1. Parameters of the selected hadronic EoSs constructed with the
prescription described in O’Boyle et al. (2020).

so that the resulting mass-radius relationships encompass a family
of EoSs consistent with chiral effective field theory (EFT) up to a
mass density of 𝜌 = 1.1 𝜌nuc, being 𝜌nuc = 0.16 fm−3 the nuclear
saturation density (Hebeler et al. 2013; Annala et al. 2020). In both
cases, the crust is described by a GPP fit to the SLy4 crust EoS,
presented in O’Boyle et al. (2020). Within these parameterised EoSs,
the pressure 𝑝(𝜌), energy density 𝜖 (𝜌), and speed of sound 𝑐𝑠 (𝜌) are
continuous functions. This is a crucial aspect of the GPP formalism as
the dimensionless tidal deformability explicitly depends on the value
of the speed of sound (for more details, see, for example, Leung et al.
2022, and references therein).

For each interval in mass density range [𝜌𝑖−1, 𝜌𝑖] the EoS adopts
a power-law form

𝑝(𝜌) = 𝐾𝑖𝜌
Γ𝑖 + Λ𝑖 , (1)

𝜖 (𝜌) =
𝐾𝑖

Γ𝑖 − 1
𝜌Γ𝑖 + (1 + 𝑎𝑖)𝜌 − Λ𝑖 , (2)

where the parameters 𝐾𝑖 , Γ𝑖 , 𝑎𝑖 ,Λ𝑖 characterise the fit and ensure
continuity and differentiability of both 𝑝(𝜌) and 𝜖 (𝜌) at the dividing
densities 𝜌0, 𝜌1 and 𝜌2, where 𝜌0 < 𝜌1 < 𝜌2. This leads to con-
tinuous speed of sound, 𝑐s. By imposing subsequent mathematical
relations among these quantities, we obtain seven parameters used to
construct each hadronic EoS, as presented in Table 1.

The soft and the stiff EoSs act as an envelope for numerous mi-
croscopic hadronic EoSs in the literature that satisfy current astro-
physical constraints on NSs. This approach has recently been used
to study both macroscopic and oscillating properties of compact
objects independently of any particular theoretical model (see, for
example, Ranea-Sandoval et al. 2022; Gonçalves & Lazzari 2022;
Saes & Mendes 2022; Lugones et al. 2023; Lenzi et al. 2023; Ranea-
Sandoval et al. 2023a; Ranea-Sandoval et al. 2023b).

In addition to considering hadronic matter, we also incorporate
an additional fraction of massive fermionic DM particles that can
inhabit the NS. This arises in our scenario as a result of the dark
component being gravitationally bound to the compact star.

The capability of a NS to capture DM from an external distribution
is mainly determined by its gravitational pull, opacity, and the kine-
matics of incoming particles from the surrounding dark environment
(Press & Spergel 1985; Gould 1987). It is important to note that the
DM capture rates in NSs have been calculated based on scattering
off nucleons (𝑁) (Kouvaris 2008). Typically, the capture rate 𝐶𝜒 can
be approximated as follows -see Eq. (1) in ?-,

𝐶𝜒 ≃ 1.8 × 1025
(

1 GeV
𝑚𝜒

) (
𝜌𝜒

𝜌𝜒0

)
𝜈𝜒 s−1, (3)

where 𝜈𝜒 denotes the probability of at least one scattering event be-
tween a DM particle (𝜒) and a 𝑁 taking place within the NS. At this
point, it is worth emphasising that in our treatment the 𝜒-𝑁 inter-
action is considered secondary with respect to gravitational effects.
The previous expression considers NS mass and radius values, along
with General Relativity corrections, for typical benchmark compact
stars with masses around 𝑀 ∼ 1.4𝑀⊙ and radii of approximately
𝑅 ∼ 10 km. This is accurate to within factors of order unity, and
any associated uncertainties are inherently included in the fraction
of DM populating the star.

Setting a minimum upper limit on the DM-nucleon cross-section,
𝜎𝜒𝑁 ≳ 10−46 cm2, results in 𝜈𝜒 ∼ 1, indicating that the NS saturates
its capability to capture and bind DM. Therefore, the amount of DM
inside the NS is a tiny fraction compared to the baryonic number,
which is of the order of 1058. Given the current rates and the fact that
the oldest NS lifetimes are 𝜏 ∼ 109 yr, it is likely that an additional
mechanism is necessary to incorporate DM to the few-per-cent level,
as assumed in most works, including ours.

Now, using a simplified scattering model, we will consider the
contributing terms for the 𝜒𝜒 → 𝜒𝜒 process. We will assume that
the SI terms are described by generic Lorentz scalar 𝑆 and vector 𝑉𝜇
mediator fields. Explicitly, the Lagrangian density for DM interaction
involving 𝜒, DM anti-particles 𝜒̄ and 𝑆, 𝑉𝜇 fields is written as

LSIDM,int ⊃ −𝑔𝑉 𝜒̄𝛾𝜇𝜒𝑉𝜇 + 𝑔𝑆 𝜒̄𝑆𝜒, (4)

where 𝑔𝑆 and 𝑔𝑉 are the scalar and vector coupling strengths, re-
spectively, and 𝛾𝜇 are the Dirac matrices. Generically, we assume a
bosonic mediator, 𝜙, which we can take to be either a Lorentz scalar
or a vector to illustrate, with mass scale 𝑚𝜙 ∼ 𝑚𝐼 , where 𝑚𝐼 is the
interaction mass scale. In its simplest form, this scenario assumes a
unified fine-structure constant 𝛼𝜒 ∼ 𝛼𝑆,𝑉 (where 𝛼𝑆,𝑉 are, respec-
tively, the scalar and vector fine structure constants) and 𝑚𝜙 ≪ 𝑚𝜒 .
Since we consider asymmetric DM coupled to light 𝑆, 𝑉, force me-
diators, if they are sufficiently light, then the interaction between DM
particles becomes long-range. More specifically, for an interaction
described in the non-relativistic regime by a sort of Yukawa potential,
V𝑆,𝑉 = −𝛼𝑆,𝑉 𝑒−𝑚𝑆,𝑉𝑟/𝑟, where 𝛼𝑆,𝑉 = 𝑔2

𝑆,𝑉
/4𝜋, long-range ef-

fects occur if the mediator mass is smaller than the Bohr momentum,
𝑚𝑆,𝑉 ≲ 𝛼𝑆,𝑉𝑚𝜒/2.

Following the work of Mukhopadhyay & Schaffner-Bielich (2016),
we model SIDM as a Fermi gas of SI particles with mass 𝑚𝜒 .
The explicit expressions for the fermionic SIDM EoS are given by
Mukhopadhyay & Schaffner-Bielich (2016),

𝑃𝜒 =
𝑚4
𝜒

24𝜋2

[
(2𝜁3

𝜒 − 3𝜁𝜒)
√︃

1 + 𝜁2
𝜒

+3 ln
(
𝜁𝜒 +

√︃
1 + 𝜁2

𝜒

)]
+

(
𝑚2
𝜒

3𝜋2

)2

𝑦2𝜁6
𝜒 , (5)

𝜖𝜒 = 2
(
𝑦 𝑛𝜒

𝑚𝜒

)2
+ 𝑛𝜒 𝑚𝜒

√︃
1 + 𝜁2

𝜒 − 𝑃𝜒 . (6)

In order to handle dimensionless quantities, we have defined
𝜁𝜒 = 𝑘𝐹,𝜒/𝑚𝜒 as the ratio of DM Fermi momentum to the DM parti-
cle mass and a strength parameter 𝑦 = 𝑚𝜒/𝑚𝐼 , the quotient between
the DM particle mass and the interaction mass scale. The terms that
are proportional to 𝑦2 account for the SI effects, which are included
analogously to the vector interaction terms in Nambu–Jona-Lasino-
type models for quark matter (Orsaria, M. and Rodrigues, H. and
Weber, F. and Contrera, G. A. 2014). In our fermionic SIDM model,
we can approximate the self-scattering cross-section 𝜎SI using di-
mensional arguments (Girmohanta & Shrock 2022). This allows us
to express the self-interaction terms in Eq. (6) in the following form

𝜖𝜒𝜒 = 2
(
𝑦𝑛𝜒

𝑚𝜒

)2
−

(
𝑚2
𝜒

3𝜋2

)2

𝑦2𝜁6
𝜒 =

(
𝑦𝑛𝜒

𝑚𝜒

)2
. (7)

Since we do not expect large values of accreted or produced DM
in the interior of the NS and assuming a two-body self-interaction
for simplicity, we note that the contribution to the energy density or
pressure is proportional to the square of the scalar density 𝑛𝑠,𝜒 or the
vector density 𝑛𝜒 . Note that 𝑛𝜒 = 𝜌𝜒/𝑚𝜒 is the 𝜒 number density,
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and in this context,

𝑛𝜒 =
𝑘3
𝐹,𝜒

3𝜋2 .

For 𝜁𝜒 = 𝑘𝐹,𝜒/𝑚𝜒 → 0, we find that 𝑛𝑠,𝜒 can be approximated
by

𝑛𝑠,𝜒 =
1
𝜋2

∫ 𝑘𝐹,𝜒

0

𝑚𝜒𝑘
2√︃

𝑘2 + 𝑚2
𝜒

𝑑𝑘 ≈
𝑘3
𝐹,𝜒

3𝜋2 +𝑂
(
𝜁5
𝜒

)
.

Thus, in our scenario, 𝑛𝑠,𝜒 ≃ 𝑛𝜒 . These scalar and vector particle
number densities contribute with the same strength to 𝜖𝜒 and 𝑃𝜒 ,
affecting the DM EoS.

In the non-relativistic limit, the scalar SI cross-section for
𝜒𝜒 → 𝜒𝜒 scattering can be expressed as

𝜎𝑆,𝜒𝜒→𝜒𝜒 =
𝑚2
𝜒𝑔

4
𝑆

8𝜋𝑚4
𝑆

. (8)

Therefore, the ratio of the SI cross-section to the mass of the 𝜒
particle becomes

𝜎𝑆,𝜒𝜒→𝜒𝜒

𝑚𝜒
=
𝑦4
𝑆
𝑔4
𝑆

8𝜋𝑚3
𝜒

, (9)

where we have introduced the notation 𝑦𝑆 = 𝑚𝜒/𝑚𝑆 . It is worth
noting that in the non-relativistic limit, a vector interaction yields
the same expression for the SI cross-section to mass ratio, i.e.,
𝜎𝑆,𝜒𝜒→𝜒𝜒 ∼ 𝜎𝑉,𝜒𝜒→𝜒𝜒 . Henceforth, we will consider a generic
coupling constant 𝑔𝑆 = 𝑔𝑉 = 𝑔 and impose a single mass scale
𝑚𝑆 = 𝑚𝑉 = 𝑚𝜙 = 𝑚𝐼 to constrain the product 𝑦𝑔 or equivalently
𝑔/𝑚𝐼 , based on the combined properties of NS mass-radius, dimen-
sionless tidal deformability, Λ, thermal DM freeze-out value and the
SI cross-section obtained from galactic dynamics.

In the current DM paradigm, to achieve a finite DM relic density,
it is necessary to consider the self-annihilation processes involving 𝜒̄
fields. This introduces a correction to the scattering SI cross-section,
which can be expressed in a generic form as

𝜎SI
𝑚𝜒

=
3𝑦4𝑔4

16𝜋𝑚3
𝜒

. (10)

Therefore, it is important to assess the extent to which the
DM in our SIDM model is consistent with the observed DM
relic abundance, thereby determining the value of thermally av-
eraged cross-section ⟨𝜎ann𝑣rel⟩. The commonly used canonical
value for a generic weakly interacting DM candidate is typically
stated as ⟨𝜎ann𝑣rel⟩ ∼ 3 × 10−26 cm3s−1, with unspecified uncer-
tainty, and is assumed to be independent of the 𝜒 mass. Recent
studies on the search for annihilation products of DM suggest that
2.2 × 10−26 cm3/s ≲ ⟨𝜎ann𝑣rel⟩ ≲ 5.2 × 10−26 cm3/s, with a weak
dependence on 𝑚𝜒 > 10 GeV (Steigman et al. 2012). The irre-
ducible annihilation channel 𝜒𝜒 → 𝜙𝜙 and tree-level cross-section
reads

⟨𝜎ann𝑣rel⟩ =
𝜋𝛼2
𝜒

𝑚2
𝜒

. (11)

It should be noted that this expression can be modified by O(1)
pre-factors, which we will neglect at this point, depending on factors
such as whether 𝜒 is a Majorana or a Dirac fermion and whether 𝜙
is a scalar or a gauge boson. Additionally, even in simple models,
⟨𝜎ann𝑣rel⟩ typically receives contributions from other annihilation

χ-core branch

(Req, Meq)

χ-halo branch

Figure 1. Schematic mass-radius relationship for a typical admixed NS with
a SIDM component. We indicate over the curve the two possible branches:
the 𝜒-halo branch corresponds to the configurations with a DM halo, where
𝑅𝜒 > 𝑅mat, while the 𝜒-core branch includes those with a DM core, where
𝑅𝜒 < 𝑅mat. The limiting configuration between branches is indicated with
a circle, where 𝑅eq = 𝑅𝜒 = 𝑅mat. In the cases in which 𝑅eq exists,
𝑀eq = 𝑀 (𝑅eq ) . The coloured bars and contoured clouds correspond to as-
trophysical constraints for NSs (see the text for details).

channels. In our scenario, this is described by the process 𝜒̄𝜒 → 𝑆 𝑆.
At the lowest order, it can be approximated as

⟨𝜎ann𝑣rel⟩ ∼
3𝑔4

128𝜋𝑚2
𝜒

, (12)

where 𝜎ann = 𝜎𝜒̄𝜒→𝑆 𝑆 explicitly. Furthermore, in the context of the
process 𝑆 → 𝜒̄𝜒, the decay width is given by

Γ𝜙→𝜒̄𝜒 =
𝑔2

𝜋𝑚2
𝜙

(
1
4
𝑚2
𝜙 − 𝑚𝜒2

) 3
2
. (13)

where 𝜙 ≡ 𝑆. To ensure perturbative consistency, it is necessary to
verify that Γ𝑆→𝜒̄𝜒/𝑚𝜙 ∼ 𝛿 ≪ 1. By considering 𝛿 ∼ 0.1, we find
that 𝑔 ≲ 1.8, allowing for a positive and loosely constrained coupling
strength. Note that for 𝑦 > 1/2 this bound is still valid as derived in
Peskin & Schroeder (1995).

2.2 Stellar configurations in the two fluid formalism

Considering that DM interacts only weakly with ordinary matter, it
is possible to obtain equilibrium configurations of compact objects
formed by an admixture of ordinary and DM in the so-called two-
fluid formalism in which hadronic (mat) and dark (𝜒) components
interact only gravitationally (see Mukhopadhyay & Schaffner-Bielich
(2016) and references therein). Thus, in this model, the pressure and
energy density for each type of matter are assumed to be essentially
decoupled, so that pressure can be written as follows

𝑃(𝑟) = 𝑃mat (𝑟) + 𝑃𝜒 (𝑟) , (14)

and energy density can be expressed as

𝜖 (𝑟) = 𝜖mat (𝑟) + 𝜖𝜒 (𝑟) . (15)
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Figure 2. Mass-radius relationship of different families of soft admixed NSs. Panel (𝑎) shows the results with all the considered EoSs. Panel (𝑏) displays the
filtered EoS that fulfil the astrophysical constraints. The colour on the curves represents the value of the ratio 𝑀𝜒/𝑀 (left panel) and of the central 𝜒 number
density, 𝑛𝜒𝑐 (right panel) for each star. In both panels, it can be seen the diverse morphology of the 𝜒-halo branches and the variation of the 𝑀eq. In panel (a),
it is evident that increasing 𝑀𝜒/𝑀 reduces the maximum mass and radii in the 𝜒-core branches. In panel (b), similar to the effect of increasing the central
baryon density, as central 𝑛𝜒𝑐 increases, the mass also increases. The coloured bars and contoured clouds represent the current astrophysical constraints; see
Fig. 1 and text for more details. The inclusion of the SIDM in the NS models may satisfy these constraints or result in the exclusion of certain baryonic EoSs
(see discussion in the text). Note that solutions in this plot, by construction, do always include a finite fraction of DM.

Since in this formalism, the DM-ordinary matter interaction is
assumed to be negligible, and both components interact only gravi-
tationally, the classical Tolman–Oppenheimer–Volkoff (TOV) equa-
tions are replaced by the following four coupled differential equations
for pressure and gravitational mass

𝑑𝑃𝑖 (𝑟)
𝑑𝑟

= −𝑀 (𝑟)𝜖𝑖 (𝑟)
𝑟2

(
1 + 𝑃i (𝑟)

𝜖i (𝑟)

)
(16)

×
(
1 + 4𝜋𝑟3 𝑃(𝑟)

𝑀 (𝑟)

) (
1 − 2𝑀 (𝑟)

𝑟

)−1
,

𝑑𝑀𝑖 (𝑟)
𝑑𝑟

= 4𝜋𝑟2𝜖i (𝑟) , (17)

where 𝑖 = mat, 𝜒. Note that, in this description, the total gravitational
mass is defined as 𝑀 (𝑟) = 𝑀mat (𝑟) + 𝑀𝜒 (𝑟). The admixed TOV
equations are simultaneously solved numerically using the prescribed
EoSs of Table 1 for ordinary matter and the DM EoS described in
Section 2. Along with the specified EoSs, it is necessary to make
explicit the boundary conditions at the centre of the star, 𝑟 = 0,
setting 𝑀mat (0) = 𝑀𝜒 (0) = 0. We also need to specify the central
pressures of the two fluids. For this purpose, we define the central
pressure of the matter, 𝑃mat (0), and the DM fraction, 𝑓𝜒 , which is
given by

𝑓𝜒 =
𝑃𝜒 (0)

𝑃𝜒 (0) + 𝑃mat (0)
, (18)

from which the central value of the dark fluid pressure, 𝑃𝜒 (0), can
be determined.

The radius of the stellar configuration is defined as
𝑅 = max(𝑅mat, 𝑅𝜒) where the radius of each component is deter-
mined when the condition 𝑃𝑖 (𝑅𝑖) = 0 is satisfied. Due to the mono-
tonicity of the radial coordinate, a stellar configuration could exist
on the stable curve of the admixed TOV solutions in which dark and
ordinary matter have the same size, i.e., 𝑅eq = 𝑅𝜒 = 𝑅mat. For con-

figurations with 𝑅 > 𝑅eq a DM halo forms, and for 𝑅 < 𝑅eq there
is a DM core. In such case, if there is a stable configuration with
𝑅 = 𝑅eq, its gravitational mass can be defined as 𝑀eq = 𝑀 (𝑅eq).

3 RESULTS

To obtain the main results of this work, some of the SIDM EoS
space parameters are considered within the following ranges. The
DM particle mass is explored in the region

100 MeV ≤ 𝑚𝜒 ≤ 104 MeV ;

while the mediator mass, whose value for our fermionic SIDM model
is not determined, lies in the interval

1 MeV ≤ 𝑚𝜙 ≤ 500 MeV

in line with Bramante et al. (2014), corresponding to an interaction
parameter 0.2 ≲ 𝑦 ≲ 104. Moreover, in accordance with the studies
conducted by Panotopoulos & Lopes (2017); Lopes & Panotopoulos
(2018); Baryakhtar et al. (2017); Das et al. (2022); Miao et al. (2022),
we consider three distinct values for the contribution of DM to the
pressure at the center of the star,

𝑓𝜒 = 0.02, 0.05, 0.1 .

Within these parameter ranges, we construct a variety of admixed
NSs using the previously mentioned soft and stiff hadronic EoSs. The
results for the mass-radius plane, dimensionless tidal deformability,
second Love number 𝑘2, and DM parameter spaces 𝑚𝜙-𝑚𝜒 and 𝑔-𝑦
are presented in the following subsections.

3.1 Mass-radius curve for admixed NSs with fermionic SIDM

First, in Fig. 1, we present a schematic mass-radius relationship, illus-
trating an example of an admixed NS with a DM component. In the
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Figure 3. Same as Fig.2 but for stiff admixed NSs.

diagram, we define several relevant quantities: the 𝜒-halo branch, cor-
responding to configurations with a DM halo, 𝑅𝜒 > 𝑅mat; the 𝜒-core
branch, corresponding to configurations with a DM core, 𝑅𝜒 < 𝑅mat,
and the limiting stellar configuration between these branches, denoted
by 𝑅eq = 𝑅𝜒 = 𝑅mat and 𝑀eq = 𝑀 (𝑅eq). While the 𝜒-core branch
generally exhibits the typical morphology of hadronic NSs, the 𝜒-
halo branch deviates from this shape, showing a sudden change of
𝑑𝑀/𝑑𝑅 beyond 𝑅eq toward larger radii. In this figure, we also present
in detail the current astrophysical constraints. The bars correspond
to mass constraints derived by different pulsar observations: solid
and hatched red bars correspond, respectively, to pulsars J1614-2230
and J0348+0432, originally measured by Antoniadis et al. (2013)
and Demorest et al. (2010); the constraint for pulsar J1614-2230 was
subsequently improved in 2018 by Arzoumanian et al. (2018). The
light red solid bar corresponds to the restriction in the mass of the
pulsar J0740+6620 (Cromartie et al. 2020), later refined by Fon-
seca et al. (2021). The cyan bar is associated with the least massive
neutron star in a double pulsar system known to date, J0453+1559,
with a mass of 𝑀 = 1.174 ± 0.004𝑀⊙ (Martinez et al. 2015). The
coloured contoured clouds correspond to 𝑀 and 𝑅 determinations by
GW or X-ray observations. The pink and purple clouds correspond
to constraints derived from the observations of the GW170817 event,
at 90% confidence(Abbott et al. 2017, 2018); the dark and light blue
clouds correspond to constraints from the GW190425 event, also
at 90% confidence (Abbott et al. 2020). Both GW events are dis-
played for the low-spin prior scenario. The brown (Miller et al. 2019)
and yellow (Riley et al. 2019) clouds correspond to the restrictions
derived from NICER observations of the pulsar J0030+0451. The
dark green (Miller et al. 2021) and light green (Riley et al. 2021)
clouds represent the constraints obtained from the joint observation
of PSR J0740+6620 by NICER and XMM-Newton. For both PSR
J0030+0451 and PSR J0740+6620, two contoured clouds are pre-
sented (labelled in the figure as 1 and 2) since both observations
were analysed and reduced by two independent research groups,
yielding different results. In these last two constraints, the outer (in-
ner) contours correspond to 95% (68%) confidence level. All current
astrophysical constraints detailed above should be satisfied by ad-
mixed NSs.

The results for the mass-radius of the admixed NSs are shown

in Fig. 2 -for the soft hadronic EoS- and in Fig. 3 -for the stiff
hadronic EoS-. In both figures, panels (𝑎) displays all the stud-
ied EoS -considering the entire mentioned ranges of the 𝑚𝜒 , 𝑚𝜙
and 𝑓𝜒 parameters-, while panels (𝑏) show only the results satis-
fying all the astrophysical constraints that we will now detail. The
impact of including DM in the stellar configurations has been anal-
ysed by imposing the three most relevant astrophysical constraints
as filters to obtain our results: the lower limit of the most massive
double pulsar measured to date 𝑀max ≳ 2.01𝑀⊙ (light red hor-
izontal bar) (Fonseca et al. 2021), the upper limit to the mass of
PSR J0453+1559, the less massive NS in a binary system measured
to date, 𝑀min < 1.178𝑀⊙ (cyan horizontal bar) (Martinez et al.
2015), and the data coming from the binary NS merger associated to
the GW170817 event (purple and pink clouds) (Abbott et al. 2017,
2018). Our results reveal that these three constraints are the most
restrictive ones. Once these three are met, all other current astro-
physical constraints for NSs are satisfied; in this sense, the other
constraints are encompassed by these three filters. After applying the
constraint filters, we discarded all the EoS either having too mas-
sive 𝜒-halo branch, producing 𝑀min > 1.178𝑀⊙ or laying over the
GW170817 clouds, or yielded an excessive amount of DM, resulting
in 𝑀max < 2.01𝑀⊙ . The colour of the curves in panel (a) repre-
sents the 𝑀𝜒/𝑀 ratio for each stellar configuration, while panel (b)
displays the central DM particle number density, 𝑛𝜒𝑐 .

Although the wide array of curves displays tangled behaviour,
each panel presents a variety of curves that show different features in
our model results. In each panel we observe the existence of distinct
𝜒-core branches, reminiscent of typical purely hadronic mass-radius
curves, but with varying arc length extensions. Thus, as the 𝜒-mass
component increases, the maximum mass and radii decrease. On the
other hand, the most notable effect of the DM population is the emer-
gence of the 𝜒-halo branches that detach from the 𝜒-core branches.
These 𝜒-halo branches exhibit a more horizontal trend towards larger
radii with minimal mass variation. The value of 𝑀eq where these
branches join also depends strongly on the model parameters and we
will discuss these dependencies in Subsection 3.3. Nevertheless, it
worth be noting here that the values of 𝑀eq do not appear to correlate
with the 𝑀𝜒/𝑀 ratio, as there is a significant variation in the 𝑀eq
values unrelated to the increase or decrease of 𝑀𝜒/𝑀 . In particu-
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Figure 4. Love number, 𝑘2, as a function of the compactness for the soft, panel (𝑎) and stiff, panel (𝑏) hadronic EoSs of the Table 2. For completeness, the
black curves correspond to purely hadronic EoSs. While the similarities or differences of the pure 𝜒-core configurations with the hadronic EoS depend on the
particular selection of the parameters, the curves with significant 𝜒-halo branches present an important deviation from the hadronic curve.

lar, for the soft model cases, an increase in the 𝑀𝜒/𝑀 leads to a
decrease in the maximum mass value, resulting in the exclusion of
most of the curves with larger values of 𝑀𝜒/𝑀 when the filter as-
sociated with the most restrictive mass constraint 𝑀max ≥ 2.01𝑀⊙
is applied (Fonseca et al. 2021), panel (𝑏) of Fig. 2. Although there
are some stellar configurations for some particular EoS that contain
𝑀𝜒/𝑀 ≳ 0.1, the majority of EoSs, as well as all stellar configu-
rations with astrophysical interest, that is, with 𝑀min ≳ 1𝑀⊙ , have
𝑀𝜒/𝑀 < 0.06. As mentioned earlier, the increasing of DM in the
𝜒-core objects produces a smaller radius. This effect implies that
larger fractions of DM could lead to extremely stiff hadronic EoSs
that satisfy the constraint related to GW170817 event. Considering
the opposite case, soft models results suggest that for high fractions
of DM, some baryonic EoSs could be excluded since they would fail
to satisfy the GW190425 constraint (dark-blue and light-blue clouds
in the figures).

Regarding the behaviour of 𝑛𝜒𝑐 in the panel (𝑏) of both figures, it is
important to emphasise that we integrate the admixed TOV equations
while considering the relationship between the central values of both
the hadronic and DM EoS through the parameter 𝑓𝜒 . Consequently,
it is expected that configurations with higher mass will be obtained as
the central density 𝑛𝜒𝑐 -along with 𝑛mat𝑐 - increases, similar to what
occurs in the pure hadronic scenario. In both the soft and stiff models,
there are a few particular EoSs that suggest that the GW170817 event
could potentially be produced by 𝜒-halo objects.

3.2 Effect of fermionic SIDM on NS tidal polarisability

It is known that tidal effects in the late inspiralling phase of a bi-
nary NS merger could be detected by GW detectors. To describe this
phenomenology the individual NS tidal deformability is defined as
Λ = 2

3 𝑘2𝐶
−5 with 𝑘2 the second Love number (Hinderer 2008). In

Fig. 4, we present the Love number 𝑘2 as a function of the com-
pactness, 𝐶, for soft, panel (𝑎), and stiff, panel (b), hadronic EoSs,
using the selection of Table 2. We also include the results for purely
hadronic EoS for comparison. We selected four particular admixed
EoSs to consider and compare combinations of the soft and the stiff
scenarios with two of them (EoS 1 and 3) having no 𝜒-halo branch,
and the other two (EoS 2 and 4) featuring a substantial presence of a
𝜒-halo branch.

EoS Hadronic m𝜒[MeV] m𝜙[MeV]

1 soft 3.0 × 103 2.1 × 102

2 2.1 × 102 1.5 × 101

3 stiff 1.3 × 103 1.5 × 102

4 3.0 × 102 3.0 × 101

Table 2. EoSs chosen to analyse the behaviour of the second Love number,
𝑘2, as a function of the compactness of admixed NSs. EoS 1 and 3 have an
absence of 𝜒-halo branch, while EoS 2 and 4 have a significant presence of a
𝜒-halo branch.

As observed in Fig. 4, the cases with 𝜒-halo branches exhibit
significant differences from the purely hadronic curve, consistently
being smaller. However, the extent of the differences between the
latter and the cases where the 𝜒-halo branch is absent depends on
the specific admixed EoS chosen. This suggests that the study of
DM through the determination of 𝑘2 is influenced by the underlying
hadronic models, although certain trends can still be identified. This
becomes evident when comparing the results of the soft EoS 1 and the
purely hadronic EoS, as they are indistinguishable from each other,
as is shown in panel (𝑎). Furthermore, this characteristic appears
to be independent of the DM fraction 𝑓𝜒 . In our setting, the SIDM
model is more sensitive to smaller values of DM particles in the
region where 𝐶 ≲ 0.15.

On the other hand, the constraints from GW170817 event
are related to the total gravitational mass of the binary system,
𝑀 ≈ 2.74𝑀⊙ , and the individual NS gravitational masses 𝑀1 ≈
(1.36 − 1.6)𝑀⊙ and 𝑀2 ≈ (1.17 − 1.36)𝑀⊙ . An analysis was per-
formed for this event, which was marginalised over the selection
methods (Abbott et al. 2018), leading to the discovery of an upper
bound for the effective dimensionless tidal deformability of the bi-
nary, Λ̃ ≤ 800 at a 90% confidence level. This analysis assumed
a low-spin prior, which disfavours EoSs predicting larger radii for
stars. These findings arise due to the individual Λ1,Λ2 that are in-
built in the actual definition of Λ̃(𝑀1, 𝑀2,Λ1,Λ2) (Abbott et al.
2018). Tighter constraints were found in a follow-up reanalysis (Ab-
bott et al. 2019) obtaining Λ̃ = 300+420

−230 (using the 90% highest
posterior density interval), under minimal assumptions about the na-
ture of the compact star binary system. In our work, we use a more
refined value of the tidal deformability of a 1.4𝑀⊙ NS obtained from
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Figure 5. Λ-mass plane for the soft, panel (𝑎) and stiff, panel (b), admixed NSs satisfying the astrophysical NSs constraints, panels (𝑏) of Figs. 2 and 3. The
colour of the curves represents the ratio between the DM mass and the total gravitational mass, 𝑀𝜒/𝑀. The nearly vertical branches in the curves with a
higher value of Λ correspond to configurations where a DM halo exists, 𝑅𝜒 > 𝑅mat. The branches displaying a traditional hadronic morphology correspond to
configurations with a DM core, 𝑅𝜒 < 𝑅mat. The green vertical segment corresponds to the constraint imposed for a 1.4𝑀⊙ NS based on the analysis of the
GW170817 event (Abbott et al. 2018). Similar to the effect of 𝑀𝜒/𝑀 observed on Figs. 2 and 3, as shown in panel (𝑏) , the inclusion of DM component may
contribute to satisfying the dimensionless tidal deformability constraint for some of the otherwise discarded EoSs.

Abbott et al. (2018) and estimated to be Λ1.4 = 190+390
−120 at a 90%

credible level when a common EoS is imposed. Note that this value
is actually more constraining than the one obtained when assuming
a binary NS merger involving similar merging NSs, in which case
Λ̃ = Λ.

The results for the Λ-mass plane are presented in Fig. 5, for the
soft, panel (𝑎) and stiff, panel (b), hadronic EoS. In these figures,
we only show the filtered family of stars satisfying the astrophysical
constraints, corresponding to panels (𝑏) of Figs. 2 and 3. The colour
of the curves represents the ratio between the DM mass and the total
gravitational mass of the respective star, denoted by 𝑀𝜒/𝑀 . It can
be observed that soft models satisfy the GW170817 constraint (in-
dicated by the green segment) regardless of the DM parameters. For
stiff models, configurations with a small proportion of DM, resem-
bling the purely hadronic configuration, barely satisfy this constraint.
Moreover, as the DM ratio increases, the GW170817 constraint is
easily satisfied, consistent with the behaviour observed in the mass-
radius plane, where the radius decreases with increasing DM ratio.

3.3 Analysis and constraints on the SIDM-model parameter
space

After integrating the two-fluid TOV equations for the admixed EoSs,
we study how applying the astrophysical filters mentioned above con-
strains the parameter space of SIDM. In Figs. 6 and 7 for the soft
and stiff hadronic EoSs, respectively, we present the plane 𝑚𝜙-𝑚𝜒
for different values of 𝑓𝜒 = 0.02, 0.05, 0.1, within the allowed mass
ranges for 𝑚𝜙 and 𝑚𝜒 . The circles and diamonds indicate the sam-
pling sets studied. The circle (diamond) indicate the sets that do
(do not) fulfil the three restrictive astrophysical constraints consid-
ered. Each diamond is composed of three triangles representing the
minimum mass 1.178𝑀⊙ limit (left triangle), the maximum mass
2.01𝑀⊙ (right triangle) limit, and the GW170817 restriction (bottom
triangle). The colour green (red) indicates if the corresponding con-

straint is (is not) satisfied. Although related to specific astronomical
observations, these filters can be revealing since they are qualitative
indicators of the DM effects on the maximum and minimum mass
and on the radius of admixed NSs. The circles in Figs. 6 and 7 in-
dicate parameter sets fulfilling the three constraints. The colour bar
indicates the value of the corresponding 𝑀eq for each EoS set. To
simplify the classification and visualisation of the results, we present
with dark violet, assigned to 𝑀eq = 0, the cases in which no halo
branch appears in the mass-radius curve of stable solutions, meaning
that 𝑅eq does not exist. Panels (a), (𝑏) and (𝑐) of Figs. 6 and 7 show
the upper left corner excluded according to astrophysical constraints
on NSs. This zone corresponds to weakly SIDM or low 𝑦 = 𝑚𝜒/𝑚𝜙
values. Depending on the hadronic EoS and the fraction 𝑓𝜒 chosen,
the excluded region corresponds to 0.2 < 𝑦 < 0.6 (stiff EoS and
𝑓𝜒 = 0.02) or 0.2 < 𝑦 < 10 (soft EoS and 𝑓𝜒 = 0.1). In the colour
map area, it can be observed that most of the regions (dark purple
zone) correspond to EoS with predominantly 𝜒-core branches, as
𝑀eq becomes remarkably small or absent. Some sets in the inter-
mediate 𝑚𝜙-low 𝑚𝜒 region (corresponding to the colours greenish
and yellow in the colour map) produce EoS with a non-negligible
𝜒-halo branch contribution. As we already noted in the mass-radius
relationships (Figs. 2 and 3), in the most extreme cases, the 𝑀eq
reach high enough values that one or both objects involved in the
merger that produced the GW170817 event could have been 𝜒-halo
objects. Although the sampled values of 𝑓𝜒 differ by approximately
a factor 5, it can be seen in the soft case, that a larger value for this
parameter prevents compliance of the more restrictive constraint of
2.01𝑀⊙ , producing less massive stellar configurations. On the other
hand, due to the higher masses generally achieved by stiff EoSs, our
stiff models fulfil the maximum mass constraint for almost all studied
sets and therefore exclude fewer sets than the soft models in this high
𝑚𝜙-low 𝑚𝜒 region.

Finally, within the framework of the DM paradigm, in Fig. 8
(soft hadronic EoS) and Fig. 9 (stiff hadronic EoS) we study the
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Figure 6. Plane of 𝑚𝜙-𝑚𝜒 for soft hadronic EoSs and for different values of 𝑓𝜒 = 0.02, 0.05, 0.1 -panels (𝑎) , (𝑏) and (𝑐) , respectively-. The circles and
diamonds indicate different EoSs within the ranges of the SIDM parameters chosen. In each panel, circles (diamonds) indicate the stellar configurations that do
(do not) fulfil the three main astrophysical constraints considered (see text for details). The colour map in the circle regions indicates the value of the mass 𝑀eq
for the stellar configuration with 𝑅𝜒 = 𝑅mat (see details in the text). The three-sided diamonds indicate which of the three constraints is (in green) or is not (in
red) satisfied. More specifically, the right and left sides of each diamond correspond to the NS maximum and minimum mass restrictions, respectively; the lower
side of each diamond corresponds to the limitations imposed by GW170817.
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Figure 7. Same as Fig. 6 but for stiff hadronic EoSs.

SI generic coupling constant, 𝑔 - interaction parameter, 𝑦, plane,
considering the constraints on 𝜎SI/𝑚𝜒 and ⟨𝜎ann𝑣rel⟩, and the
upper bound of g, given by Eq. (13). For 𝜎SI/𝑚𝜒 , we apply
𝜎SI/𝑚𝜒 ≲ 0.1, 1.0, 10 cm2/g corresponding to order-of-magnitude
values coming from Bullet-type massive clusters (Robertson et al.
2016), the Abell cluster galaxies (Kahlhoefer et al. 2015) and dwarf
galaxies (Hayashi et al. 2021), respectively; the thermally averaged
self-annihilation cross-section from the cosmological DM freeze-out
is taken to be 2.2 × 10−26 cm3/s ≲ ⟨𝜎ann𝑣rel⟩ ≲ 5.2 × 10−26 cm3/s
(Steigman et al. 2012). In both figures, panels (𝑎), (𝑏) and (𝑐)
correspond to 𝑓𝜒 = 0.02, 0.05, 0.1, respectively. The dark blue con-
toured region in the 𝑔-𝑦 plane is constructed considering the 𝜎SI/𝑚𝜒
in the prescribed uncertainty range [0.1, 10] cm2/g, and using the
constraints shown in Fig. 6 and 7, for the mediator mass, the dark
fermion mass, considering the restrictions coming from the multi-
messenger astronomy of NSs. We colour with light blue the region
where 𝜎SI/𝑚𝜒 < 0.1 cm3/s in accordance with the Bullet cluster
constraint. In addition, we present in light pink the constraint for
⟨𝜎ann𝑣rel⟩, also considering the restrictions in 𝑚𝜙 and 𝑚𝜒 coming

from NS observations. In green colour we present the region 𝑔 ≲ 1.8,
arising from Eq. (13).

In order to establish these constraints over 𝑔 and 𝑦 magnitudes,
we determine the intersection between the most restrictive limit of
𝜎𝑆𝐼/𝑚𝜒 < 0.1 and the pink area given by the ⟨𝜎ann𝑣rel⟩ restriction.
Although the coloured areas are slightly larger in Fig. 9 than in
Fig. 8, it is possible to restrict the strength parameter 𝑦 in the range
2 ≲ 𝑦 ≲ 200, while the generic coupling constant is allowed to vary
between 0.01 ≲ 𝑔 ≲ 0.1. When considering results for the stiff
hadronic EoS, Fig. 9, allowed 𝑦 values are shifted to the lower side
with the lowest 𝑦 ∼ 0.5 for the 𝑓𝜒 = 0.02 case.

4 CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the impact of the presence of fermionic SIDM on
several macroscopic properties of NSs such as gravitational mass,
radius and dimensionless tidal deformability. Our study is performed
using the two-fluid formalism in which baryonic and dark compo-
nents interact only gravitationally. To describe the baryonic matter,

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)



10 M. Mariani et al.

100 101 102 103 104

y

10 2

10 1

100

101

102

g

(a)

g 1.8

SI/m [0.1, 10] cm2/g
SI/m < 0.1 cm2/g
annvrel [2.2, 5.2]x10 26 cm2/g

100 101 102 103 104

y

(b)

100 101 102 103 104

y

(c)
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generated by considering Eq. (10) in the interval 𝜎SI/𝑚𝜒 ∈ [0.1, 10] cm2/g and the most restrictive limit, 𝜎SI/𝑚𝜒 < 0.1 cm2/g, respectively. The light pink
region represents the assumed DM freeze-out in the range 2.2 × 10−26 ≲ ⟨𝜎ann𝑣rel ⟩ ≲ 5.2 × 10−26 cm3/s (Steigman et al. 2012). The green region indicates
the 𝑔 < 1.8 constraint arising from Eq. (13).
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Figure 9. Same as Fig. 8 but for stiff hadronic EoSs.

we have used two extreme cases of GPP EoS i.e. a soft and a stiff
EoS compatible with both low-density chiral EFT calculations and
modern NS astronomical observations. It is important to emphasise
that the results presented here are intended to be representative of
a wide variety of EoS that fall between these two extreme cases. A
different choice of soft and stiff EoS would not qualitatively change
the conclusions drawn from our work. The DM EoS was modelled
considering a Fermi gas of self-interacting massive particles. Dif-
ferent families of admixed NSs considering a fixed fraction of DM
were built through the integration of the TOV equations within the
two-fluid formalism.

We have built the mass-radius and tidal deformability-mass rela-
tionships for the different families of stellar configurations with a
dark component obtained. The DM parameters associated with the
SIDM model considered were varied in a wide range of values to
obtain the most general and representative results possible for our
model. From the different sets of admixed EoS, we have set a filter to
select only those admixed NSs satisfying the current NS constraints.
This filtering process allowed us not only to study the different pos-
sible NS configurations but also to establish updated constraints over
the SIDM parameters.

The results on the mass-radius plane suggest that the effect of
the SIDM on admixed NSs could be quite relevant, producing long
branches of halo-type objects and/or considerably decreasing the

mass and radius of these compact objects. However, when the cur-
rent astrophysical restrictions of NSs are applied as filters, much
of the studied EoSs should be discarded, so these constraints could
effectively help improve the DM models. In the cases where the
available constraints from NS observations are fulfilled, the effect
of fermionic SIDM is more evident for compact low-mass objects
producing branches of configurations with approximately constant
gravitational mass and a variable radius which is larger than the
purely baryonic NS would have, the so-called 𝜒-halo branch. In par-
ticular, our results do not discard the possibility that the GW170817
event could be produced by at least one 𝜒-halo object.

Interestingly, in some cases, we found that the inclusion of a DM
component displaces the radius of the obtained configurations to-
wards lower values and contributes, in the case of stiff EoS, to satisfy
the constraint of the GW170817 event. On the contrary, in the case
of the soft hadronic EoS, this change in radius could cause the curves
to fall outside of the GW190425 restriction. This behaviour is also
evident in the tidal deformability-mass plane, where the DM contri-
bution leads to a decrease inΛ and, thus, helps satisfy the GW170817
constraint in this plane in the stiff scenario.

In addition, we have explored the impact of the presence of SIDM
on the NS structure, looking in particular at the change in the Love
number 𝑘2 which can be estimated indirectly from GW data emitted
during binary NS mergers. We find that low compactness admixed
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NSs present the best scenario for testing the presence of fermionic
SIDM in NSs.

The characterisation and classification of the 𝜒-halo and 𝜒-core
branches based on the astrophysical constraints allow us to set the
most restrictive constraints when studying the DM effects on NSs.
In addition to the thoroughly studied maximum mass constraint, the
impact of DM on the branches of 𝜒-halo and on the value of 𝑀eq
could potentially be in tension with the minimum mass constraint
and the mass and radius constraints coming from GW170817. In this
regard, future studies, in the context of potential future observations,
should not lose sight of this possible behaviour of admixed NSs.

Considering all the admixed EoSs constructed along with the cur-
rent astrophysical constraints, we have studied and constrained the
parameter space of our fermionic SIDM model. We found that weakly
interacting fermionic SIDM -corresponding to low values for𝑚𝜒 and
high values for 𝑚𝜙 -i.e., low values for 𝑦- is excluded for admixed
NSs. This effect occurs due to a excessively massive 𝑀eq -thereby
failing to satisfy 𝑀min < 1.178𝑀⊙ or GW170817 - or having a max-
imum mass 𝑀max that is too small, less than 2.01𝑀⊙ . In more detail,
we have seen that the SIDM EoS constraints cover a wider range in
the 𝑚𝜙 − 𝑚𝜒 plane if a soft hadronic EoS is considered. In this
scenario, 𝑚𝜙 ≳ 10 MeV is excluded for 𝑚𝜒 ≲ 103 MeV. However,
when considering the stiff hadronic EoS, this situation undergoes
a quantitative change. In this scenario, the constraints coming from
the observations of NSs are less stringent, again ruling out DM can-
didates with masses 𝑚𝜒 of a few hundred MeV if 𝑚𝜙 ≳ 10 MeV.
Notably, in this case, the results are almost independent of the DM
fraction, 𝑓𝜒 .

The constraints on the values of DM SI cross-sections, obtained
from the dynamics of Bullet and Abell clusters, dwarf galaxies, and
cosmological DM freeze-out intervals, have been combined with
multi-messenger NS astronomy to constrain fermionic SIDM. This
wealth of information helps us constrain the 𝑔-𝑦 parameter space
effectively. Specifically, we find that, when considering the most
restrictive upper limit condition, 𝜎SI/𝑚𝜒 < 0.1 cm3/s, along with
the range of DM freeze values for ⟨𝜎ann𝑣rel⟩, the allowed 𝑔-𝑦 region
falls within 0.01 ≲ 𝑔 ≲ 0.1 and 0.5 ≲ 𝑦 ≲ 200.

In a recent study by Shirke et al. (2023), similar SIDM constraints
were derived, focusing solely on the DM vector interaction strength
and based on only one of the conditions we have imposed, namely, the
maximum mass values of NSs. Additionally, they worked within the
traditional single-fluid TOV formalism. The updated constraints we
present here, considering NS observations and SIDM cross-section
restrictions simultaneously, can provide complementary and tighter
constraints.

Finally, our results indicate that measuring the mass-radius of a
low mass NS potentially in the 𝜒-halo branch or detecting a GW NS
merger event with determinations of Λ and 𝑘2 could offer insights
into the presence of DM in NSs. As already mentioned, there are
other observable quantities that could also indicate DM presence
in compacts objects, such as gravitational waves from NS oscil-
lations (Shirke et al. 2023), explosive kilonovae events (Bramante
et al. 2014) or X-ray pulse profiles (Miao et al. 2022). We anticipate
that this diverse range of observable predictions, coupled with the
wealth of data expected from future experimental and observational
projects, will contribute significantly to advancing our understanding
of both the fundamental nature of DM and the internal structure and
composition of NSs.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We would like to thank the anonymous referee for her/his comments
that have contributed to improve the quality of this work. This work
has been supported by Junta de Castilla y León SA096P20 and Span-
ish MICIN grant PID2019-107778GB-I00 and PID2022-137887NB-
I00. M.M, M.G.O and I.F.R-S thank CONICET and UNLP for finan-
cial support under grants PIP-0169 and 11/G187. M.G.O and I.F.R-S
are partially supported by the National Science Foundation (USA)
under Grant PHY-2012152. I.F.R-S is partially supported by PICT
grant 2019-0366 from ANPCyT and PIBAA grant 0724 from CON-
ICET (Argentina).

DATA AVAILABILITY

The computed data presented and discussed in this paper will be
shared upon reasonable request.

REFERENCES

Abbott B., et al., 2017, Phys. Rev. Lett., 119, 161101
Abbott B., et al., 2018, Phys. Rev. Lett., 121, 161101
Abbott B. P., et al., 2019, Phys. Rev. X, 9, 011001
Abbott B. P., et al., 2020, Astrophys. J. Lett., 892, L3
Albertus C., Masip M., Pérez-García M., 2015, Physics Letters B, 751, 209
Angelis A. D., et al., 2018, Journal of High Energy Astrophysics, 19, 1
Annala E., Gorda T., Kurkela A., Vuorinen A., 2018, Phys. Rev. Lett., 120,

172703
Annala E., Gorda T., Kurkela A., Nättilä J., Vuorinen A., 2020, Nature Physics,

16, 907
Antoniadis J., et al., 2013, Science, 340, 6131
Arzoumanian Z., et al., 2018, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series,

235, 37
Badurina L., Buchmueller O., Ellis J., Lewicki M., McCabe C., Vaskonen V.,

2021, Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A: Mathematical,
Physical and Engineering Sciences, 380

Baryakhtar M., Bramante J., Li S. W., Linden T., Raj N., 2017, Physical
review letters, 119, 131801

Bell N. F., Busoni G., Robles S., 2018, Journal of Cosmology and Astropar-
ticle Physics, 2018, 018

Bertone G., Fairbairn M., 2008, Phys. Rev. D, 77, 043515
Bertone G., Hooper D., 2018, Reviews of Modern Physics, 90
Boddy K. K., et al., 2022, Journal of High Energy Astrophysics, 35, 112
Bramante J., Fukushima K., Kumar J., Stopnitzky E., 2014, Phys. Rev. D, 89,

015010
Branchesi M., et al., 2023, Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics,

2023, 068
Capano C. D., et al., 2020, Nature Astron., 4, 625
Cautun M., et al., 2020, MNRAS, 494, 4291
Cermeño M., Pérez-García M. A., Silk J., 2016, Phys. Rev. D, 94, 023509
Cromartie H., et al., 2020, Nature Astronomy, 4, 72
Das A., Malik T., Nayak A. C., 2019, Phys. Rev. D, 99, 043016
Das H. C., Kumar A., Patra S. K., 2021, Phys. Rev. D, 104, 063028
Das A., Malik T., Nayak A. C., 2022, Phys. Rev. D, 105, 123034
Datta A., Roshan R., Sil A., 2021, Physical Review Letters, 127, 231801
DeRocco W., Graham P. W., Kasen D., Marques-Tavares G., Rajendran S.,

2019, Journal of High Energy Physics, 2019
Deliyergiyev M., Del Popolo A., Tolos L., Le Delliou M., Lee X., Burgio F.,

2019, Physical Review D, 99, 063015
Demorest P., Pennucci T., Ransom S., Roberts M., Hessels J., 2010, Nature,

467, 1081
Diedrichs R. F., Becker N., Jockel C., Christian J.-E., Sagunski L., Schaffner-

Bielich J., 2023, Phys. Rev. D, 108, 064009
Fonseca E., et al., 2021, ApJL, 915, L12
Fornal B., Grinstein B., 2018, Phys. Rev. Lett., 120, 191801

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.161101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.161101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.011001
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab75f5
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020ApJ...892L...3A
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2015.10.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jheap.2018.07.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172703
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-0914-9
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020NatPh..16..907A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1233232
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/aab5b0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2021.0060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2021.0060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.043515
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008PhRvD..77d3515B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/revmodphys.90.045002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.015010
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014PhRvD..89a5010B
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014PhRvD..89a5010B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/07/068
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-020-1014-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa1017
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020MNRAS.494.4291C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.023509
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-019-0880-2
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020NatAs...4...72C
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.043016
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019PhRvD..99d3016D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.063028
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021PhRvD.104f3028D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.123034
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022PhRvD.105l3034D
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/jhep02(2019)171
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature09466
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.064009
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023PhRvD.108f4009D
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac03b8
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021ApJ...915L..12F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.191801


12 M. Mariani et al.

Girmohanta S., Shrock R., 2022, Physical Review D, 106, 063013
Gonçalves V. P., Lazzari L., 2022, European Physical Journal C, 82, 288
Gould A., 1987, ApJ, 321, 571
Hayashi K., Ibe M., Kobayashi S., Nakayama Y., Shirai S., 2021, Physical

Review D, 103, 023017
Hebeler K., Lattimer J. M., Pethick C. J., Schwenk A., 2013, Astrophys. J.,

773, 11
Herrero A., Pérez-García M. A., Silk J., Albertus C., 2019, Phys. Rev. D, 100,

103019
Hinderer T., 2008, ApJ, 677, 1216
Husain W., Thomas A. W., 2021, Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle

Physics, 2021, 086
Kahlhoefer F., Schmidt-Hoberg K., Kummer J., Sarkar S., 2015, Monthly

Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society: Letters, 452, L54
Kain B., 2021, Phys. Rev. D, 103, 043009
Kouvaris C., 2008, Phys. Rev. D, 77, 023006
Kouvaris C., Pérez-García M. A., 2014, Phys. Rev. D, 89, 103539
Lenzi C., Lugones G., Vasquez C., 2023, Physical Review D, 107, 083025
Leung S. C., Chu M. C., Lin L. M., 2011, Phys. Rev. D, 84, 107301
Leung K.-L., Chu M.-c., Lin L.-M., 2022, Phys. Rev. D, 105, 123010
Lopes I., Panotopoulos G., 2018, Physical Review D, 97, 024030
Lugones G., Mariani M., Ranea-Sandoval I. F., 2023, JCAP, 2023, 028
Martinez J. G., et al., 2015, ApJ, 812, 143
McDermott S. D., Yu H.-B., Zurek K. M., 2012, Physical Review D, 85,

023519
Miao Z., Zhu Y., Li A., Huang F., 2022, The Astrophysical Journal, 936, 69
Miller M., et al., 2019, Astrophys. J. Lett., 887, L24
Miller M. C., et al., 2021, Astrophys. J. Lett., 918, L28
Most E. R., Weih L. R., Rezzolla L., Schaffner-Bielich J., 2018, Phys. Rev.

Lett., 120, 261103
Mukhopadhyay P., Schaffner-Bielich J., 2016, Phys. Rev. D, 93, 083009
Narain G., Schaffner-Bielich J., Mishustin I. N., 2006, Physical Review D,

74, 063003
O’Boyle M. F., Markakis C., Stergioulas N., Read J. S., 2020, Phys. Rev. D,

102, 083027
Orsaria, M. and Rodrigues, H. and Weber, F. and Contrera, G. A. 2014, Phys.

Rev. C, 89, 015806
Panotopoulos G., Lopes I., 2017, Phys. Rev. D, 96, 083013
Peccei R. D., 2008, Axions: Theory, Cosmology, and Experimental Searches,

pp 3–17
Pérez-García M. A., Silk J., Pen U.-L., 2013, Phys. Lett. B, 727, 357
Pérez-García M. A., et al., 2022a, A&A, 666, A67
Pérez-García M. A., Grigorian H., Albertus C., Barba D., Silk J. I., 2022b,

Physics Letters B, 827, 136937
Peskin M. E., Schroeder D. V., 1995, An Introduction to quantum field theory.

Addison-Wesley, Reading, USA
Prabhu A., 2021, Physical Review D, 104
Press W. H., Spergel D. N., 1985, ApJ, 296, 679
Raithel C., Özel F., Psaltis D., 2018, ApJ Letters, 857, L23
Ranea-Sandoval I. F., Guilera O. M., Mariani M., Lugones G., 2022, Phys.

Rev. D, 106, 043025
Ranea-Sandoval I. F., Mariani M., Celi M. O., Rodríguez M. C., Tonetto L.,

2023a, Phys. Rev. D, 107, 123028
Ranea-Sandoval I. F., Mariani M., Lugones G., Guilera O. M., 2023b, MN-

RAS, 519, 3194
Read J. I., 2014, Journal of Physics G Nuclear Physics, 41, 063101
Reitze D., et al., 2019, Cosmic Explorer: The U.S. Con-

tribution to Gravitational-Wave Astronomy beyond LIGO
(arXiv:1907.04833)

Rembiasz T., Obergaulinger M., Masip M., Pérez-García M. A., Aloy M. A.,
Albertus C., 2018, Phys. Rev. D, 98, 103010

Riley T. E., et al., 2019, Astrophys. J. Lett., 887, L21
Riley T. E., et al., 2021, Astrophys. J. Lett., 918, L27
Robertson A., Massey R., Eke V., 2016, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astro-

nomical Society, p. stw2670
Rocha M., Peter A. H. G., Bullock J. S., Kaplinghat M., Garrison-Kimmel

S., Oñorbe J., Moustakas L. A., 2013, Monthly Notices of the Royal
Astronomical Society, 430, 81

Routaray P., Mohanty S. R., Das H., Ghosh S., Kalita P., Parmar V., Kumar
B., 2023, Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics, 2023, 073

Rutherford N., Raaĳmakers G., Prescod-Weinstein C., Watts A., 2023, Phys.
Rev. D, 107, 103051

Saes J. A., Mendes R. F. P., 2022, Phys. Rev. D, 106, 043027
Sandin F., Ciarcelluti P., 2009, Astroparticle Physics, 32, 278
Schumann M., 2019, Journal of Physics G: Nuclear and Particle Physics, 46,

103003
Shirke S., Ghosh S., Chatterjee D., Sagunski L., Schaffner-Bielich J.,

2023, R-modes as a New Probe of Dark Matter in Neutron Stars
(arXiv:2305.05664)

Singh D., Gupta A., Berti E., Reddy S., Sathyaprakash B., 2023, Physical
Review D, 107, 083037

Spergel D. N., Steinhardt P. J., 2000, Phys. Rev. Lett., 84, 3760
Steigman G., Dasgupta B., Beacom J. F., 2012, Phys. Rev. D, 86, 023506
Zenati Y., Albertus C., Pérez-García M. A., Silk J., 2023, Neutrino signals

from Neutron Star implosions to Black Holes (arXiv:2304.06746)
Zurek K. M., 2014, Physics Reports, 537, 91

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.

MNRAS 000, 1–12 (2023)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-022-10273-5
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022EPJC...82..288G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/165653
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1987ApJ...321..571G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/773/1/11
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.103019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/533487
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2008ApJ...677.1216H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/10/086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/10/086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.043009
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2021PhRvD.103d3009K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.023006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.103539
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.107301
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2011PhRvD..84j7301L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.123010
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022PhRvD.105l3010L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/03/028
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023JCAP...03..028L
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/812/2/143
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015ApJ...812..143M
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab50c5
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac089b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.261103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.261103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.083009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.083027
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2020PhRvD.102h3027O
http://dx.doi.org/{10.1103/PhysRevC.89.015806}
http://dx.doi.org/{10.1103/PhysRevC.89.015806}
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.083013
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017PhRvD..96h3013P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.11.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202243749
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.136937
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.104.055038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/163485
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1985ApJ...296..679P
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aabcbf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.043025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.043025
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022PhRvD.106d3025R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.123028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac3780
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac3780
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023MNRAS.519.3194R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0954-3899/41/6/063101
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2014JPhG...41f3101R
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.04833
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.103010
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab481c
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac0a81
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sts514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sts514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.103051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.103051
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2023PhRvD.107j3051R
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.043027
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2022PhRvD.106d3027S
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2009.09.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6471/ab2ea5
http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.05664
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.3760
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.023506
http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.06746

	Introduction
	Theoretical Framework
	Generic hadronic matter and fermionic SIDM EoS
	Stellar configurations in the two fluid formalism

	Results
	Mass-radius curve for admixed NSs with fermionic SIDM
	Effect of fermionic SIDM on NS tidal polarisability
	Analysis and constraints on the SIDM-model parameter space

	Conclusions

