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We study the interaction between dark matter (DM) and highly magnetized neutron stars (NSs), focusing
on how DM particle mass, mass fraction, and magnetic field (MF) strength affect NS structure and stability.
We consider self-interacting, non-annihilating, asymmetric fermionic DM that couples to NSs only through
gravitational interaction. Using the QMC-RMF4 relativistic mean-field model with density-dependent magnetic
fields, we investigate the magnetized equation of state and examine the accumulation of DM under various
conditions. Our results show that as the DM fraction increases, the maximum gravitational mass of the NS
decreases, especially for heavier DM particles, while lighter DM particles can induce a transition from a dark
core to a halo structure, increasing the maximum mass. Strong MFs soften the equation of state and reduce the
dark mass a NS core can retain before transitioning to a halo. These findings provide key insights into how DM
and MF jointly shape the mass-radius relation and the stability of DM-admixed magnetized NSs.

I. INTRODUCTION

The majority of matter within the Universe remains ob-
scured in the form of dark matter (DM) [1]. Although nu-
merous discoveries provide compelling evidence for the exis-
tence of DM [2–5], none elucidate the particle identity of DM,
which remains an enigma. Comprehending the characteristics
of DM will facilitate observational astrophysics to identify
its nature. Methods such as direct detection, indirect detec-
tion, particle colliders, and astrophysical probes constitute the
means for such observations. Neutron stars (NSs) stand out
as invaluable probes for deciphering the elusive nature of DM
and its scattering cross sections [6, 7]. Given their compact
and dense composition, they have become indispensable tools
for examining the particle characteristics of DM. The incorpo-
ration of DM into the constitution of NSs results in significant
modifications of their observables, including changes in mass-
radius profiles, tidal deformability, and luminosity [8, 9]. This
phenomenon provides a distinctive indirect avenue for scruti-
nizing the properties of DM.

Given the substantial mass of these compact objects, their
presence is predominantly observed in proximity to the Galac-
tic center rather than its periphery. Moreover, the density
distribution of DM is higher in these regions. Consequently,
there is a non-negligible probability that DM may be captured
within a NS due to its significant gravitational potential. The
associated accretion rate is contingent upon various factors in-
cluding (i) the nature of the DM particle, (ii) prevailing envi-
ronmental conditions, and (iii) the star’s internal structure.

Numerous theories have been proposed over many years on
the nature of DM and its impact on the properties of NSs,
considering both gravitational and non-gravitational interac-
tions [10–39]. Among these, asymmetric DM (ADM) inter-
acting gravitationally with NSs has received significant atten-
tion recently, resulting in several theories on the nature of DM,
both fermionic and bosonic. In [21], the authors considered
a trace amount of ADM captured inside a NS, which self-
interacts without annihilation. They also investigated how
DM affects gravitational-wave (GW) emission and leads to
the formation of a DM halo during inspiral, comparing results

for both fermionic and bosonic natures of DM. Subsequently,
in [24], a permissible range for the mass of fermionic ADM
and the mass fraction inside the two massive pulsars PSR
J0348+0432 [40] and PSR J0740+6620 [41] was obtained.
In [29] a Bayesian analysis was performed to determine the
formation criterion for dark cores/halos and also investigate
the impact of dark halos on the pulsar pulse profile. Similarly,
presuming self-interacting fermionic DM with dark scalar and
vector mediators, [25] investigated the impact of DM on NS
properties and carried out a Bayesian analysis to constrain the
DM parameters for a single NS model. Likewise, other studies
assuming self-interacting bosonic ADM have been conducted
to investigate their effects on NS properties [26, 27, 31, 35–
37].

Nevertheless, the particular effect of DM on highly magne-
tized NSs remains a largely unexplored domain. NSs orig-
inate as dense remnants resulting from the explosive col-
lapse of massive stars during core-collapse supernova events.
Throughout this violent genesis, the magnetic fields are sig-
nificantly amplified, reaching magnitudes ranging from 1011

to 1013 G [42, 43]. On rare occasions, magnetars exhibit even
more intense fields, escalating to 1014−16 G, approximately
1000 times stronger than typical pulsars [44]. These extreme
magnetic fields significantly affect the structure and evolu-
tion of NSs, influencing their deformations and, consequently,
leading to substantial GW emissions.

Anomalous X-ray Pulsars [45] and Soft Gamma Repeaters
[46], subsets of NSs characterized by high magnetic fields,
provide valuable insights. These pulsars, distinguished by
their intermittent emissions of X-rays and gamma rays, con-
tribute to the understanding of the complex interplay between
extreme magnetic fields (MFs) and the observable behavior of
NSs [47]. As NSs experience dissipative processes over time,
younger magnetars may exhibit even stronger MFs. This phe-
nomenon warrants further exploration into the dynamic rela-
tionship between intense MFs and the intrinsic properties of
NSs [48].

In this study, we explore ADM realized through self-
interacting fermions, which interact with highly-magnetized
NSs solely via gravitation. The mass of the DM particle, rang-
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TABLE I. Saturation properties and NS observables predicted by the QMC-RMF4 EOS model: density ρ0, binding energy per nucleon E0,
compressibility K0, symmetry energy S0, its derivative L0, maximum NS mass Mmax, radii of 1.4M⊙ and 2.08M⊙ NSs, and tidal polarizability
Λ1.4. Observational ranges are listed for comparison.

ρ0 [fm−3] −E0 [MeV] K0 [MeV] S0 [MeV] L0 [MeV] Mmax [M⊙] R2.08 [km] R1.4 [km] Λ1.4
0.162 16.1 279 30.4 31.3 2.20 11.81 12.24 454

Exp. ∼ 0.14–0.17 ∼ 15–17 220–260 28.5–34.9 30–87 > 2.35±0.17 12.35±0.75 12.45±0.65 70–580
Ref. [49] [49] [50, 51] [50, 51] [52, 53] [54] [55] [55] [56]

ing from MeV to GeV scales, is treated as a free parameter,
while the repulsive interaction strength is constrained by ob-
servational data on the DM particle cross section.

For the hadronic equation of state (EOS), we employ the
QMC-RMF4 parameter set, developed within the relativistic
mean field (RMF) formalism [57], and extend it to include
density-dependent meson fields using the methodology de-
scribed in [58–60]. This EOS is capable of producing a NS
with a maximum mass of about 2.2M⊙. Considering the grav-
itational interaction between DM and magnetized NSs, we ex-
amine the impact of DM on macroscopic properties such as
mass, radius, and tidal deformability of magnetized NSs. A
crucial parameter for evaluating these effects is the DM mass
fraction, defined as the ratio of the included DM mass to the
total mass of the NS. We investigate the existence of dark
cores and dark halos, accounting for all the free parameters
of the DM-admixed magnetized NSs.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we illustrate
the properties of the hadronic EOS and its extension to the
magnetized case; we also discuss the DM EOS. In Sec. III we
discuss the results, and finally in Sec. IV we draw our conclu-
sions.

II. FORMALISM

A. Magnetized hadronic EOS

In this work, we employ a RMF model called “QMC-
RMF4” that is derived by fitting parameters to the uniform
pure-neutron-matter EOS obtained from chiral effective field
theory [57]. The unified treatment of the crustal EOS is de-
scribed in [61]. This EOS exhibits stiff behavior, with a max-
imum mass of 2.20 M⊙, and a canonical radius which lies
within the limits given by the NICER+XMM data [55]. Also
the tidal deformability Λ1.4 meets the GW170817 constraint
[56]. In Table I we summarize the main properties of the EOS
at saturation density, along with some NS observables.

In the presence of a uniform external MF aligned along the z
direction (BBB=Bẑzz), such that ∇∇∇ ·BBB= 0 [62], the transverse mo-
menta of charged particles with an electric charge q are quan-
tized into discrete Landau levels [59]. The thermodynamic
potential Ω [63], which is a function of the chemical potential
µ , temperature T , and MF B, conforms to canonical relations
Ω =−p∥ = ε −∑i ρiµi and p⊥ = p∥−MB. Here, ε represents
the energy density, ρi denotes the density of the ith particle,
µi the corresponding chemical potential, M =−∂Ω/∂B repre-

sents the system’s magnetization, and p∥ and p⊥ indicate the
pressure in the directions parallel and transverse to the MF,
respectively [58, 59, 63, 64].

In the present paper, following the seminal work of [58],
we compute the magnetized EOS starting from the RMF ef-
fective Lagrangian given in [65–69]. A detailed description
and derivation of the various quantities required to define
the magnetized nuclear matter can be found in [58, 59, 63].
Here, we present the necessary formalism required in the zero-
temperature limit.

The energy spectra of neutrons, protons, and charged lep-
tons (electron and muon) are

En =
√

k2 +m∗
n

2 +W +R/2 , (1)

Ep =

√
k2

z +
(
m(p)

ν ,σz

)2
+W −R/2 , (2)

El =

√
k2

z +
(
m(l)

ν ,σz

)2
, (3)

where W and R are the omega and rho meson mean field, re-
spectively [70, 71], kz and σz = ±1 are the momentum and
spin along the direction of the MF, and ν is the principal quan-
tum number. The masses of the charged particles get modified
due to the Landau levels [58, 59],

(m(p)
ν ,σz)

2 = m∗
p

2 +2qB
(

ν +
1
2
− 1

2
σz

)
, (4)

(m(l)
ν ,σz)

2 = m2
l −2qB

(
ν +

1
2
+

1
2

σz

)
, (5)

where m∗
p is the effective mass of the proton.

The partial number and energy densities of the species i =
p,e,µ in presence of the MF are then given by [58]

ρi =
|q|B
2π2 ∑

σz=±1

νmax

∑
ν=0

k(i)F,ν ,σz
, (6)

εi =
|q|B
4π2 ∑

σz=±1

νmax

∑
ν=0

[
E(i)

F k(i)F,ν ,σz
+(m(i)

ν ,σz)
2 arsinh

∣∣∣∣k(i)F,ν ,σz

m(i)
ν ,σz

∣∣∣∣
]
.

(7)

In these equations, the Fermi momentum is defined by

k(i)F,ν ,σz
=

√
E(i)

F
2
− (m(i)

ν ,σz)
2
, (8)

where the Fermi energies E(i)
F are fixed by the respective
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chemical potentials,

E(l)
F = µl , (9)

E(b=p,n)
F = µb −W ±R/2 . (10)

The largest possible energy label νmax for protons or leptons is
the integer for which the Fermi momentum remains positive,
i.e.,

νmax ≤
E2

F −m∗2

2|q|B
. (11)

While the contribution of the neutrons to the pressure is
straightforward [64, 70], that of the protons can be written
in terms of parallel and perpendicular components along the
local direction of the magnetic field [59, 72],

p∥ =
|q|B
4π2 ∑

σz=±1

νmax

∑
ν=0

[
E(i)

F k(i)F,ν ,σz
− (m(i)

ν ,σz)
2 arsinh

∣∣∣∣k(i)F,ν ,σz

m(i)
ν ,σz

∣∣∣∣
]
,

(12)

p⊥ =
|q|2B2

2π2 ∑
σz=±1

νmax

∑
ν=0

ν arsinh
∣∣∣∣k(i)F,ν ,σz

m(i)
ν ,σz

∣∣∣∣ . (13)

Consequently, the energy-momentum tensor in the presence
of a magnetic field can be expressed as [73, 74]

Tµν = T matter
µν +T MF

µν , (14)

= diag
(

ε +
B2

2
, p⊥+

B2

2
, p⊥+

B2

2
, p∥−

B2

2

)
. (15)

In order to be able to employ the standard Tolman-
Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations that require an
isotropic pressure (see the extended discussion in [75]), we
average the spatial components of Tµν to obtain an effective
local isotropic pressure. Adhering to the “chaotic-magnetic-
field” framework outlined in [73, 76–78], we express the total
average pressure as

p =
T11 +T22 +T33

3
=

2p⊥+ p∥
3

+
B2

6
. (16)

Finally, the total energy density ε and pressure p of the EOS
p(ε) needed in the TOV equations are obtained by sum-
ming the nucleon and lepton contributions as detailed above,
of asymmetric, beta-stable, and charge-neutral matter. The
anomalous magnetic moment is excluded from our calcula-
tions as it does not significantly affect the EOS [74].

Regarding the MF strength profile inside the NS, we as-
sume the standard parametrization [79–82] (but see [75] for a
critical discussion)

B(ρ) = Bsurf +Bc

(
1− e−β (ρ/ρ0)

γ
)
. (17)

Here, ρ0 is the saturation density, Bsurf represents the surface
MF assumed to be 1015 G, consistent with the observed sur-
face MF of various magnetars [83, 84]. Bc pertains to the MF
at the core of the star. The parameters β = 0.01 and γ = 3 are
selected to reproduce the decaying behaviors of the MF [79].

B. DM EOS

In this study, the ADM EOS is realized by self-interacting
fermions that do not undergo annihilation. The fermion mass
varies from the MeV to GeV scale, as discussed in [8, 21, 29,
38], and the Lagrangian reads

LDM = (Dµ χ)∗(Dµ
χ)−m2

χ χ
∗
χ +

1
2

m2
φ φµ φ

µ − 1
4

Ωµν Ω
µν ,

(18)

where χ and φµ represent the fermionic ADM field and vec-
tor boson field with masses mχ and mφ , respectively. Dµ =
∂µ + igχ φµ is the covariant derivative, where gχ is the inter-
action strength of χ with the φµ field. The strength tensor is
defined as Ωµν = ∂µ φν − ∂ν φµ . The corresponding DM en-
ergy density and pressure are [11, 38, 85]

εχ =
m4

χ

8π2

[
x
√

1+ x2(2x2 +1)− arsinh(x)
]
+δ , (19)

pχ =
∂ (εχ/nχ)

∂nχ

n2
χ =

∂εχ

∂nχ

nχ − εχ

=
m4

χ

8π2

[
x
√

1+ x2(2x2/3−1)+ arsinh(x)
]
+δ , (20)

where

x =
kχ

mχ

=
(3π2nχ)

1/3

mχ

(21)

is the dimensionless kinetic parameter with the DM Fermi mo-
mentum kχ and number density nχ . Introducing the dimen-
sionless interaction parameter y ≡ gχ mχ/(

√
2mφ ), the self-

interaction term is written as

δ =

(
ynχ

mχ

)2

. (22)

Ref. [11] contains interesting scaling relations regarding the
EOS and mass-radius relations of pure fermionic DM stars.

Within this model, mχ and y are not independent free pa-
rameters, but constrained by limits imposed on the DM self-
interaction cross section σχ through observation of the inter-
action of galaxies in different colliding galaxy clusters [86–
89],

σχ/mχ ∼ 0.1−10 cm2/g . (23)

In [90–93] it has been shown that the Born approximation

σχ

mχ

=
y4

πm3
χ

(24)

is very accurate for mχ ≲ 1 GeV and in any case remains valid
in the limit y → 0 for larger masses. We therefore employ
here this approximation, choosing for simplicity the fixed con-
straint

σχ/mχ = 1 cm2/g = 4560/GeV3 , (25)
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FIG. 1. Upper panel (a): QMC-RMF4 EOS for magnetized NS
matter with different MF strengths Bc. The markers indicate the
maximum-mass configurations. Lower panel (b): Different contri-
butions to the pressure for Bc = 3×1018 G.

which appears compatible with all current observations. This
implies

y4 = πm3
χ σχ/mχ ≈ π(16.58m1)

3 , (26)

y ≈ 10.94m3/4
1 (27)

with m1 ≡ mχ/1 GeV. After this, the DM EOS depends only
on the one parameter mχ .

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we provide our numerical results for the
DNS properties in presence of a MF. As mentioned earlier,
the DM has only indirect effects on the properties of the mag-
netized NS; therefore, we mainly focus on explaining the re-
sults of the combined system with different scenarios in the
following.

A. EOS of magnetized NSs

In Fig. 1(a) we present the EOS p(ε) for nucleonic NSs
without DM, employing the QMC-RMF4 EOS under vary-
ing MF strengths Bc = 1,2,3× 1018 G, comparing with the

−6 −4 −2 0 2 4 6

log10(E/MeVfm−3)
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−4

−2

0

2

4

6

lo
g

1
0
(p
/
M

e
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−

3
)

QMC− RMF4 (Bc = 0)

mχ = 100 MeV, y = 1.94

mχ = 200 MeV, y = 3.27

mχ = 600 MeV, y = 7.45

mχ = 1000 MeV, y = 10.94

FIG. 2. Pure DM EOS with different masses mχ in comparison with
the nucleonic QMC-RMF4 EOS. The DM self-interaction parame-
ter y, Eq. (27), is also listed. The markers indicate the maximum-
mass configurations.

EOS without a MF (Bc = 0). Note that due to the assump-
tion of a density-dependent magnetic field, Eq. (17), B in-
creases with pressure or energy density along the curves, and
this causes a progressive softening of the EOS [77], i.e., lower
pressures for a given energy density, resulting in less massive
and compact NSs [59, 77]. Thus, the MF’s effect on the pres-
sure profile of the NS is considerable, demonstrating that MFs
can induce significant structural changes in NSs. The mark-
ers on the curves indicate the maximum-mass configurations
for each EOS, anticipating that the maximum mass decreases
with stronger MFs.

In the lower panel (b) we show individual contributions to
the pressure at the highest field considered, Bc = 3× 1018 G:
The bare matter pressures p⊥ and p∥, Eqs. (12,13), are prac-
tically identical and strongly reduced compared to the B = 0
pressure. The pure field contributions ±B2/2 to the compo-
nents of Tµν , Eqs. (15), are of considerable size, such that also
the contribution B2/6 to the average pressure p, Eqs. (16),
plotted in panel (a), is sizeable. However, the effect is not
enough to compensate the reduction of p⊥, p∥ relative to the
B= 0 pressure. Note that the pressures shown in Fig. 1 always
contain contributions of neutrons, protons, and leptons. These
results corroborate earlier findings, which also showed that
deviations from spherical symmetry, even in high-MF scenar-
ios up to 1018 G, remain minimal (less than 1%) [64, 82, 94],
thus, supporting the assumption that the structure of highly-
magnetized NSs can still be effectively described assuming
spherical symmetry.

B. EOS of ADM

The DM EOS is depicted in Fig. 2 for different DM candi-
date masses mχ = 0.1− 1 GeV and the compatible DM self-
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FIG. 3. The radial energy-density profiles of magnetized DNSs for the DM EOSs shown in Fig. 2. Several choices of DM fraction fχ and
magnetic field strength Bc are compared. The curves correspond to the respective maximum-mass configurations.
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FIG. 4. The mass-radius profiles of magnetized DNS for the DM EOSs shown in Fig. 2, and several choices of DM fraction fχ and magnetic
field strength Bc. The radius is R = max(RN ,Rχ ), note the different scales. The mass constraints for PSR J0952-0607 [54], PSR J0740+6620
[41], and PSR J0348+0432 [40] are represented by shaded bars. The simultaneous M−R constraints from NICER+XMM for PSR J0740+6620
[55] are also shown as horizontal error bars.

interaction parameter y, Eq. (27). The hadronic QMC-RMF4
EOS is shown for comparison, exhibiting different domains
for core, inner crust, and outer crust. Markers indicate the
maximum-mass configurations of pure dark stars or standard
NSs. Within the range of interest, lighter DM masses result in
a notably stiffer EOS, corresponding to larger DNS maximum
masses, as is well know [8, 38].

C. Density profiles

The interaction between DM and a magnetized NS can re-
sult in either a DM-core or a DM-halo star, mainly determined
by the DM particle mass mχ (and the correlated interaction

strength), and the DM mass fraction fχ = Mχ/M [35, 38]. We
are interested in the effect of a magnetic field on this feature.

In Fig. 3, the radial energy-density profiles of magnetized
DNSs are shown for the maximum-mass configuration of each
EOS, varying mχ , fχ , and Bc. The figure illustrates that as the
DM particle mass or its fraction increase, the energy density
rises, corresponding to a more compact star. As will be better
seen in the next Fig. 4, for light DM masses, such as mχ =
100,200 MeV, the DM extends beyond the normal matter ra-
dius RN for all chosen values of fχ , forming a DM-halo star,
whereas for heavier DM masses like mχ = 600,1000 MeV,
the DM is entirely confined within the star regardless of the
DM mass fraction fχ . With increasing fχ , also the dark ra-
dius Rχ increases, extending further the DM halo for ‘small’
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FIG. 5. The maximum gravitational mass as a function of DM
fraction for different DM particle masses and magnetic fields. The
markers indicate the transition from DM core to halo.

mχ , whereas for ‘large’ mχ the DM remains trapped within
the DNS core, substantially increasing the star’s compactness.

An increasing MF also decreases the compactness by a few
percent, but the effect is much weaker than varying the DM
fraction in the figure.

D. Mass-radius relations

The density profiles of magnetized DNSs show clearly that
the model parameters mχ and fχ determine the formation of
either a DM-halo (R = Rχ ) or a DM-core (R = RN) structure,
and thus, impact significantly the radius and overall structure
of the DNS, whereas the magnetic field appears of minor im-
portance. This is also seen in the mass-radius profiles shown
in Fig. 4, for the same conditions as in Fig. 3. As analyzed in
more detail in [38], for ‘small (large)’ masses mχ ≲ (≳)1 GeV
DM-halo (core) stars are formed, where both R and Mmax in-
crease (decrease) with increasing (not too large) fχ . Two typ-
ical contrasting cases are shown in the mχ = 100 MeV and
mχ = 1000 MeV panels.

The mχ = 600 MeV panel illustrates the transition be-
tween both regimes: on the fχ = 5% curves one notes a
Rχ = RN configuration (red marker) with M ≈ 1.73M⊙ and
R ≈ 11.79km, where the RN branch for larger masses devi-
ates onto the Rχ branch for lower masses. The same occurs
on the fχ = 15% curves for mχ = 1000 MeV. Again we refer
to [38] for a more extended discussion.

The figure also shows current maximum-mass con-
straints from PSR J0952-0607, PSR J0740+6620, and PSR
J0348+0432, as well as NICER+XMM constraints of the radii
R1.4 and R2.08. The nucleonic RMF EOS is compatible with
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FIG. 6. Mmax contours in the (mχ , fχ ) plane for different magnetic
fields.

all of them, and some admixture of DM can currently not be
excluded for the observed objects.

The effect of the magnetic field (reduction of Mmax) is not
more than a few percent for all configurations and will be an-
alyzed in more detail now.

E. Maximum mass

In Fig. 5 we show the maximum DNS gravitational mass
as a function of DM fraction, for different mχ and Bc values.
For each EOS the transition from DM core to halo is indicated
by a marker. In accordance with Fig. 4, for the ‘small’ masses
mχ = 100,200 MeV the DM-halo character sets in at low fχ <
1%, increasing Mmax, while for ‘large’ mχ = 600 MeV the
onset ocurs at fχ ≈ 15%, and for mχ = 1000 MeV, there are
only DM-core configurations with lowered Mmax in the plot
range. Again the effect of the magnetic field is very small, in
particular there is a small reduction of the halo-core transition
fraction.

Finally, Fig. 6 shows some contours of Mmax in the (mχ , fχ)
plane for different magnetic fields. As the previous figure, it
indicates that for greater mχ , a smaller fχ is sufficient to desta-
bilize the DNS. Since a magnetic field decreases the maxi-
mum mass, it provides some degree of destabilization against
DM-induced collapse, but the effect is again small compared
to variation of fχ .

F. Tidal deformability

In a binary system, the gravitational interaction with a
companion object (either a NS or a BH) induces deforma-
tion in a NS. The dimensionless tidal deformability of the
system, which quantifies this deformation, is represented by
Λ = (2/3)(R/M)5k2, where k2 refers to its second Love num-
ber [96, 97]. Λ depends on the star’s mass and radius, and is
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FIG. 7. The tidal deformability vs DNS mass for different values of
mχ , fχ , and Bc. The GW170817 constraint [95] is also shown.

modulated by DM and magnetic fields. Within the two-fluid
framework, it has been examined both with [64, 71, 98] and
without [21, 25, 27, 28, 35, 38] the presence of a MF.

In Fig. 7, Λ is plotted vs the DNS mass for different val-
ues of mχ , fχ , and Bc. As Λ ∼ R5 is extremely sensitive to
the gravitational radius, the DM-halo or -core character plays
a decisive role: According to Fig. 4, the small-mχ DM-halo
stars feature very large radii and consequently enormous val-

ues of Λ, whereas the large-mχ DM-core stars with their re-
duced radii exhibit also reduced Λ values.

Across all panels it is apparent that the effect of the MF is
very small and only visible near the Mmax configurations. A
stronger MF results in a more compact NS, thereby decreasing
its deformability.

The pure NS EOS with Λ = 454 fulfills (by construction)
the observational limits imposed by GW170817, but also here,
the large error bar currently cannot exclude an admixture of
DM.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we examined the combined effects of DM
and MF on DNSs properties. We considered self-interacting,
asymmetric, non-annihilating fermionic DM, obeying the
self-interaction cross-section constraint imposed by the ob-
served interaction of galaxies in various galaxy clusters. This
left the DM particle mass as a free parameter. Combined with
the nucleonic QMC-RMF4 EOS and density-dependent MFs
of magnetar size, we investigated how DM particle mass, DM
mass fraction, and MF strength influence key DNS properties
such as maximum mass, mass-radius relations, tidal deforma-
bility, and the critical DM mass fraction needed for destabi-
lization.

As is well known, the DM-halo or -core character of a DNS
is mainly determined by a small (halo) or large (core) DM
particle mass (compared to the nucleon mass), associated with
possible increase or decrease of the DNS maximum gravita-
tional mass, respectively.

We found that the influence of the MF on these features
is generally very small, even for the strongest field values
of magnetar size. The magnetized EOS is softer and conse-
quently causes slighty smaller maximum masses and less sta-
bility against collapse, for example, for otherwise unchanged
parameters. But as the same effects are caused by a small vari-
ation of the DM fraction, it will be real challenge to extract
this information from observation, if such DNSs with large
DM fraction exist.
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