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We systematically investigate the observable properties of dark matter-admixed quark stars (DQSs) using the

confined-isospin-density-dependent-mass model in combination with the generic bosonic self-interacting dark

matter model. Our results show that the dark matter (DM) can significantly influence the properties of quark

stars including the mass, radius, and the central pressure at the maximum mass configurations. Moreover, we

observe that the mass of DM particles and the DM fraction significantly affect the types of stellar configurations,

and we study these configurations in detail under various scenarios and predict the possibility that two recently

observed peculiar objects HESS J1731-347 and PSR J014-4002E are DQSs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Studies on the origin and nature of dark matter (DM) are

one of the most chaotic and enthralling conundrumss in parti-

cle physics and modern cosmology over the last few decades

[1–4]. This new type of particle was first proposed by Zwicky

in 1933 based on galaxy cluster observations [5] and is

thought to account for approximately 27% in the Universe [6–

10]. However, the precise characteristics of DM like its mass

and interactions are presently unclear due to its very weak in-

teractions with ordinary matter despite its existence has been

supported by a plethora of evidence [11–13]. Therefore, the-

oretically various DM candidates have been proposed, such

as the weakly interacting massive particle (WIMP) [14–20],

asymmetric dark matter (ADM) [21, 22], neutralino [23–31],

and axion [32, 33]. From the experimental side, the obser-

vations of DM particles are mainly based on three methods,

the direct detection of the cross-section between DM parti-

cles and nucleons like DAMA/LIBRA [34, 35], CRESST-

I [36], XENON [37, 38], the indirect detection experiments

through scrutinizing the products of DM candidate annihila-

tion [7, 8, 39] and particle accelerators produce DM [40, 41].

Unfortunately, despite extensive experimental efforts, DM

has not been observed until now. Compact objects such as

white dwarfs, neutron stars (NSs), and strange stars could ef-

ficiently capture DM particles due to their high density and

immense gravitational potential [42–47]. It is thus of great in-

terest to unveil the features of DM by means of analyzing its

effects on compact objects. NSs, as the densest objects known

in the Universe, are ideal sources to probe the properties of

ultra-dense matter under extreme conditions [48, 49]. The

density of NSs spans over 14 orders of magnitude from the
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crust to the inner core and the composition of the inner core is

believed to possibly include other degrees of freedom, such as

quarks [50–54], kaons [55–58], and hyperons [59–62], along-

side the basic components of neutrons, protons, electrons, and

muons. According to Witten’s hypothesis [63, 64], theoret-

ically, NSs may transform into strange quark stars (SQSs),

which are composed of absolutely stable deconfined u, d, and

s quark matter (QM), known as strange quark matter (SQM),

along with a small number of leptons. Although there is no

direct evidence for the existence of SQSs, they have not been

totally ruled out as a potential explanation for the observed

strange pulsars that cannot be explained by the traditional NS

models.

DM accretion affects compact objects properties in two

main ways. On the one hand, DM annihilation could heat the

compact object and influence its kinematic properties, such as

linear and angular momentum [65, 66]. Additionally, the an-

nihilation products, such as neutrinos or gamma rays, might

be detectable by astrophysical observations and offer the in-

direct evidence of DM interactions. On the other hand, the

capture of non-self-annihilating DM could effect the struc-

ture of compact objects. Based on the aforementioned two

mechanisms, currently, many theoretical studies are now fo-

cused on exploring the effects of DM on NSs thanks to the

availability of more precise and observational data [67–75].

Besides the fundamental effects on the NS mass-radius tra-

jectories [15, 76–81], other related phenomena, such as NSs

heating due to DM annihilation or the formation and collapse

of internal black holes, have been discussed and set bounds on

the DM properties [16, 18, 19, 21, 42, 44–46, 82–91]. More-

over, more quantitative studies have been performed [20, 25–

31, 92–116]. For example, the authors of Ref. [92] investi-

gated the impacts of DM on the curvature of the NS within

the framework of relativistic mean-field theory and the results

indicated the radial variation of different curvatures signifi-

cantly affected by DM. In Ref. [93], the authors studied the

effects of DM on the nuclear saturation properties of NSs and

given the constraints on the parameter space of DM particles

mass and Fermi momentum by leveraging the observational
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data of NSs. Ref. [27] proposed the possibility that the sec-

ondary component of GW190814 [117] with M = 2.50−2.67

M⊙ could be a DM-admixed NS.

However, we noticed that the effects of DM on the prop-

erties of SQSs has been poorly studied, which is actually

very helpful in explaining some peculiar compact stars [118].

SQSs are distinguished by their compactness, often exhibiting

smaller radii than NSs at equivalent masses, particularly in the

case of lower-mass stars [119]. In this context, the lightest and

smallest compact object so far observed by HESS Collabora-

tion, i. e., HESS J1731-347 [120] with mass M = 0.77+0.20
−0.17

M⊙ and radius R = 10.4+0.86
−0.78 km may potentially be inter-

preted as a SQS because NS models struggle to explain such a

small radius at such a low mass [121]. Of course, we also can-

not rule out the possibility that it’s a DM-admixed QS (DQS)

assume that the SQSs can capure a certain amount of DM dur-

ing their whole lifetime [122]. Further multi-messenger astro-

physical data will likely help clarify the nature of this compact

object. Recently, Barr et. al using the MeerKAT Radio Tele-

scope identified a companion to the pulsar PSR J0514-4002E

with a mass M = 2.09−2.71 M⊙ at 95% confidence interval,

which falls into the so called ”mass gap” [123]. The study

suggests this could be either an exceptionally massive NS,

one of the lightest black holes ever discovered or potentially

an entirely new type of compact object. This paper is dedi-

cated to explore in detail the effects of the existence of DM

on the gravitational mass, radius and internal central pressure

of DQSs, while probing the possibility that the companion of

PSR J0514-4002E could be a DQS and determining the pa-

rameter space of DM particles mass and fraction as well as

the corrsponding stellar configurations. Meanwile, we esti-

mate DM accretion potential of another exotic compact ob-

ject HESS J1731-347. For this propose, we will now assume

the DM particles are the self-interacting boson and coupled to

SQM only through gravitational interactions. To this end, we

employ the confined-isospin-density-dependent-mass model

(CIDDM) [124] and a generic bosonic self-interacting dark

matter model [94, 102, 103, 125, 126] to describe the equa-

tions of state (EOSs) of QM and DM, respectively.

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly

describe the EOSs of ordinary QM and DM used in this work.

In Sec. III, The detailed calculations and discussion are pre-

sented. A summary is given in Sec. IV.

II. FORMALISM

A. Equation of state for quark matter

The EOS of dense QM of our calculations is obtain from the

CIDDM model [124], which is extended from the confined-

density-dependent-mass (CDDM) model with the isospin de-

pendence being inside the equivalent quark mass [127–132].

In the CIDDM model, the equivalent quark mass in QM

with baryon density nB can be written parameterized as

mq = mq0
+mI +miso

= mq0
+

D

nBz
− τqδDIn

α
B e−β nB (1)

where mq0
represents the quark current mass, mI =

D
nBz

ac-

counts for the quark interactions within QM, which are pre-

sumed to density-dependent, the z is a quark mass scaling

parameter, D is a parameter determined based on the abso-

lute stability condition of SQM. miso =−τqδDIn
α
B e−β nb is the

isospin-dependent term, where DI , α and β are the parameters

determining the isospin dependence of the quark-quark effec-

tive interactions in QM, and τq is the isospin quantum number

of quarks is the isospin quantum number of quarks, which are

set to τq = 1, −1, and 0 for u, d, and q quarks, respectively,

and the isospin asymmetry δ is defined as

δ =
3(nd − nu)

nd + nu

, (2)

where ni is the quark number density (i = u, d, and s for SQM).

The expression of ni can be given by

ni =
gi

2π2

∫ ∞

0
νik

2 dk =
ν3

i

π2
, (3)

where gi = 6 is the value of degeneracy factor for quarks. νi is

the Fermi momentum of different quarks and the values of u

and d quarks can be written as

νu = (1− δ/3)
1
3 ν,

νd = (1+ δ/3)
1
3 ν,

(4)

where ν represents the Fermi momentum of quarks in sym-

metric u−d QM at n = 2nu = 2nd . The total energy density of

SQM then can be obtained by

εq =
g

2π2

∫ (1−δ/3)1/3ν

0

√

k2 +m2
u k2 dk

+
g

2π2

∫ (1+δ/3)1/3ν

0

√

k2 +m2
d

k2 dk

+
g

2π2

∫ νs

0

√

k2 +m2
s k2 dk.

(5)

In this paper we study exclusively beta-stable and neutrino-

free SQM containing u, d, and s quarks and electrons e as

relevant degrees of freedom. The composition of matter is de-

termined by enforcing chemical equilibrium and charge neu-

trality at given baryon density nB, which can be written as

µu + µe = µd = µs, (6)

2

3
nu =

1

3
nd +

1

3
ns + ne. (7)

The various chemical potentials µi can be obtained from the

total energy density of SQM

µi =
dεq

dni

=
√

ν2
i +m2

i +∑
j

n j

∂m j

∂nB

∂nB

∂ni

f

(

ν j

m j

)

+∑
j

n j

∂m j

∂δ

∂δ

∂ni

f

(

ν j

m j

) (8)
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with

f (x) =
3

2x3

[

x

√

(x2 + 1)+ ln
(

x+
√

x2 + 1
)

]

, (9)

where x = ν j/m j and the last two terms of eq. (8) are the

contributions from the density and isospin dependence of the

equivalent quark mass, respectively. Especially, the chemical

potential of u quark µu can be expressed analytically as

µu =
√

ν2 +m2
u +

1

3
∑

j=u,d,s

n j f

(

ν j

m j

)

×

[

−
zD

n
(1+z)
B

− τ jDIδ
(

αnα−1
B −β nα

B

)

e−β nB

]

+DIn
α
B e−β nB

[

nu f

(

νu

mu

)

− nd f

(

νd

md

)]

×
6nd

(nu + nd)2
.

(10)

The chemical potentials of d and s quarks can be written as

µd =
√

ν2 +m2
d +

1

3
∑

j=u,d,s

n j f

(

ν j

m j

)

×

[

−
zD

n
(1+z)
B

− τ jDIδ
(

αnα−1
B −β nα

B

)

e−β nB

]

+DIn
α
B e−β nB

[

nd f

(

νd

md

)

− nu f

(

νu

mu

)]

×
6nu

(nu + nd)2
,

(11)

and

µs =
√

ν2
s +m2

s +
1

3
∑

j=u,d,s

n j f

(

ν j

m j

)

×

[

−
zD

n
(1+z)
B

− τ jDIδ
(

αnα−1
B −β nα

B

)

e−β nB

]

.

(12)

For electrons, the chemical potential is

µe =
√

3π2ν2
e +m2

e, (13)

where νe and me are the Fermi momentum and mass of elec-

trons, respectively.

Therefore, the total pressure of SQM can be obtained by

pq =− εq + ∑
j=u,d,s,e

n jµ j

=−Ω0 + ∑
i, j=u,d,s,e

nin j

∂m j

∂nB

∂nB

∂ni

f

(

ν j

m j

)

+ ∑
i, j=u,d,s,e

nin j

∂m j

∂δ

∂δ

∂ni

f

(

ν j

m j

)

,

(14)

where −Ω0 is the free-particle contribution and Ω0 can be

written analytically as

Ω0 =− ∑
j=u,d,s,e

gi

48π2

[

νi

(

ν2
i +m2

i

)(

2ν2
i − 3m2

i

)

+ 3m4
i arcsinh

(

νi

mi

)

]

.

It is worth noting that the additional terms in eq. (14)

due to the density and isospin dependence of the equivalent

quark mass ensure the thermodynamic self-consistency of the

model and therefore fulfill the Hugenholtz−Van Hove theo-

rem [132].

Once the QM EOS pq(εq) is specified, the mass-radius rela-

tion (M-R) of a QS can be obtained by solving the well-known

hydrostatic equilibrium equations of Tolman, Oppenheimer,

and Volkov (TOV) [133, 134]. In this work, we select two

parameter sets DI-85 (DI = 85 MeV fm3α with α = 0.7 and

D = 22.92 MeV fm−3z with z = 1.8) and DI-3500 (DI = 3500

MeV fm3α with α = 0.7, D = 13.81 MeV fm−3z with z =

1.8) within the CIDDM model [124] as the QM EOSs, which

can give the maximum masses of static QSs Mmax = 2.34M⊙

and Mmax = 2.01M⊙, which all fulfill the current astronomical

constraints Mmax > 2M⊙ [68–70].

B. Equation of state for dark matter

In this work we assume the DM particles are massive self-

interacting bosons and employ the frequently used generic

DM model with only one paremeter ε0 to describe the DM

EOS, which can be given by [94, 102, 103, 125, 126]

pd =
4

9
ε0

(
√

3

4

εd

ε0

+ 1− 1

)2

, (15)

where pd and εd are the pressure and energy density of pure

DM, respectively. ε0 = md
4/4λ with md being the DM parti-

cles mass. Considering that the nature of DM is still unclear,

there is basically no limit to the values of md [14, 44]. We

choose md of the order of the nucleon mass, which have more

obvious effects on the typical NS observations [135, 136]. In

the following we therefore select the four cases md = 100, 200,

500 and 1000 MeV for further detailed study.

λ is a dimensionless coupling constant that may be re-

lated to the DM self-interaction cross section σ = λ 2/16πmd
2

[106, 137, 138]. In the current work we select λ = π as

Ref. [135], the exact value is of less importance due to λ en-

tering with fourth power in the definition of the single scale

parameter ε0. Note, that the positive λ indicates the repulsive

self interaction between DM particles, allowing for resistance

to a strong enough gravitational pull and thus stabilizes pure

boson dark stars.

In the Newtonian limit, this EOS can be expressed in the

following forms:

for low density,

pd =
εd

2

16ε0

, (16)
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for high density,

pd =
1

3
εd . (17)

C. Hydrostatic configuration

Assuming the QM and DM are coupled only through grav-

ity, the stable configurations of the DQSs are obtained from a

two-fluid version of the TOV equations [87, 139, 140]:

d pd

dr
=−[pd + εd ]

dν

dr
, (18)

d pq

dr
=−[pq + εq]

dν

dr
, (19)

dm

dr
= 4πr2ε , (20)

dν

dr
=

m+ 4πr3p

r(r− 2m)
, (21)

where r is the radial coordinate from the center of the star, and

p = pq + pd , ε = εq + εd , m = mq +md are the total pressure,

energy density, and enclosed mass, respectively.

The total gravitational mass of the DQS, and the DM mass

fraction are

M = mq(Rq)+md(Rd) , (22)

f =
md(Rd)

M
, (23)

where the stellar radii Rq and Rd are defined by the vanish-

ing of the respective pressures. Rq 6= Rd in the general case,

there are thus two types of scenarios: DM-core (Rd < Rq) or

DM-halo (Rd > Rq) stars.

III. RESULTS

A. Equations of state

To begin with, we analyze the DM EOSs for DM parti-

cle masses md = 100, 200, 500 and 1000 MeV in compari-

son with the QM EOSs (DI-3500 and DI-85) in Fig. 1. The

markers indicate the values of the maximum mass Mmax con-

figurations. It can be seen that smaller values of md corre-

spond to smaller maximum energy densities and pressures,

the maximum masses Mmax of pure DM stars (DM fraction

f = 1) are 17.762, 4.441, 0.711, and 0.177 M⊙ for md = 100,

200, 500 and 1000 MeV, respectively. For pure QSs, the DI-

3500 EOS is stiffer than DI-85 EOS and has a correspondingly

larger maximum mass. The maximum masses of DQSs may

exceed the ones of corrsponding pure QSs once the stiffness

of DM EOSs are enough large. Moreover, one can also find

that the ranges of all the DM EOSs fall within the respective

low-density (dashed lines) and universal high-density (dotted

line) asymptotics.

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

lo
g 1

0(
p/
M
eV

fm
-3
)

log10(e/MeVfm-3)

 md = 100 MeV, e0 = 0.08 10-4 GeV4

 md = 200 MeV, e0 = 1.27 10-4 GeV4

 md = 500 MeV, e0 = 49.7 10-4 GeV4

 md = 1000 MeV, e0 = 796 10-4 GeV4

 DI-3500
 DI-85

 p = e/3
 p = e2/16e0

 Mmax

FIG. 1. Pure DM EOSs for different DM particle masses and the

QM DI-3500 and DI-85 EOSs. The markers indicate the values of

the maximum mass Mmax configurations. The low-density and high-

density asymptotics are also shown.

To further verify whether the QM and DM EOSs adhere to

the causality condition, the upper panel of Fig. 2 shows the

square of sound velocity (c2
s = ∂ p/∂ε) as a function of the

logarithmic energy density of pure DM stars with md = 100,

200, 500, and 1000 MeV. For comparison, we superimpose the

results for pure QSs using DI-3500 and DI-85 EOSs within

CIDDM model on the graph. The horizontal black dashed

line marks the conformal matter limit c2
s = 1/3. As shown in

this figure, larger values of md correspond to smaller c2
s across

the entire energy density range. The c2
s increases slowly with

energy density at first, followed by a rapid rise, and eventu-

ally transitions to a slower increase. For all DM EOSs the

values of c2
s approach the conformal matter limit c2

s = 1/3 as

the energy density right interval is elongated, but this extends

far beyond the positions of the maximum mass configurations

as indicated by the markers in Fig. 1. In contrast, the c2
s de-

creases as energy density and ultimately approaches the con-

formal matter limit c2
s = 1/3 for QM using DI-3500 and DI-85

EOSs within CIDDM model. In this work, the calculated re-

sults for c2
s are presented only for the range of baryon density

nB above the zero-pressure point,which all satisfy the causal-

ity limit (c2
s = 1).

Additionly, the polytropic index γ = ∂ (lnp)/∂ (lnε) is an-

other physical quantity test if the selected DM and QM EOSs

satisfy the causality condition. The lower panel of Fig. 2 de-

picts the relations between the polytropic index and the log-

arithmic energy density of pure DM stars with different md .

The inset shows the pure QS cases using DI-3500 and DI-85
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0.00

0.11

0.22

0.33

-2 -1 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

1.0

1.5

c s
2

 md = 100 MeV
 md = 200 MeV 

 
 md = 500 MeV
 md = 1000 MeV

DI-3500

DI-85

2.6 2.8 3.0 3.2
0.33

0.44

0.55

0.66

g

log10(e/MeVfm-3)

DI-3500

DI-85

2.6 2.8 3.0 3.2
1

2

3

4

5

FIG. 2. The square of the sound velocity and polytropic index as

functions of logarithmic energy density in pure DM star (DM fraction

f = 1) for four typical DM particle masses. The insets show the

cases of pure QS using DI-3500 and DI-85 EOSs within the CIDDM

model.

EOSs within CIDDM model and the horizontal black line in-

dicates the conformal matter limit γ = 1. It can be seen that

γ decreses with increasing energy density and gradually ap-

proaching the conformal matter limit γ = 1, while larger md

values result in larger γ for given energy density, consistent

with the pure QS results reported in Ref. [50]. The values of γ
for DI-3500 EOS are always smaller than those for DI-85 EOS

until the high energy density regions are nearly equal, which

are slightly above the conformal matter limit γ = 1 but well

below the γ = 1.75 in pure QM limit reported from Ref. [141].

B. Mass and radius

In the following, we focus on the impact of DM on the grav-

itational mass and radius of DQSs in detail. Fig. 3 illustrates

the total gravitational mass M as functions of QM radius Rq

(solid curves) and DM radius Rd (dashed curves) of DQSs us-

ing the DI-3500 EOS for md = 100 (top panel) and 500 MeV

(lower panel) with DM fractions f = 0, 1%, 5%, 10%, and

20%. As outlined in Sec. II C, DQSs can be categorized as

either DM-core (Rd < Rq) or DM-halo (Rd > Rq) stars de-

pending on the relationship between Rq and Rd . The markers

in this figure represent configurations where Rq = Rd . It is

worth noting that the accretion of DM by a star is influenced

by multiple factors. For instance, whether a star resides in

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

M
 [M

]

DI-3500 md = 100 MeV

0

1

2

3

20 40 60 80 100

R [km]

 f = 0
 f = 1%
 f = 5%
 f = 10%
 f = 20%
 Rq

 Rd

 Rq = Rd

md = 500 MeV

FIG. 3. Total gravitational mass M as function of QM (solid curves)

or DM (dashed curves) radius using the DI-3500 EOS for DM par-

ticle masses md = 100 and 500 MeV with different DM fractions

f = MD/M. Markers indicate Rq = Rd configurations.

a high-density DM region (such as a dwarf galaxy or a DM

halo) during its formation and evolution can significantly af-

fect the total amount of DM it accretes. The density of DM is

typically higher near the Galaxy center and lower in the outer

regions. Consequently, the distance of a star from the Galaxy

center plays a critical role in determining the amount of DM it

can accumulate. In the current work, we aim to qualitatively

study the effect of DM on the properties of QSs, assuming the

DM fraction not exceeding 30% and without delving into the

specifics of the accretion mechanism.

As we can see from Fig. 3 that the DM fraction f can in-

fluence the maximum gravitational mass Mmax of DQSs. For

light DM particles (md = 100 MeV), the Mmax initially reduces

slightly while with the further increase of f , Mmax increases

and eventually surpasses that of the pure QS (Mmax = 2.34

M⊙). However, for heavy DM particles (md = 500 MeV), the

Mmax reduces consistently for any f . Notably, the reduction

in Mmax is more dramatic for heavy particles, the Mmax de-

creases from 2.34 M⊙ to 2.14 M⊙ and 2.30 M⊙ for heavy

and light particles at f = 5%, respectively. Besides that, it can

be seen that heavy DM particles can form both DM-core and

DM-halo QSs, while light DM particles only form DM-halo
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0

1

2
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 f = 1%
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 Rq
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 Rq = Rd

FIG. 4. Same as Fig. 3, but for the DI-85 EOS.

QSs because DM radius Rd is always larger than QM radius

Rq for any DQS mass.

In Fig. 4, we display the mass-radius relations of DQSs us-

ing the DI-85 EOS for md = 100 (top panel) and 500 MeV

(lower panel) at different f . As shown in this figure, the be-

havior of DI-85 EOS is qualitatively similar to that of DI-3500

EOS, but quantitatively, the decline in DI-3500 EOS is slightly

larger in all cases for md = 500 MeV. Furthermore, the in-

crease in Mmax relative to the pure QSs for DI-3500 EOS is

slightly smaller than that of DI-85 EOS at md = 100 MeV

when f increases from f = 0 to 20%. For example, at f = 20%

(blue curves), Mmax = 2.59 and 2.29 M⊙ for DI-3500 and DI-

85 EOSs with increase rates 10.7% and 13.4%, respectively.

We then turn to study the stellar interior of DQSs in detail.

In Fig. 5, we plot the central pressure (top panel) and mass

(lower panel) profiles of QM (solid curves) and DM (dashed

curves) of QSs at maximum gravitational mass configurations

for DI-3500 EOS with different f . For light DM particles,

the central pressure of DM pd is significantly smaller than

that of QM pq and falls very slowly in contrast to pq sharply

drops from its maximum to Rq about 12 km. Meanwhile, the

mass (radius) of DM Md(Rd) remains larger than that of QM

Mq(Rq) at all f . As an example, Rq = 11.29 km and Rd =

67.36 km at f = 20% (blue curves), which illustrates that DM

attaches to the surface of QSs in the form of DM-halo. The

increase of f increases the Md(Rd) while decreases that of

Mq(Rq) due to the compressive effect of DM on the QM in-

side a QS. Once the increase in Md surpasses the decrease

in Mq, it provides a qualitative explanation for why the total

gravitational mass exceeds the pure QS maximum mass Mmax

= 2.34 M⊙ when f exceeds 10% as shown in the top panel of

Fig. 3. For heavy DM particles, the pq consistently exceeds pd

except at f = 20%, where the maximum values are pd = 495

and pq = 547 MeV fm−3, respectively. The Mq(Rq) is always

larger than Md(Rd), indicating that DM forms a core inside a

QS. With the increase of f , heavier DM core further attracts

QM toward the interior of a QS, which raises pq and reduces

Rq. The Mmax of DQSs decreases overall because the increase

in Md(Rd) is smaller than the decrease in Mq(Rq). For the

sake of completeness, we also display the radial profiles of

the central pressure (top panel) and mass (lower panel) of QM

(solid curves) and DM (dashed curves) in the maximum grav-

itational mass configurations of DQSs using the DI-85 EOS

in Fig. 6. The behavior of DI-85 EOS is similar to that of

DI-3500 EOS across varying f for both light and heavy DM

particles.

To quantify the effect of DM on the maximum mass Mmax

of DQSs, Fig. 7 shows the Mmax of the DQSs as a function of

DM fraction f for (a) the DI-3500 EOS and (b) DI-85 EOS

with md = 100, 200, 500, and 1000 MeV. The solid and dot-

ted curves show the variation of Mmax with f for DM-core

and DM-halo configurations, respectively. It is shown that the

vlaues of md clearly influence the Mmax of DQSs as well as

the corresponding configurations as f increases. For md =

100 MeV, the Mmax of DQSs initially decreases slightly with

f and then increases and exceeds that of the pure QS for both

DI-3500 and DI-85 EOSs. In contrast, for md = 150 MeV, al-

though the behavior of Mmax of DQSs with f is similar to that

for md = 100 MeV, the Mmax of DQSs never exceeds that of

pure QSs in either the DI-3500 or DI-85 EOSs. For md = 200,

500, and 1000 MeV, the Mmax of DQSs reduces with increas-

ing f and heavier DM particles can lead to a faster reduction.

Moreover, we can find that for the DI-3500 EOS the Mmax of

DQSs remains above the maximum mass lower limit Mmax =

2 M⊙ inferred from pulsar observations when f ≤ 30% for md

= 100 and 150 MeV. For md = 200, 500, and 1000 MeV, larger

values of f are not allowed for fulfilling the maximum mass

lower limit with the corrsponding allowed ranges being f ≤
20%, 8.7%, and 6.5%, respectively. However, for the DI-85

EOS the allowed ranges of f are narrower than those for DI-

3500 for the same md due to the smaller pure QS Mmax value

(M = 2.02 M⊙) of DI-85. For example, for md = 500 MeV,

the allowed f can reach 8.7% for DI-3500 EOS but only 0.5%

for DI-85 EOS when M ≥ 2 M⊙. From this perspective, as-

tronomical observations can either constrain the range of md

or f if a DQS is observed in the future.

Beside that, it can be seen that the md clearly influences the

DQS configurations. The light DM particles are more likely

to form DM-halo QSs, conversely heavier DM particles fa-

vor DM-core QSs. The transition from DM-core to DM-halo

configurations occurs at higher f as the md increases.
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FIG. 5. Central pressure and mass profiles of QM (solid curves) and DM (dashed curves) inside QSs at the maximum mass Mmax configurations

using the DI-3500 EOS for DM particle masses md = 100 and 500 MeV with different DM fractions f .

C. Prediction for astronomical observations

Finally, we explore the possibility that two recent peculiar

objects HESS J1731-347 with mass M = 0.77+0.20
−0.17 M⊙ and

radius R = 10.4+0.86
−0.78 km [120] and PSR J014-4002E with M =

2.09−2.71 M⊙ [123] are DQSs. To investigate this, we show

firstly the contour plots of Mmax of DQSs as functions of (md ,

f ) plane using (a) DI-3500 EOS and (b) DI-85 EOS in Fig. 8.

The red curves represent the Mmax values for pure QSs using

DI-3500 and DI-85 EOSs, respectively, while the white and

blue curves correspond to the mass ranges of HESS J1731-

347 and PSR J014-4002E, respectively. The domains of sta-

ble DM-core (magenta shading) and DM-halo (cyan shading)

DQSs are illustrated in the (md , f ) plane. For this figure, we

roughly dividing into the cases md & 300 MeV and md . 300

MeV. For md & 300 MeV, DQSs tend to form DM-core con-

figurations by accumulating DM in the interior and the heavier

DM-core can futher attract QM on the surface of QS toward

the center resulting in the reductions of QM radius Rq and

Mmax. For md . 300 MeV, the DM-halo QS configurations

dominate and the Mmax might reach significantly larger val-

ues with increasing f (This work only presents Mmax contours

ranging from 0.6 to 2.8 M⊙ and considers f ≤ 30%). This

figure can actually be very useful for drawing any conclusion

by comparison with masses of observed objects. For example,

the stiff DI-3500 EOS can successfully describe the peculiar

object PSR J014-4002E as either a DM-core or DM-halo QS,

as indicated by the middle region between the 2.09 M⊙ and

2.71 M⊙ (white) contours in the left panel of Fig. 8. Notably,

the entire considered DM particles mass range [0−1000 MeV]

is permissible when the DM mass fraction satisfies f . 6%.

While with regards to the case of considering DI-85, the al-

lowed (md , f ) region that can explain PSR J014-4002E is

much narrower than that of DI-3500 and only DM-halo QS

configurations are favored, where the DM particles md & 148

MeV and f . 3.3% region is completely excluded. Moreover,

the middle region of 0.6 M⊙ and 0.97 M⊙ (write) contours

in the upper-right corner of the (md , f ) plane can potentially

interpret another exotic compact object HESS J1731-347 as

a DM-core QS for both DI-3500 and DI-85 EOSs when f &
17% and md & 700 MeV.

For futher provide the alternative explanations for the exotic

compact object HESS J1731-347, we then aim to analyze how

much amount of DM can be accommodated within its radius

constraints of R =+0.86
−0.78 km. In Fig. 9 we show the domains of

stable DM-core (magenta shading) and DM-halo (cyan shad-

ing) QSs in the (M, Rq) plane for md = 100, 200, 500, and

1000 MeV using DI-3500 EOS with f ≤ 30%. The shaded

region in this figure represents the mass-radius confidence in-

terval for the HESS J1731-347 and the dotted curves indicate

configurations where Rq = Rd . Clearly, the DQSs configu-



8

1E-4

0.01

1

100

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

0 2 4 6 8 10 12

DI-85
p 

[M
eV

 fm
-3

]
md = 100 MeV

M
 [M

]

R [km]

 f = 0
 f = 1%
 f = 5%
 f = 10%
 f = 20%
 Rq

 Rd

md = 500 MeV

FIG. 6. Same as Fig. 5, but for the DI-85 EOS.

0 5 10 15 20 25
1.8

2.0

2.2

2.4

2.6

2.8

3.0

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

M
m

ax
 [M

8]

 md = 100 MeV
 md = 150 
 md = 200
 md = 500
 md = 1000

DI-3500

f [%] 

DI-85(a) (b)

FIG. 7. Maximum gravitational mass Mmax as function of DM fractions f for the DI-3500 and DI-85 EOSs with DM particle masses md =

100, 150, 200, 500, and 1000 MeV. The DM-core and DM-halo configurations are described by the solid and dotted curves, respectively.

rations are influenced by both md and f . It is worth noting

that the pure QS using DI-3500 EOS ( f = 0, black thick solid

curve) can cross the shaded region, which means the HESS

J1731-347 could potentially be a pure QS in the first place.

As the increase of f , the Rq reduces and M−Rq curves ulti-

mately escape the shaded region, indicating the shift from a

pure QS to a DM-admixed configuration. The allowed maxi-

mum f decreases with the md , which are f = 29%, 28%, 24%,

and 18% for md = 100, 200, 500, and 1000 MeV, respectively.

Moreover, it is noteworthy that for md = 500 and 1000 MeV,
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functions of (md , f ). The magenta and cyan shading domains represent the stable DM-core and DM-halo DM-admixed QSs configurations.

The horizontal dashed line at md = 300 MeV is to guide the eye.
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FIG. 9. The domains of stable DM-core (magenta shading) and DM-halo (cyan shading) QSs in the (M,Rq) plane for different DM particle

masses using DI-3500 EOS.

the HESS J1731-347 could be explained by a DM-core QS

within the allowable f interval, while both DM-core and DM-

halo QS configurations all can describe the HESS J1731-347

within the allowable f interval for md = 100 and 200 MeV.

For completeness, we also give the domains of stable DM-

core (magenta shading) and DM-halo (cyan shading) QSs in

the (M, Rq) plane for md = 100, 200, 500, and 1000 MeV

using the DI-85 EOS in Fig. 10. The situation of configu-

rations distribution for the given md using the DI-85 EOS is

similar to that of DI-3500. Both Figs. 9 and 10 show that

as the md increases, the DM-core regions dominate accord-

ingly. The pure QS using DI-85 EOS ( f = 0, black thick

solid curve) just crosses the left boundary of the shaded re-

gion, which means only a tiny amount of DM is allowed to

describe the HESS J1731-347 as a DQS. In this case, any sig-

nificant increase in the f would push the M−Rq curves outside

the allowed radius region R =+0.86
−0.78 km, making it less likely

for HESS J1731-347 to be explained as a DQS. In this work,

we limit the parameter space to f ≤ 30% and md ≤ 1000 MeV.

However, as the f continues to increase approaches 100% i.e.,
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FIG. 10. Same as Fig. 9, but for the DI-85 EOS.

pure dark stars, the Rq for a given mass may begin to increase

once more, causing the M−Rq curves to shift to the right into

the shaded region, thereby satisfying the radius constraints of

HESS J1731-347. Similar conclusions have already been ex-

tensively discussed in several works exploring DM-admixed

NSs with significantly high f [81, 115, 135, 136, 142]. Of

course, such high f scenarios would necessitate exotic cap-

ture or formation mechanisms [1, 94, 98, 99, 137, 143–146].

IV. SUMMARY

We have analyzed the properties of stable DQSs in a the-

oretical approach combining two sets of QM EOSs (stiff DI-

3500 and soft DI-85) within the CIDDM model with a bosonic

DM EOS involving only one parameter. Our study found that

the smaller the mass of DM particles, the stiffer the DM EOS,

which results in a larger pure dark star mass and a smaller

polytropic index. Both the DM particles mass and DM frac-

tion could effect the mass, radius and corrsponding configura-

tions of DQSs. With the increase of DM fraction, the heavier

DM particles tend to concentrate in the core and form DM-

core QS configurations and reduce the maximum gravitational

mass Mmax. On the contrary, for the light DM particles, the

DM could form an extended halo around the QM core. In this

case, DM-halo QS configurations dominate and the Mmax of

DQSs initially decreases and then increases with DM fraction.

The trend in the Mmax of DQSs is fundamentally governed

by the mass contributions and interactions between QM and

DM components. This is evident from the analysis of central

pressure and mass profiles of DQSs at maximum gravitational

mass configurations.

In the present work we also proposed potential explana-

tions for two recently observed peculiar compact objects: PSR

J014-4002E and HESS J1731-347. By exploring the parame-

ter space of DM particles mass and DM fraction, these objects

could plausibly be interpreted as DQSs. We found that the stiff

DI-3500 EOS allows for a broader parameter space for inter-

preting PSR J014-4002E as either a DM-core or DM-halo QS.

In contrast, the soft DI-85 EOS restricts the interpretation of

PSR J014-4002E to only DM-halo QS configurations with a

much narrower range of allowed parameters. Regarding the

compact object HESS J1731-347, both the stiff DI-3500 and

soft DI-85 EOSs are capable of describing it as a DM-core QS

based on its mass range. Furthermore, we analyzed how much

amount of DM can be accommodated within the radius con-

straints of HESS J1731-347. The DI-3500 EOS can accom-

modate a larger amount of DM for explaining HESS J1731-

347 compared to the DI-85 EOS. Meanwhile, the interpreta-

tion of HESS J1731-347 as a DQS is highly dependent on the

mass of the DM particles. The heavier DM particles impose

more stringent constraints on the allowed DM mass fraction

in DQSs and favor DM-core configurations, whereas lighter

DM particles allow for both DM-core and DM-halo configu-

rations.

The current study provides theoretical guidance for experi-

mental searches for DM. Combining future astronomical ob-

servations with gravitational wave signals could help to con-

strain DM nature further. For instance, detecting a DQS with

a known DM fraction would place a lower limit on the mass

of DM particles. Moreover, this study qualitatively addressed

the effects of DM on QS observables and neglected the spe-

cific mechanisms for DM accretion. Future work will focus

on exploring the impact of DM on the internal properties of

QSs, such as the symmetry energy of QM by developing new

theoretical models.
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