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We systematically investigate f−mode oscillations (ℓ = 2) in quarkyonic neutron stars with dark matter,
employing the Cowling approximation within the framework of linearized general relativity. The relativistic
mean-field approach is used to compute various macroscopic properties of neutron stars. The analysis focuses
on three key free parameters in the model: transition density, QCD confinement scale, and dark matter (DM)
Fermi momentum, all of which significantly affect the properties of f−mode oscillations. The inclusion of
dark matter in quarkyonic equations of state leads to notable variations in f−mode frequencies. Despite these
changes, several universal relations among the oscillation properties are found to hold, demonstrating their
robustness in the presence of dark matter.

I. INTRODUCTION

A neutron star is born as a remnant of the core-collapse su-
pernova explosion. The core of these objects contains some
of the most compact forms of matter known to exist in the
observable universe. The central density can exceed 5 to 10
times the nuclear saturation density, which is ∼0.16fm−3.
The mass of such a star is ∼ 2 M⊙ and the radius is typically
∼ 12 km. Unlike normal stars, the general theory of relativ-
ity plays a significant role in the formation of these relativis-
tic compact objects. Although the microscopic constituents
of NS are still an open question, mostly it comprises neu-
trons, a few fractions of protons as well as leptons. Due to
its extremely high-density environment, there may exist many
exotic particles such as free quarks, condensed pions, and
kaons, which play a pivotal role in shaping the macroscopic
behaviour of NS [1, 2]. On the observational front, a plethora
of new measurements of masses and radii are presented to the
scientific community, which combined with theoretical study
can put forward order meaningful constraints and explore the
nature of the equation of state along with micromacro aspects
of NS. Recently, gravitational wave measurement GW170817
of the binary NS merger [3–6] along with NICER X-ray obser-
vations of PSR J0030+0451 [7, 8] has provided the constraint
that 1.4 M⊙ stars have radii R1.4 ≤ 13.5 km. The nature of
dense is again challenged by the measurement of NS masses
greater than or equal to 2M⊙ [9, 10]. Mclerran and Reddy, to
explain these findings, proposed a model dubbed quarkyonic
matter. This model assumes that both nucleons and quarks can
be effectively treated as quasi-particles which is manifested
due to the cross-over transition among nucleons and quarks
at the neutron star core owing to its high density. The model
also impacts some of the early models of quark hadron phase
transition such as the MIT bag model [11] and Nambu-Jona-
Lasinio model [12]. The quarkyonic matter model provides a
first-order phase transition where quarks drip out of nucleons
occupying the lower Fermi momentum states, while nucle-
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ons themselves occupy higher Fermi momenta states. This re-
sults in a swift increase in pressure near transition density that
can be seen in the non-monotonic behaviour in the speed of
sound which respects the large density asymptotic behaviour.
The components of this model consist of up (u) and down
(d) quarks and neutrons which are later on extended by Jhao
and Lattimer [13] to meet specific conditions of steller matter
that includes beta equilibrium between leptons and hadrons,
charge neutrality condition and chemical equilibrium among
quarks and nucleons. They have included two nucleon species
as well as other types of leptons in their approach. In addi-
tion, we include the possibility of dark matter (DM) inside
the NS, where the effective field theory-motivated relativis-
tic mean field (E-RMF) approach is considered [14]. Neu-
tron star environments are ideal for capturing and containing
the DM inside them due to their immense gravitational poten-
tial. The nature of DM is still shrouded in mystery and many
theoretical models exist to date to describe the various obser-
vational effects of dark matter. Several candidates exist such
as sterile neutrinos, bosonic DM, weakly interacting massive
particles (WIMPs), neutrino, axions, feebly interacting mas-
sive particles, etc. [15–22]. DM inside can significantly al-
ter the macroscopic properties of NS and several theoretical
studies were conducted [23–32]. Many studies suggest that
DM nucleon scattering leads to the accumulation of DM in-
side NS. By transferring the kinetic energy of DM the scatter-
ing process can warm the NS to near-infrared regime [33, 34].
There exist several direct and indirect detection experimental
approaches to find pieces of evidence for the existence of DM.
[35–39]. Our DM model in this work is Neutralino which is a
fermion that interacts with nucleonic matter via the Higgs por-
tal mechanism [28, 40]. The quantity known as the equation
of state (EOS) is of fundamental importance when it comes
to studying the densest states of matter found inside the inte-
rior of NS. Several non-relativistic and relativistic theoretical
frameworks have been developed in order to determine the
EOS. [41–48]. Among these Relativistic Mean Field Theory
(RMF) stands out to be a prominent approach as the theory
quite successfully describes various properties of finite nuclei
over the nuclear landscape. It is also versatile since its re-
gion of applicability ranges from finite nuclei to superheavy
and exotic nuclei to NS matter [49–55]. By formulation, It
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is covariant in its structure based on relativistic quantum field
theory which was developed to describe nuclear many-body
problem. It also adheres to the method of self-consistency to
find the relevant equation of motion. Here, we employ the
RMF model with an appropriate parameter set to investigate
the impact of DM on quarkyonic stars. Traditionally Neutron
star observation spans a significant area of the electromag-
netic spectrum ranging from radio to X-rays to gamma rays
with the space-based and ground-based telescopes. But in ad-
dition to the electromagnetic regime, with the success of the
detection of gravitation waves, tighter constraints of observ-
able has been achieved. NS can emit a large amount of gravi-
tational wave if it oscillates or a merger happens between NS-
NS or NS-BH. Among many detections, Recent observations
of GW170817 (NS-NS collision) as well as GW200105 snd
GW200115 (NS-BH mergers) by LIGO-VIRGO-KAGRA ob-
servatories have ushered a new age of multi-messenger astron-
omy [56, 57]. The oscillation of Neutron stars is quite an inter-
esting problem by itself since these carry the nature of internal
constituents and viscous forces that damp these modes[58].
Various oscillation modes can exist inside an NS such as fun-
damental f -mode, p-mode, g-mode, r-mode, w-modes etc.
These odes are categorized according to the restoring force
that brings the perturbed star to the equilibrium state. For ex-
ample, f -, p-, g- modes are driven primarily by pressure and
buoyancy forces respectively, r modes are triggered by Corio-
lis force while the g modes are activated during merger or in-
spiral event of binary NS. [59–61] . Since g modes can probe
deep inside the NS it is very sensitive to the internal composi-
tion of NS. However, The signature of gravitational waves is
too weak to be observed by current-generation observatories.

Our focus in this work is on the f -mode oscillations of neu-
tron stars, which are studied extensively by Andersson and
Kokkotas [62], establishing a relationship between various
macroscopic properties of neutron stars and the f -mode fre-
quency as well as its damping times. Since these oscillation
equations are complicated in nature, often background met-
ric perturbations are neglected. This kind of approximation
known as the Cowling approximation provides good and rea-
sonable estimates of the frequency although a fully general
relativistic approach is required more a better computation
[63–65]. We compute f -modes of DM admixed quarkyonic
stars using Cowling approximation. This paper is organized
in the following way: In Sec. II, we discuss the theoretical
formalism of the nuclear model, quarkyonic model, dark mat-
ter model, equilibrium state, and f-mode oscillation equations
of NS. In Sec. III, we discuss the results of our work followed
by a conclusion in Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. Nuclear Model

The success of RMF formalism is evident from its capac-
ity to describe infinite nuclear matter, finite nuclei as well as
NS matter. Its range of applicability is quite large i.e., sub-
saturation nuclear matter to supra-saturation matter proper-

ties. This model can also be applied from the stability line
to the limit of exotic nuclei. These features of RMF make it a
suitable and robust framework for the superdense state of mat-
ter inside NS. The Lagrangian density is constructed to repre-
sent various interactions among nucleons via mesons includ-
ing its self and cross-couplings. Around 200 parameter sets
are developed within the framework of RMF by fitting with
different experimental and empirical data[49, 50, 66–74]. For
the present study we select the effective RMF (E-RMF) model
[75–79]. Here the Lagrangian density has 4th order cross and
self-coupling. While the kinetic term of leptons is also there.
Therefore, the energy density (ENML) and pressure (PNML)
can be calculated from the stress-energy tensor for the system
of nuclear matter with leptons are given as [79].

ENML =
∑
i=p,n
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where mass of the nucleon is M and gs is the spin degener-
acy. The mσ , mω , mρ, and mδ are the masses σ, ω, ρ, and
δ mesons respectively. The corresponding coupling constants
are represented as gσ , gω , gρ, and gδ . The self-interactions
and cross-coupling terms among mesons are represented as
κ3, κ4, ζ0 and η1, η2, ηρ, Λω respectively [50, 79–84].
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B. Quarkyonic Model

The quarkyonic model where it is assumes the matter den-
sity is several times higher than the nuclear saturation density
at the NS core. [85] At such high densities nucleons break into
quarks near some transition density. This model’s character-
istic feature is the sound peak’s appearance near the transition
density. The emergence of the quarkyonic phase from nuclear
matter is signalled by a rapid increase in pressure, attributed
to quarks filling lower momentum levels once the baryon den-
sity reaches a certain critical transition density. This change
allows low-momentum states to be regarded as quark-based,
while high-momentum states near the Fermi surface continue
to behave as nucleonic. Momentum states close to the Fermi
surface are comparable to the QCD confinement scale, Λcs,
forming nucleons as quark-bound states.
The foundational model proposed by McLerran and Reddy
[85] was further extended and refined by Zhao and Lat-
timer [13]. They took into account the conditions for beta-
equilibrium and charge neutrality within quarkyonic matter.
Nucleons interact through a potential energy dependent on nu-
cleon density, calibrated to match specific properties of uni-
form nuclear matter. Additionally, they achieved chemical
equilibrium among neutrons, protons, and quarks, establish-
ing a link between kfn,p

and kfu,d
, highlighting the unique

characteristics of this modified quarkyonic model. In this
model, nucleons occupy a Fermi shell, giving rise to a defined
minimum Fermi momentum kf0(n,p)

and an upper Fermi mo-
mentum kfn,p . The Fermi momenta for the d and u quarks are
kfd and kfu , respectively.

The conservation law of baryon density gives us,[13],

n = nn + np +
nu + nd

3

=
gs
6π2

[
(k3fn − k30n) + (k3fp − k30p) +

(k3fu + k3fd)

3

]
,(3)

also, nucleons, quarks, and leptons respect the charge neutral-
ity condition and that gives us,

np +
2nu
3

− nd
3

= ne− + nµ. (4)

The minimum momentum for protons and neutrons is con-
nected to the transition Fermi momentum kFt, which corre-
sponds to the transition density nt, and is related to their re-
spective Fermi momenta as given by the following expression
[13].

k0(n,p) = (kf(n,p)
− kt(n,p)

)

[
1 +

Λ2
cs

kf(n,p)
kt(n,p)

]
. (5)

The equilibrium of the strong interaction guarantees that the
Fermi gas attains its minimum possible energy at a specified
baryon density. This is equivalent to achieving chemical equi-
librium between nucleons and quarks, represented as follows
[13].

µn = µu + 2µd, (6)
µp = 2µu + µd. (7)

Here the chemical potentials of the neutron, proton, up quark,
and down quark are µn, µp, µu, and µd respectively. The
energy of the Fermi gas is further reduced by meeting the
beta-equilibrium condition while ensuring charge neutrality.
This establishes chemical equilibrium among neutrons, pro-
tons, electrons, and muons, as represented by [13, 86].

µn = µp + µe− ,

µµ = µe− . (8)

A key feature of this model is that the masses of the up
and down quarks are not independent; rather, they are influ-
enced by the beta-equilibrium condition in neutron star mat-
ter. These quark masses arise at the transition density nt and
are determined by the chemical potentials of neutrons and pro-
tons, µtn and µtp , respectively. The expressions for the quark
masses are given as follows.

mu =
2

3
µtp − 1

3
µtn ,

md =
2

3
µtn − 1

3
µtp , (9)

Here, µtn and µtp denote the chemical potentials of neu-
trons and protons at the transition density nt, within beta-
equilibrium matter comprising interacting neutrons, protons,
electrons, and muons in a mesonic mean-field framework.
Since in this model quarks are non-interacting fermion gas,
quark energy density energy density EQM and pressure PQM

can be expressed as [13].

EQM =
∑
j=u,d

gsNc

(2π)3

∫ kfj

0

k2
√
k2 +m2

j d
3k, (10)

PQM = µunu + µdnd − ϵQM . (11)

C. Dark Matter Model

This work examines a basic Dark Matter (DM) model,
where DM particles engage with nucleons and quarks through
Higgs exchange. The Lagrangian density for this interaction
is outlined in [16, 40, 87],

LDM = χ̄ [iγµ∂µ −Mχ + yh]χ+
1

2
∂µh∂

µh

−1

2
M2

hh
2 + f

Mnucl./u/d

v
ψ̄hψ. (12)

Here, the wave functions for the DM particle and nucleons
are represented by χ and ψ, respectively. The interaction be-
tween the Higgs boson and nucleons follows a Yukawa-like
form, with f being the coupling constant, which corresponds
to the proton-Higgs form factor. For the DM particle, the Neu-
tralino is chosen, with a mass Mχ set at 200 GeV. The values
of y and f are selected as 0.07 and 0.35, respectively, based
on various experimental and empirical constraints [23]. The
Higgs boson mass (Mh) is assumed to be 125 GeV, and its
vacuum expectation value (v) is 246 GeV.
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The energy density and pressure for the DM after relativis-
tic mean-field approximation can be given as [16, 40, 87, 88]

EDM =
2

(2π)3

∫ kDM
f

0

d3k
√
k2 + (M⋆

χ)
2 +

1

2
M2

hh
2
0,(13)

and

PDM =
2

3(2π)3

∫ kDM
f

0

d3kk2√
k2 + (M⋆

χ)
2
− 1

2
M2

hh
2
0, (14)

where kDM
f is defined to be DM Fermi momentum. Assum-

ing that the nucleon density is 1000 times larger than the aver-
age DM density, the resulting mass ratio is Mχ/MNS = 1/6.
Based on this assumption, the Fermi momentum for DM can
be approximated as kDM

f ≈ 0.03 GeV. The effective masses
of the nucleons, which are altered by their interaction with the
Higgs field, along with the effective mass of DM, are given by
the following expressions:

M⋆
i = Mnucl. + gσσ0 ∓ gδδ0 −

fMnucl./u/d

v
h0,

M⋆
χ = Mχ − yh0, (15)

Here, σ0, δ0, and h0 represent the mean-field values of the
mesons and the Higgs field, respectively. The total energy
and pressure of a quarkyonic star containing DM are then ex-
pressed as follows:

E = EBM + EQM + EDM, (16)

P = PBM + PQM + PDM, (17)

Here, EBM, EQM, and EDM represent the energy densities of
nucleonic matter, quark matter, and dark matter, respectively,
and PBM, PQM, and PDM are their corresponding pressures.
The total energy and pressure of a DM-admixed quarkyonic
star are then given by the combination of these contributions.

D. The equilibrium state

The metric for the non-rotating and spherically symmetric
space-time is expressed as

ds2 = −eνdt2 + eλdr2 + r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2

)
, (18)

where ν and λ are functions of r. The equilibrium configu-
ration of non-rotating relativistic stars are spherically symmet-
ric solutions of the well-known Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff
(TOV) equations [89, 90] given as:

dm

dr
= 4πr2E , (19)

where E is the energy density and m is the enclosed mass,
while the TOV equations which determine pressure P (r) and
metric function Φ(r) are described as

dP

dr
= −(E + P )

dν

dr
(20)

dν

dr
= 2

M + 4πr3P

r(r − 2M)
. (21)

An additional equation is needed to close the system of equa-
tions, that is, the EOS computed from microscopic considera-
tion.

E. Perturbation equation

In this section, we derive the perturbation equations for
the non-radial oscillations of neutron stars within the Cowl-
ing approximation [63–65]. In the Cowling approximation,
the space-time metric is assumed to remain fixed. Despite
this simplification, the Cowling formalism provides a suffi-
ciently accurate description, yielding the oscillation spectrum
with good precision. Comparisons between oscillation fre-
quencies obtained using a fully general relativistic numerical
approach and those derived from the Cowling approximation
shows that the error is less than 20%. The perturbed metric is
expressed as follows:

ds2 = −[1 + rlH0(r)e
iωtYlm(ϕ, θ)]eν(r)dt2

+[1− rlH0(r)e
iωtYlm(ϕ, θ)]eλ(r)dr2

+[1− rlK(r)eiωtYlm(ϕ, θ)]r2dΩ2

−2iωrl+1H1(r)e
iωtYlm(ϕ, θ)dt dr ,

(22)

where

eλ(r) =
1

1− 2m(r)
r

(23)

and

eν(r) = exp

(
− 2

∫ r

0

{[
m(r′) + 4πp(r′)r′3

]
r′ [r′ − 2m(r′)]

}
dr′
)
eν0 ,

(24)

Here, m(r′) represents the mass of the star enclosed at radius
r′, and p is the corresponding pressure. The radial and angu-
lar perturbation of the metric is given by functions H0, H1,
K and spherical harmonics Ylm, where l and m are the or-
bital angular momentum number and the azimuthal number
respectively. The complex oscillation frequency is defined by
the quantity ω whose real part represents the f-mode oscilla-
tion frequency and the imaginary part is associated with the
inverse of the damping time. The Lagrangian displacement
vector for the perturbed fluid element is given by

ξr = rl−1e−
λ
2WY l

me
iωt (25)

ξθ = −rl−2V ∂θY
l
me

iωt (26)

ξϕ = − rl−2

sin2 θ
V ∂ϕY

l
me

iωt , (27)

The perturbation amplitude W and V are defined by the above
equations. The oscillation equation within relativistic cowling
approximation is derived by setting H0 = H1 = K = 0.
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FIG. 1. f −M relations for (a) baryonic and QM (b) DM admixed with QM (c) three individual cases of baryonic, QM and DM admixed QM
for NM parameter G3 and IOPB-I.

These assumptions result in:

dW

d ln r
= −(l + 1)

[
W − leν+λ/2U

]
−e

λ/2(ωr)2

c2ad

[
U − dΦ

d ln r

e−λ/2

(ωr)2
W

]
, (28)

dU

d ln r
= eλ/2−ν

[
W − leν−λ/2U

]
+(

1

c2eq
− 1

c2ad
)
dΦ

d ln r

[
U − dΦ

d ln r

e−λ/2

(ωr)2
W

]
.(29)

Here, W = eλ/2r1−lξr, U = −e−νV and Φ = 2ν. The
boundary conditions can be written explicitly as,

W

U

∣∣∣∣
r=0

= leν|r=0 (30)

W

U

∣∣∣∣
p=0

=
ω2R3

M

√
1− 2GM

R
. (31)

Solving these equations gives us the f-mode oscillation fre-
quency of the Neutron star within the relativistic cowling ap-
proximation.
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FIG. 2. f − Zs relations for (a) baryonic and QM at fixed transition
density nt = 0.3 fm−3 (b) QM at fixed confinement scale Λcs =
1400 MeV for parameter G3 and IOPB-I respectively.
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III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we calculate the f-mode oscillation frequen-
cies for quadrupole deformations (l = 2) as functions of vari-
ous stellar parameters, including mass (M), compactness (C),
redshift (Zs), the star’s average density (M̄/R̄3)1/2, and tidal
deformability (Λ). These calculations are performed using
RMF EOSs for dark matter-admixed quarkyonic stars. The
EOSs for baryonic matter, quarkyonic matter, and dark matter-
admixed quarkyonic matter under beta equilibrium are de-
scribed. In Table I we have listed all the macroscopic prop-
erties along with f-mode frequency for all the EOSs. Fur-
thermore, the universal relations related to f−mode frequency
along with correlation among various macroscopic properties
of NS is studied.
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k
f
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k
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k
f
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FIG. 5. f mode frequency as a function of C at fixed nt = 0.4 fm−3,
Λcs = 1400 MeV for (a) G3 and (b) IOPB-I at varying dark matter
percentage.

A. f-mode oscillation frequencies as a function of stellar
parameters

• In Fig. 1, we present the f-mode frequency versus mass
plot. Panel (a) compares baryonic matter and quarky-
onic matter with beta equilibrium. We observe that
quarkyonic matter stiffens EOS, resulting in a higher
mass. Conversely, the f-mode oscillation frequency de-
creases from 2.68 kHz to 1.89 kHz for G3 and 2.45
kHz to 2.08 kHz for IOPB-I at a transition density of
nt = 0.3fm−3 and a confinement scale of Λcs = 800
MeV. Increasing the transition density from 0.3fm−3

to 0.4fm−3 and 0.5fm−3 while keeping the confine-
ment scale constant at 1400 MeV decreases the quark
content, reflected in a lower mass and higher frequency.
To investigate the effects of dark matter, we select a spe-
cific combination of nt = 0.3fm−3 and Λcs = 800
MeV and examine its sensitivity to various DM compo-
sitions in panel (b). Increasing the DM percentage by
varying kDM

f from 0.00 GeV (only quarkyonic matter)
to 0.03 GeV and 0.04 GeV while maintaining the quark
matter content has similar effects as seen in Panel (a).
However, the resulting mass and frequency combina-
tions differ significantly. We select the Fermi momen-
tum of DM kDM

f = 0.03 GeV case for a dark matter-
admixed neutron star and compare it with pure baryonic
and quarkyonic matter in panel (c). The DM admixed
NS predicts intermediate mass M = 2.54M⊙ and fre-
quency f = 2.348 kHz for IOPB-I and M = 2.34M⊙,
f = 2.218 kHz values for G3 as observed in panel (c).

• The compactness of a star is defined by (C = M
R ) and

the Zs is called the redshift parameter quantifies the
gravitational redshift experienced by a photon as it trav-
els radially from the surface of the star to infinity. It is
connected with C by the following simple equation:

Zs = (1− 2C)
1
2 − 1 (32)
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TABLE I. DM admixed quarkyonic star properties for G3 and IOPB-I parameter sets [91, 92].

Model nt Λcs kDM
f Mmax R1.4 Λmax fmax f1.4

(fm−3) (MeV) (GeV) (M⊙) (km) (kHz) (kHz)

G3 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.997 12.11 464.63 2.687 2.214

G3 0.3 800 0.00 2.75 14.17 1181.62 1.887 1.857

G3 0.3 800 0.03 2.54 13.24 838.30 2.348 2.207

G3 0.3 800 0.04 2.10 11.26 290.19 2.675 2.443

G3 0.3 1400 0.00 2.91 14.29 1251.80 1.957 1.877

G3 0.3 1400 0.03 2.14 12.44 535.60 2.090 2.034

G3 0.3 1400 0.04 1.85 11.41 317.15 2.680 2.483

G3 0.4 1400 0.00 2.09 12.9 599.05 2.432 2.124

G3 0.4 1400 0.03 1.99 12.08 424.00 2.567 2.289

G3 0.4 1400 0.04 1.90 11.27 291.60 2.720 2.481

G3 0.5 1400 0.00 1.91 12.64 505.60 2.534 2.182

G3 0.5 1400 0.03 1.82 11.79 352.57 2.675 2.362

G3 0.5 1400 0.04 1.78 10.97 232.43 2.851 2.567

IOPB-I 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.149 12.78 689.62 2.456 2.054

IOPB-I 0.3 800 0.00 2.50 14.26 1159.70 2.080 1.865

IOPB-I 0.3 800 0.03 2.34 13.26 796.46 2.218 2.034

IOPB-I 0.3 800 0.04 2.15 12.25 519.72 2.385 2.231

IOPB-I 0.3 1400 0.00 2.54 14.27 1169.31 2.094 1.870

IOPB-I 0.3 1400 0.03 2.37 13.28 804.95 2.232 2.039

IOPB-I 0.3 1400 0.04 2.19 12.28 530.93 2.406 2.237

IOPB-I 0.4 1400 0.00 2.24 13.4 743.63 2.337 2.030

IOPB-I 0.4 1400 0.03 2.12 12.49 515.81 2.471 2.205

IOPB-I 0.4 1400 0.04 1.98 11.58 342.53 2.637 2.405

IOPB-I 0.5 1400 0.00 2.15 13.27 685.78 2.418 2.060

IOPB-I 0.5 1400 0.03 2.04 12.34 467.08 2.554 2.240

IOPB-I 0.5 1400 0.04 1.92 11.42 304.12 2.720 2.448

By measuring the Zs, one can directly constrain the
compactness of the star, as well as other stellar proper-
ties such as mass, radius, and tidal deformability. Vari-
ous studies in the literature have been conducted to es-
timate these stellar properties [93]. In Fig. 5 we have
plotted the f mode frequency as a function of C for G3
(left panel) and IOPB-I (right panel) parameter sets. To
see the effects of DM we have taken a quarkyonic star
with nt = 0.4 and Λ = 1400MeV configuration. In-
creasing the DM content essentially have very little ef-
fect on the compactness of the star with higher f−mode
frequency. The relationship between f and Zs is de-

picted in Fig. 2 for both G3 (upper panel) and IOPB-
I (lower panel) parameter sets. To see the effects of
the confinement scale Λcs, we fixed the nt = 0.3fm−3

and varied Λcs from 800 MeV to 1400 MeV in panel
(a). Both of the cases predict similar f mode frequency
(fmax) and redshift (Zs(max)) for the maximum mass
of the star which is (2.080 kHz, 0,45) and (2.09 kHz,
0.49) for IOPB-I parameter set. Similar behaviour en-
sues for G3 also predicting a little higher frequency as
well as redshift for a higher confinement scale, which is
due to the slow rise in quark components in the quarky-
onic matter. The effects of transition density are shown
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FIG. 6. f1.4 as a function of DM momenta kDM
f for G3 and IOPB-I NM parameter sets for a specific quarkyonic star (nt = 0.3 fm−3,

Λcs = 1400 MeV ) (left panel) while in the right panel f1.4 as a function of nt is shown for a fixed kDM
f = 0.03 GeV. The color bar

represents the tidal deformability (Λ1.4).

in panel (b) where the Λcs is fixed to a value 1400
MeV while the transition density takes 0.3 fm−3, 0.4
fm−3, and 0.5 fm−3, respectively. The results are sig-
nificantly different from the previous scenario. As we
move towards higher transition density, the fmax in-
creases and values of the redshift Zs(max) decreases.
This behaviour can be attributed to the rapid decline in
the quark component in quarkyonic matter. For exam-
ple, the (fmax, Zs(max)) are (2.094 kHz, 0.49), (2.337
kHz, 0,48) and (2.418 kHz, 0.47) for 0.3 fm−3, 0.4
fm−3 and 0.5 fm−3 respectively for IOPB-I parameter
set. This behaviour is also exhibited by the G3 parame-
ter set as well.

• One of the key observables that can provide insights
into the microscopic equation of state (EOS) of neutron

stars is tidal deformability. During the inspiral phase,
the intense gravitational interaction between two neu-
tron stars causes them to deform, with the extent of this
deformation depending on the EOS. The dimensionless
tidal deformability is connected to the compactness (C)
and the second tidal Love number (k2) via a specific
relationship.

Λ =
2k2
3C5

. (33)

To estimate the influence of kDM
f and nt., the crucial

parameter that affects f-mode frequencies and tidal de-
formability, we have shown the contour plot between
the f1.4 and kDM

f (panel (a)) for a specific quarkyonic
star (nt = 0.3 fm−3 , Λcs = 1400 MeV )and f1.4
and nt for a fixed percentage of DM (kDM

f = 0.03
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FIG. 7. Correlation heat map of the various macroscopic properties
of NS ( nt = 0.3 ,fm−3, Λcs = 1400 MeV , kDM

f = 0.03 GeV).
The color map indicates the intensity of the correlation, while the
numbers show the corresponding p-values.

GeV)(panel (b)) where the colour bar represents tidal
deformability Λ1.4 of the canonical star for G3 and
IOPB-I parameter sets. It is observed that in the first
scenario, the lighter shaded region (yellow) corresponds
to higher tidal deformability region Λ1.4 = 1050−1200
with small kDM

f and small f1.4. As the DM momenta
increases and reaches up to kDM

f = 0.04 GeV from
0.00 GeV, we move towards a darker shaded region
(deep purple). This region corresponds to a lower tidal
deformability region with a higher percentage of DM
and higher f1.4. In panel (b), the higher tidal deforma-
bility region has small f1.4 and small nt. As the nt in-
creases from 0.30 to 0.50, we move towards the darker
shaded region which corresponds to a higher lower tidal
deformability region with higher nt and higher f1.4. For
example, with nt = (0.3, 0.4, 0.5) (fm−3) the value of
Λ1.4 = 350, 600, 750(MeV ) for the case of IOPB-I.

B. Universal relations

• It is well established that the frequency of the f mode

correlates with the average stellar density
√

M
R3 . This

relationship can be described by considering the con-
nection between the speed of sound and the time taken
for the fluid perturbation to propagate inside the star.
Andersson and Kokkotas formulated an empirical rela-
tion for the f-mode frequency by examining stellar mod-
els with different realistic equations of state (EOSs).
Although their study did not consider EOSs involving
quark matter, they discovered that the f-mode frequen-
cies they derived adhered closely to this empirical for-
mula, showing little dependence on the particular EOS
employed. These types of EOS-independent relations
are referred to as universal relations [94–96]. In Fig. 3,
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FIG. 8. Left: Correlation between f1.4-Λ1.4 (top) and IOPB-I fmax-
Λ1.4 for all the combination of free parameter nt, Λ, kDM

f for IOPB-
I. The color bar represents the maximum masses of the corresponding
parameter sets.

the relationship between f-mode frequency and average
density is shown. We have plotted all the combinations
of quarkyonic admixed DMscenarios for G3 and IOPB-
I parameters set along with the baryonic part. Now, we
will derive the empirical relation across the full range
of uncertainties in the parameter space, specifically nt,
Λcs, kDM

f , and NM parameters. We see a linear re-
lationship between f mode frequency and the average
density of the star, the linear fitting will lead to an ap-
proximate relation

f(kHz) = 0.6282 + 2.0476

√
M̄

R̄3
, (34)

which has a correlation coefficient of about ∼ 95%.
Here we have the dimesionless variables defined as
M̄ = M

1.4M⊙ and R̄ = R
10km .

• In Fig. 4, we have plotted the scaled f-mode frequency
ωM as a function of compactness (C) for all the combi-
nations of DMadmixed quarkyonic star along with the
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baryonic case. We observe a more consistent linear re-
lationship between the two quantities that are reflected
in the 99% of the correlation coefficient, the fitting gives
an approximate relation as:

ωM(kHzkm) = −4.665 + 199.95C, (35)

• We have shown the correlation heat map among various
NS macroscopic properties like Mmax, Rmax, R1.4, C,
Λ1.4, I1.4, fmax, f1.4 in Fig. 7 for a specific DM ad-
mixed quarkyonic star (nt = 0.3 fm−3, Λcs = 1400
MeV , kDM

f = 0.03 GeV). The correlations between
f1.4 – Λ1.4, and fmax – Λ1.4 are shown in Fig. 8. We
have taken all the 26 EOS that includes the baryonic,
quarkyonic as well as DM admixed quarkyonic cases.
This type of correlation is crucial as a measurement of
tidal deformability from GW data can lead to the con-
straint on the f-mode frequency of NS.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we explored the f−mode frequencies of
quarkyonic stars by integrating the effects of dark matter
within the RMF formalism. This methodology enables us

to analyze how DM influences the f−mode oscillation fre-
quencies of NSs. Our calculations involves using the rela-
tivistic Cowling approximation with two nuclear parameter
sets: G3 and IOPB-I. The model comprises three free pa-
rameters: transition density, QCD confinement scale, and DM
Fermi momentum, all of which have a significant impact on
the f−mode oscillation properties.
In our study, we specifically considered the neutralino as a vi-
able DM candidate, interacting with nucleons via a Yukawa
potential mediated by Standard Model Higgs exchange. No-
tably, we found that dark matter-admixed quarkyonic stars
conform to universal relations for f-mode frequencies, exhibit-
ing a strong correlation coefficient. It is important to note
that other oscillation modes in NSs, such as f−, p−, g−,
and w− modes, are currently undetectable by existing gravi-
tational wave observatories like LIGO and VIRGO. Typically,
f-mode oscillation frequencies range from 1-5 kHz, a domain
that dark matter-admixed quarkyonic stars also occupy. Fu-
ture studies may constrain these oscillation frequencies, pro-
viding crucial insights into the constituents of dense matter in
such stellar objects.
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