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Theoretical models of self-interacting dark matter offer a promising solution to several unresolved
issues within the collisionless cold dark matter framework. For asymmetric dark matter, these self-
interactions may encourage gravitational collapse, potentially leading to the creation of compact
objects primarily composed of dark matter. By considering both fermionic and bosonic equations
of state, we analyze the equilibrium structure of non-rotating dark stars, examining their bulk
properties and comparing them with baryonic neutron stars. We show that the frequency and
damping rate of f -mode oscillations of dark compact stars can be expressed in terms of universal
functions of stellar mass, radius and moment of inertia. Finally, by employing the universality in the
f -mode, we propose a scheme to infer accurate values of the physical parameters of dark compact
stars from their f -mode gravitational wave signal.

I. INTRODUCTION

The possibility that dark matter (DM) exists as parti-
cles that experience significant self-interactions is a com-
pelling hypothesis, supported by both theoretical con-
siderations and observational evidence. Theoretically, if
the dark sector is part of a unified framework in theo-
ries extending beyond the Standard Model, it is plausi-
ble that DM particles interact among themselves through
certain gauge bosons. Additionally, DM self-interactions
might be necessary given that the current collisionless
cold dark matter (CCDM) paradigm appears to be in-
consistent with some observations.

There are three primary challenges facing the CCDM
model. Firstly, the DM density profile at the centers
of dwarf galaxies tends to be flat, whereas CCDM sim-
ulations predict a cuspy profile [1, 2]. Observations of
rotation curves in these galaxies suggest a discrepancy.
Secondly, CCDM simulations forecast a greater number
of satellite galaxies around the Milky Way than what is
observed, as pointed out in Refs. [1, 3, 4]. Thirdly, there
is the too big to fail problem, where simulations predict
massive dwarf galaxies that should have formed observ-
able stars, yet these galaxies are not detected [5].

In Refs. [6–8], the authors explore how these discrepan-
cies might be mitigated by considering DM-baryon inter-
actions or statistical anomalies in the Milky Way’s satel-
lite population. Another plausible solution is substantial
DM self-interactions, which could address all three prob-
lems [9–11]. For instance, DM self-interactions could en-
hance self-scattering rates in regions with high DM den-
sity, leading to flattened density profiles in dwarf galaxy
cores.

The study of DM self-interactions has been exten-
sive, with research exploring various contexts (cf., e.g.,
Refs. [10–14]). Generally, it is believed that DM self-
interaction cross-sections within the range of 0.1 cm2/g
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< σXX/mX < 10 cm2/g (where σXX is the DM self-
interaction cross section and mX is the DM particle
mass) are sufficient to resolve the challenges faced by the
CCDM paradigm.
DM self-interactions can be a valuable feature, poten-

tially aiding the clumping of DM and the formation of
compact objects, especially if these interactions are dis-
sipative or accelerate gravothermal evolution [15]. Two
primary scenarios arise based on the nature of DM anni-
hilation events: one involves DM with significant annihi-
lation events, and the other involves DM with minimal
annihilation events. The weakly interacting massive par-
ticle (WIMP) paradigm fits into the first category. In
this model, the DM relic density in the Universe is deter-
mined by DM annihilations. Initially, DM is in thermal
equilibrium with the primordial plasma until the rate of
annihilations falls below the Universe’s expansion rate.
In the WIMP framework, DM particles and antiparticles
are present in equal numbers. Gravitational collapse in
this scenario could lead to the formation of dark stars,
which, according to Refs. [16–18], counteract further col-
lapse through radiation pressure. However, such stars
likely no longer exist because DM annihilations would
have significantly reduced the DM population, causing
these dark stars to vanish over time.
Conversely, asymmetric DM presents a viable path-

way for forming compact, stable starlike objects. This
scenario serves as a compelling alternative to the WIMP
paradigm, and it is well motivated [19–27]. In asymmet-
ric DM models, a conserved quantum number, analogous
to the baryon number, plays a crucial role. A mechanism
similar to that which generated the baryon asymmetry
in the Universe could also produce a particle-antiparticle
asymmetry in the DM sector. Annihilations in this sce-
nario would eliminate the species with fewer numbers,
leaving an excess population that accounts for the DM
relic density. In the asymmetric DM framework, substan-
tial annihilations do not occur today due to the absence
of DM antiparticles. Therefore, if DM self-interactions
can promote collapse, asymmetric DM could form stable
compact objects that might still be detectable today.
The potential for asymmetric DM to form com-
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pact objects has been explored for both fermionic and
bosonic DM, for example in Refs. [28–30]. These papers
have investigated the mass-radius relations, density pro-
files, and maximum Chandrasekhar mass limits across a
broad spectrum of DM particle masses and self-coupling
strengths, considering both attractive and repulsive in-
teractions. An equation of state (EoS) for asymmetric
dark matter, incorporating both attractive and repulsive
interactions, has also been constructed in Ref. [31]. In
that work, equilibrium sequences and maximum masses
of asymmetric dark matter stars are identified, and the
stability of neutron stars containing fermionic asymmet-
ric dark matter with an attractive force is evaluated. Ad-
ditionally, Maselli et al. [32] investigate the structure of
slowly rotating and tidally deformed stars, modeled with
a DM equation of state based on fermionic and bosonic
DM particles, and they show that these dark objects ad-
mit the I-Love-Q universal relations, which link their
moment of inertia, tidal deformabilities and quadrupole
moments.

In particular, tidal effects on binary stars are measur-
able in the late inspiral stage [33–35]. Further, the mea-
surement of tidal deformations can be used to extract
information about the internal structure of NSs [36–39].
Wahidin and Sulaksono study the tidal deformation of
binary dark stars composed of fermionic dark matter,
exploring the effect of dark particle mass and scalar bo-
son coupling exchange on the EoS, mass-radius relation
and tidal Love number properties [40].

The effects of dark matter on the tidal deformability
have been explored also in the case of admixed neutron
stars. The presence of a DM core with a mass fraction
5% could affect significantly the interpretation of NS data
as constraints on the nuclear EoS [41]. A more recent
work on the tidal deformability of dark matter admixed
neutron stars can be found in Ref. [42]. The impact of
asymmetric fermionic dark matter on the thermal evolu-
tion of dark matter admixed neutron stars is discussed
in Ref. [43].

Ellis et al. [44] analyse the impact of dark matter on
gravitational wave signals from a binary merger and find
that dark matter cores in merging neutron stars may
yield an observable supplementary peak in the gravita-
tional wave power spectral density following the merger.

In astrophysics, it is customary to develop models of
compact stars and establish correlations among various
physical quantities deducible from astronomical observa-
tions which are known as universal relations or astero-
seismological relations (in case they contain seismologi-
cal quantities such as mode frequency and/or damping
time). This approach is motivated by the potential to
constrain the EoS for nuclear matter and extract physi-
cal parameters of compact stars. Andersson and Kokko-
tas [45] published the seminal paper opening up the field
of gravitational wave asteroseismology in which they pro-
pose the first asteroseismological relations for oscillation
modes of neutron stars. Similar universal relations in-
volving the f -mode frequency and damping time have

been proposed subsequently [46–48], some of which also
were concerned with rotating neutron stars [49–52]. Nu-
merous universal relations that correlate bulk quantities
other than mode properties have also been discovered,
see, e.g., Refs. [53–59].

There are several avenues for measuring f -mode char-
acteristics in compact stars. For example, it is expected
that third-generation detectors such as Einstein Tele-
scope [60] or Cosmic Explorer [61] will have the necessary
sensitiviy for such observations [62, 63]. At the current
time, an estimate for the f -mode frequency may be ob-
tained via the f -Love relations [64], as the tidal deforma-
bility Λ is accessible during the late inspiral of a binary
system [65, 66]. Furthermore, the f -mode frequency and
damping time can be linked to the moment of inertia I;
this quantity may be measurable, e.g., by analyzing spin-
orbit coupling effects in double pulsar systems [54, 67].

In this paper we present previously proposed relations
for NSs involving the f -mode characteristics, which have
been reconsidered in different contexts due to being fun-
damental to the field [45–47, 68], and we investigate the
accuracy of these relations for isolated stars composed of
DM. We consider static, spherically symmetric objects,
modeled with a DM EoS based on fermionic and bosonic
DM particles. We show that these dark stars do not
follow the same universal relations that hold true for a
large variety of NS EoSs, and consequently we propose
new universal relations for dark stars. Based on these
universal relations, we propose a scheme to determine
the mass, radius and moment of inertia of a dark com-
pact star once its f -mode frequency is found from GW
observations.

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II we de-
scribe the main properties of the two classes of EoSs con-
sidered, and we analyze the bulk properties of the stellar
models, such as masses and radii, through their mass-
radius profiles. In Sec. III A we investigate the accuracy
of previously proposed relations between stellar pulsation
frequencies and stellar parameters, and we propose new
universal relations for dark stars. In Sec. III B we do the
same as in the previous section, but for relations involv-
ing stellar pulsation damping times and stellar parame-
ters. In Sec. III C we consider the two universal relations
proposed by Chan et al. [64] and Kuan et al. [69], which
relate the f -mode frequency to the tidal deformability
Λ, testing their applicability to DM stars and, conse-
quently, proposing alternative relations for these models.
In Sec. IV we suggest a feasible scheme to apply our find-
ings reported in Sec. III to estimate the mass, radius and
moment of inertia of a dark compact star if its f -mode
GW signal is detected. We finally summarize our paper
in Sec. V and provide some conclusions. Throughout the
whole work we use units in which c = G = 1, unless
otherwise specified.
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FIG. 1. Mass-radius profiles for the neutron star EoSs used
in this work. The curves start at M = 0.5M⊙, and extend to
the last stable or causal model. For some EoSs, the maximal
mass model is not determined by stability, i.e. ∂M

∂ϵc
= 0, but

by causality as the speed of sounds becomes superluminal
already at lower ϵc (in our case APR4, ENG, and WFF1).

II. DARK MATTER EQUATION OF STATE

In this section, we describe the most important fea-
tures of the dark matter EoS used in this paper to model
fermion and boson stars. In particular, we adopt the
same EoSs considered by Maselli et al. [32].
Moreover, in our analysis we will also consider the

piecewise polytropic approximations [70] to 6 neutron
star EoSs (APR4 [71], SLy [72], H4 [73], WFF1 [74],
ALF2 [75], ENG [76]), which will allow one to make a
direct comparison between the macroscopic features of
baryonic and dark objects. The mass-radius profiles ob-
tained by using the aforementioned EoSs are shown in
Fig. 1. The curves start from light stars with a mass of
M = 0.5M⊙, and extend to the last stable model. How-
ever, with some EoSs, the curves do not reach the neutron
star model for which ∂M

∂ϵc
= 0, because the EoS becomes

acausal already at lower energy densities. We show the
pressure vs. energy density relations of these EOSs in
Figs. 2 and 4 along with the dark matter relations; see
the following two subsections.

A. Fermion star

We consider a fermionic particle interacting via a re-
pulsive Yukawa potential, e.g., due to a massive dark
photon [29]

V (r) = αX
e−ℏmϕr

r
, (1)

where αX is the dark fine structure constant, ℏ the re-
duced Planck constant and mϕ is the mass of the medi-
ator.
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FIG. 2. Relation between pressure p and energy density ϵ
for the fermionic dark matter EOSs employed in this study,
which are shown in different shades of yellow and red. For
comparison, we also show the relations of six nuclear matter
EOSs in shades of blue with dashed lines.

Models incorporating a Yukawa potential are partic-
ularly valuable in the study of self-interacting DM, as
they effectively suppress the scattering cross section at
high relative velocities, as shown in Ref. [77]. This char-
acteristic preserves the viability of collisionless cold DM
on supergalactic scales while simultaneously addressing
the flattening of subgalactic structures.
Pressure in fermion stars has two contributions: one

from Fermi repulsion and one due to the Yukawa inter-
actions. By calculating the energy density and pressure
due to Yukawa interactions in the mean field approxima-
tion, the EoS is given by two implicitly related equations:

ϵ(x) =
m4

Xc
3

ℏ3

[
ξ(x) +

2

9π3

αX

ℏc
m2

X

m2
ϕ

x6

]
, (2)

P (x) =
m4

Xc
5

ℏ3

[
χ(x) +

2

9π3

αX

ℏc
m2

X

m2
ϕ

x6

]
, (3)

where x ≡ pF/(mXc) is a dimensionless quantity that
measures the Fermi momentum compared to the DM
mass. The functions ξ and χ are the contributions from
Fermi repulsion, given by

ξ(x) =
1

8π2

[
x
√
1 + x2(2x2 + 1)− ln

(
x+

√
1 + x2

)]
,

χ(x) =
1

8π2

[
x
√

1 + x2(2x2/3− 1) + ln
(
x+

√
1 + x2

)]
.

Both pressure and density are smooth monotonic func-
tions of the parameter x. We show the resulting pressure
vs. energy density relations in Fig. 2.
Hereafter, we will vary the three parameters that fully

specify fermion stars in the ranges αX/(ℏc) ≡ α =
(10−3, 10−2), mϕ = (8, 10, 12) MeV and mX = (1, 2)
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FIG. 3. Mass-radius profiles for fermionic dark matter stars
with α = (10−3, 10−2), dark particle mass mX = (1,2) GeV,
and mediator mass mϕ = (8, 10,12) MeV. The curves start at
M = 0.5M⊙, and extend to the last stable model; they are
shown in different shades of yellow and red. For comparison,
we also show the mass-radius curves of six nuclear matter EoS
in shades of blue.

GeV. The mass-radius relations for all our models are
presented in Fig. 3. We use a specific identifier for
fermionic EoS that contains the three parameters mX,
mϕ, and α. Exemplarily, the EoS specified by the param-
eter setmX = 1GeV,mϕ = 10MeV and α = 10−2 will be
labeled as “x1 ϕ10 α0.01”. Each point of the plot is ob-
tained, for a given EoS, by varying the star’s central pres-
sure and solving the well-known Tolman-Oppenheimer-
Volkoff equations with that value of the central pressure
and the corresponding central energy density. It can be
seen that, for a fixed value of the radius, increasing val-
ues of mX significantly reduce the mass, resulting in less
compact objects. Similarly, variations in the mediator
mass mϕ yield substantial changes in the same direction
as mX. In the same plot, we include also the mass-radius
profiles of the baryonic EoS considered in this study. We
note that there are overlapping regions between fermion
stars and baryonic matter profiles, suggesting the poten-
tial for similar configurations. However, baryonic EoSs
typically exhibit steeper slopes, resulting in greater varia-
tions of the compacteness C = M/R of the corresponding
neutron star models.

B. Boson star

Boson stars are inherently smaller than their fermionic
counterparts because they lack Fermi pressure to coun-
terbalance their self-gravity. In the absence of self-
interactions, boson stars rely on quantum mechanical
pressure arising from the uncertainty principle for sta-
bilization. However, unless the bosons are exceptionally
lightweight, this pressure is naturally minimal and can
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FIG. 4. Same as Fig. 2 but for the bosonic dark matter EoSs.

only support small concentrations of matter. Introduc-
ing self-interactions would allow a boson star to achieve
a size comparable to that of a fermion star.

In this work, we consider boson star models whose EoS
was first derived in Ref. [78], and it is given by

P =
c5

9ℏ3
m4

X

β



√
1 +

3ℏ3
c3

βϵ

m4
X

− 1




2

, (4)

where mX is the boson mass and β is a dimensionless
coupling constant. We show the pressure vs. energy den-
sity graphs of the employed bosonic EoSs in Fig. 4 and
the mass-radius profiles for bosonic dark matter stars in
Fig. 5. For bosonic EoS, we use the following identifier
containingmX and β: the EoS specified by the parameter
set mX = 400 MeV, β = 0.5π will be labeled as ”x400
β0.5π”. Two values of the boson mass are considered,
mX = (300, 400) MeV, as well as three different values
of the coupling parameter β = (0.5, 1.0, 1.5)π. It is ob-
served that stronger couplings result in larger radii for
a given mass, thereby yielding less compact objects. A
similar trend, albeit more pronounced, is evident when
considering lighter dark particles. Even in the case of
boson stars, the curves exhibit a smoother slope com-
pared to those derived for standard nuclear matter. Fi-
nally, we note that stellar models constructed with the
bosonic dark matter EoSs considered in this work exhibit
self-similar symmetries. Namely, the shape of the mass-
radius relation is independent of EoS parameters such as
the mass of the dark particle mX or the coupling param-
eter β. A proof of this feature can be found in Ref. [32]
and is also outlined in App. B of the present work.
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FIG. 5. Mass-radius profiles for bosonic dark matter
stars with different values of the coupling constant β =
(0.5, 1.0, 1.5)π and boson mass mX = (300, 400) MeV. The
curves start at M = 0.5M⊙, and extend to the last stable
model. For comparison, we also show the mass-radius curves
of six nuclear matter EOS in shades of blue.

III. UNIVERSAL RELATIONS

A. Frequency relations of the f-mode

Compact star pulsations can lead to GW emission.
Since GWs carry away energy, they act as a damping
mechanism. In a perturbative approach the pulsations
are treated as damped linear oscillations, which are an-
alyzed in terms of quasi-normal modes (QNMs). This
ansatz assumes an eiωt time dependency, where ω is the
complex-valued eigenfrequency of the QNM. The com-
plex nature of the eigenfrequency accounts for the damp-
ing. It reads

ω = 2πf +
i

τ
, (5)

where f is the pulsation frequency and τ the damping
time of the oscillation.

We focus on the fundamental f -mode whose frequen-
cies we determine using the code presented in Ref. [79].

In the considered case of isolated, static stars, many
relations have been proposed relating the fundamental
frequency f to stellar parameters such as the mass M ,
radiusR, moment of inertia I and tidal deformability Λ =
2
3k2(

c2R
GM )5. They exhibit a different level of accuracy.

A very well known relation was proposed by Andersson
and Kokkotas [45] between f and the mean density of the
star, and reads

f

kHz
≈ 0.22 + 32.16

√
M

R3
. (6)

This relation is shown as a light-blue dashed-dotted line
in Fig. 6. Years later, Lioutas, Bauswein and Stergioulas
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FIG. 6. The numerically obtained f -mode frequencies plot-
ted as a function of the mean stellar density. Orange sym-
bols represent fermionic dark matter stars with α = 10−3,
dark particle mass mX = (1, 2) GeV, and mediator mass
mϕ = (8, 10, 12) MeV. Green symbols stand for bosonic dark
matter stars with coupling constant β = (0.5, 1.0, 1.5)π and
boson mass mX = (300, 400) MeV. Light-blue symbols show
the behaviour of the NS stellar models chosen for compari-
son. The light-blue dashed-dotted curve corresponds to the
universal relation for the f -mode frequency of Andersson and
Kokkotas [45] described in Eq. (6), while the relation by Li-
outas et al. [51] reported in Eq. (7) is shown with a light-blue
solid curve. Our best linear fits to fermionic (Eq. (9)) and
bosonic (Eq. (8)) dark matter models are represented by an
orange and a green line, respectively.

proposed a relation also employing the star’s average den-
sity in Ref. [51], but based on a second-order fit to their
data for NSs, namely

f

kHz
≈ −0.133 + 47.23

√
M

R3
− 173.2

M

R3
. (7)

Equation (7) is represented with a light-blue solid line
in Fig. 6. In the same figure, we include some NS data
points (light-blue) with the purpose of getting a visual
impression of how the NS data scatter around the corre-
sponding universal relations. Green points represent in-
stead bosonic dark matter stars obtained by varying the
stellar central energy density, as well as the EoS param-
eters. Specifically, the dark boson mass is varied in the
range mX = (300, 400) MeV, while the coupling constant
assumes the values β = (0.5, 1.0, 1.5)π. Finally, orange
data points correspond to fermionic dark matter stars
whose EoSs is determined by a dark particle mass mX =
(1.0, 2.0) GeV, a mediator mass mϕ = (8, 10, 12)MeV
and a fixed value of the dark fine structure constant, set
to αX/(ℏc) ≡ α = 10−3. From these results we can in-
fer that the dark matter EoSs considered in this work
do not follow the relation proposed by Andersson and
Kokkotas for NSs, but they seem instead to distribute
along straight lines, with two well-defined slopes, one
for bosonic models and one for fermionic ones. Con-
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sequently, we perform a linear fit on our bosonic dark
matter’s data points, obtaining

f

kHz
≈ −0.01461 + 42.11

√
M

R3
. (8)

As regards fermionic dark matter models, the result of a
linear fit is

f

kHz
≈ 0.06661 + 38.97

√
M

R3
. (9)

Both the equations fit the given data points with a rel-
ative error smaller than 2%. As shown in Table I, com-
paring the values of the f -mode frequency with the es-
timates given by the universal relations (6) and (7) for

a variable mean stellar density in the range
√

M/R3 ∈
[0.055, 0.075], the DM values deviate from the fit by An-
dersson and Kokkotas [45] by more than 10%, and by
more than 14% in the case of the fit by Lioutas et al. [51].
Another relation exploring the connection between the

f -mode frequency and the star’s moment of inertia was
discussed by Lau et al. [46]. In particular, arguing that
the moment of inertia I is sensitive to the matter dis-
tribution within the star, they defined an effective com-
pactness η ≡

√
M3/I. In this way, they accounted for

the different density profiles of neutron stars and quark
stars, which prevented the previously suggested relations
from being applicable to quark stars. The relation pro-
posed by Lau et al. is a quadratic expression in η of the
form:

Mωr ≈ −0.0047 + 0.133η + 0.575η2, (10)

where ωr ≡ 2πf . We note that Eq. (10) is slightly dif-
ferent from the corresponding Eq. (6) of Ref. [46], as the
latter contained a typo in the coefficient of the quadratic
term.

This relation is shown as a light-blue solid curve in
Fig. 7. Comparing the curve with data points for NSs
(light-blue), bosonic DM models (green) and fermionic
DM models (orange) it is clear that this relation fits
nicely every type of EoS considered.

B. Damping time relations of the f-mode

Andersson and Kokkotas [45] proposed also a universal
relation for the damping time τ of the f -mode. They
estimated the characteristic damping time based on the
quadrupole formula, namely

τ ∼ oscillation energy

power emitted in GW
∼ R4

M3
,

thus finding a relation which reads

R4

M3τ
≈ 0.08627− 0.2676

M

R
. (11)
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FIG. 7. The mass-scaled real part of the f -mode frequency
ωr = 2πf is plotted against the effective compactness η =√

M3/I. The blue curve represents the universal relation pro-
posed by Lau et al. [46] and correponds to Eq. (10). Green,
orange and blue points correspond to stellar models as de-
scribed in Fig. 6.

Equation (11) is represented as a light-blue dashed-
dotted line in Fig. 8.
In Ref. [48], Lioutas and Stergioulas extended the rela-

tion found by Andersson and Kokkotas to higher order.
They found that their numerical data for τ are described
very accurately by the following universal relation

R4

M3τ
≈ 0.112− 0.53

M

R
+ 0.628

(
M

R

)2

. (12)

As can be seen in Fig. 8, although this quadratic re-
lation in M/R (light-blue solid line) fits well the neu-
tron stars’ points, it fails to represent the behaviour of
bosonic (green) and fermionic (orange) dark matter mod-
els, which clearly display, again, a linear distribution. A
linear fit to the bosonic DM models gives

R4

M3τ
≈ 0.1105− 0.3764

M

R
, (13)

while in the fermionic case we find

R4

M3τ
≈ 0.1126− 0.3930

M

R
. (14)

As usual, the two new relations are represented in Fig. 8
via green and orange lines for the bosonic and fermionic
dark matter case, respectively. The relative error is less
than 0.5% in the former case, and less than 4% in the
latter.
Another relation for the f -mode damping time was

proposed by Lau et al. [46]. Their quadratic expression
in η reads

I2

M5
ωi ≈ 0.00694− 0.0256η2 (15)
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TABLE I. Relative errors in the estimate of the f -mode frequency obtained by using universal relations. We specify the
dark matter EoS in the first column, the mean stellar density

√
M/R3 in the second, and the numerical value of the f -mode

frequency in the third. Moreover, column four and five correspond to the estimate of f obtained by using the universal relation
by Anderson and Kokkotas of Eq. (6) and its relative error with respect to the true value, respectively. The behaviour of the
dark matter EoS is not well represented by this universal relation, as the relative error is always greater than 10%. In the last
two columns, we show the estimate and relative error for the case of the universal relation by Lioutas et al. [51] of Eq. (7). The
relative error in the estimate of f is grater than 14%.

EoS
√

M
R3 f fAK

|f−fAK|
f

fLBS
|f−fLBS|

f

x2 ϕ 8 α0.001 0.064 2.541 2.280 0.103 2.181 0.141

x2 ϕ 8 α0.001 0.071 2.788 2.489 0.107 2.337 0.162

x2 ϕ10 α0.001 0.069 2.749 2.424 0.118 2.290 0.167

x2 ϕ12 α0.001 0.066 2.666 2.329 0.126 2.219 0.167

x400 β0.5π 0.057 2.357 2.063 0.125 2.005 0.150

x400 β0.5π 0.068 2.821 2.406 0.147 2.277 0.193

x400 β1.0π 0.058 2.427 2.075 0.145 2.015 0.169
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FIG. 8. The normalized damping time of the f -mode as
a function of the stellar compactness. The universal rela-
tion of Eq. (11) proposed by Andersson and Kokkotas [45]
is shown as a light-blue dashed-dotted line. The blue curve
corresponds to Eq. (12), namely to the universal relation of Li-
outas and Stergioulas [48]. The best linear fits to our bosonic
(cf. Eq. (13)) and fermionic (cf. Eq. (14)) dark matter stel-
lar models are represented with a green and an orange line,
respectively. Green, orange and blue points represent stellar
models as described in Fig. 6.

where η ≡
√

M3/I and ωi ≡ 1/τ . This relation can be
found in Fig. 9 as a light-blue curve, together with NS
data points (blue), bosonic (green) and fermionic (or-
ange) stellar models. While the data points referring to
NSs fall on the aforementioned relation with high accu-
racy, the dark models seem to follow different patterns.
More precisely, their distributions suggest that bosonic
and fermionic EoSs might be characterised by their own
linear universal relations. By performing a linear fit to

the data, we find that an expression in η of the form

I2

M5
ωi ≈ 0.006858− 0.03105η2 (16)

yields the best linear fit to the bosonic distribution, while
the formula

I2

M5
ωi ≈ 0.006604− 0.02521η2 (17)

gives the best linear fit to the fermionic data points.
Eq. (16) and (17) are shown in Fig. 9 with a green and
an orange line, respectively. We observe that a fit of the
linear type works nicely, and with high accuracy. In par-
ticular, the relative error is less than 0.5% in the bosonic
dark matter case, and less than 2% in the fermionic one.

C. Tidal Love Numbers

The dark stars considered in this study may exist also
in binary systems, other than as isolated entities. These
stars might generate GW signals that differ from those
produced by black hole binaries. The EoS leaves a dis-
tinctive mark on the signals emitted during binary merg-
ers, primarily influenced by adiabatic tidal interactions.
These interactions are defined using a series of coeffi-
cients known as Love numbers, calculated under the as-
sumption that tidal effects arise from an external, time-
independent gravitational field. The primary contribu-
tion k2, which corresponds to a quadrupolar deformation,
is defined by the following relation [34, 35]

Qij =
2

3
k2R

5ξij = Λξij , (18)

where ξij is the external tidal tensor and Qij is the
(tidally deformed) star’s quadrupole tensor. The Love
number k2 or, equivalently, the tidal deformability Λ,
depends solely on the star’s EoS.
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FIG. 9. ωiI
2/M5 is plotted against η2 (i.e. M3/I). The

universal relation for the imaginary part of f -mode proposed
by Lau et al. [46] is shown as a blue line (see Eq.(15)). The
green line represents the best linear fit to our bosonic dark
matter models, namely Eq. (16). The orange line is the best
linear fit to the fermionic dark matter stars and corresponds
to Eq. (17). Green, orange and blue points represent stellar
models as described in Fig. 6.
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FIG. 10. Tidal deformability Λ vs. central energy density
ϵc for the bosonic dark matter EoSs considered in this study.
The EoSs are labelled according to the value of their coupling
constant β = (0.5, 1.0, 1.5)π and boson mass mX = (300, 400)
MeV. For each curve, the lowest value of Λ corresponds to
the tidal deformability of the last stable model, while the
highest value identifies a stellar model with mass equal to
M = 0.5M⊙.

Figure 10 shows the behaviour of the tidal deformabil-
ity Λ as a function of the central energy density ϵc for
the bosonic dark matter EoS considered in this study.
For each curve, the lowest value of Λ corresponds to the
tidal deformability of the last stable model, while the
highest value identifies a stellar model with mass equal
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FIG. 11. Tidal deformability Λ vs. central energy density ϵc
for the fermionic dark matter EoSs considered in this study.
The EoSs are labelled according to the value of their fermion
mass mX = (1, 2) GeV and the mass of the mediator mϕ =
(8, 10, 12) MeV. The fine structure constant is fixed at α =
10−3. For each curve, the lowest value of Λ corresponds to
the tidal deformability of the last stable model, while the
highest value identifies a stellar model with mass equal to
M = 0.5M⊙.

to M = 0.5M⊙. It can be seen that Λ decreases a lot as
the central energy density of the star is increased. For a
given value of ϵc, the tidal deformability Λ decreases as
the dark matter coupling constant β is increased, while
bigger values of the dark particle mass mX give the op-
posite effect.

Universal relations exploring the connection between
the f -mode frequency f and the tidal deformability Λ
have been proposed by Chan et al. [64] and also by
Kuan et al. [69]. In order to investigate the validity of
those universal relations for the case of bosonic dark mat-
ter, we select values of Λ in the range from 400 to 15000.
Indeed, within this range, each bosonic dark matter EoS
can provide stable stellar models heavier than 0.5 M⊙.

Similarly, Fig. 11 shows the behaviour of the tidal de-
formability Λ as a function of the central energy den-
sity ϵc for some fermionic dark matter EoSs. For each
curve, the lowest value of Λ corresponds to the tidal
deformability of the last stable model, while the high-
est value identifies a stellar model with mass equal to
M = 0.5M⊙. We observe that the value of Λ increases
when the mediator mass mϕ is increased. A similar be-
haviour for Λ is obtained by increasing the mass of the
dark fermion mX. Given the results shown in Fig. 11, we
choose to investigate the validity of Chan and Kuan’s
relations (see Refs. [64, 69]) in a range of values of
Λ ∈ [100, 12000], which provides stable stellar models
heavier than M = 0.5M⊙.

The universal relation proposed by Chan et al. [64] es-
tablishes a connection between the mass-scaled f -mode
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Eq. (19). Green, orange and blue points represent stellar mod-
els as described in Fig. 6.
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FIG. 13. The radius-scaled f -mode frequency is plotted
against the tidal deformability Λ. The curve represents the
universal relation established in Kuan et al. [69] and reported
in Eq. (20). The universal relation for fermionic dark matter
found in this paper is shown as an orange curve, which corre-
sponds to Eq. (21). Bosonic dark matter is best represented
by Eq. (22), which is displayed as a green curve. Green, or-
ange and blue points represent stellar models as described in
Fig. 6.

frequency of NSs and their tidal deformability Λ, and

reads1

log

(
f

kHz

M

M⊙

)
= 0.814−0.050(log(Λ))−0.035(log(Λ))2.

(19)
The relation above is shown in Fig. 12 with a purple
curve. We observe that the given relation applies not
only to NS models, but also fits the behavior of dark
bosonic and fermionic stars nicely.
Additionally, another relation between the radius-

scaled f -mode frequency and Λ was found by Kuan
et al. [69], and this is given by

log

(
f

kHz

R

km

)
= 1.409+0.013(log(Λ))−0.013(log(Λ))2.

(20)
Kuan’s relation is shown in Fig. 13 as a light-blue

curve. It can be seen that fermionic and bosonic dark
matter models do not follow Eq. (20). For this reason,
we propose other quadratic fits for the radius-scaled f -
mode frequency. The best fit to fermionic dark matter
data reads

log

(
f

kHz

R

km

)
= 1.503−0.0311(log(Λ))−0.00672(log(Λ))2.

(21)
The relative error of Eq. (21) with respect to the stellar
models considered is smaller than 1%.
Bosonic dark matter data are best fitted by the follow-

ing relation instead

log

(
f

kHz

R

km

)
= 1.572−0.0652(log(Λ))−0.00275(log(Λ))2,

(22)
which reproduces the behaviour of the given data with a
relative error smaller than 1%.

IV. INVERSION SCHEME

Assuming that both the oscillation frequency f and
the damping time τ of the f -mode of a dark star have
been obtained from GW observations, we can combine
the universal relations outlined in this paper to estimate
some macroscopic properties of the star. For example,
by solving Eq. (10) together with Eq. (16), we might
estimate the mass M and the moment of inertia I of
a bosonic dark matter star. Analogously, by combining
Eq. (10) and Eq. (17), an estimate of the mass M and
the moment of inertia I of a fermionic dark matter star
can be obtained. Let us write Eq. (10) in the general
form

Mωr = a1 + a2η + a3η
2, (23)

1 Here and in the following, we denote with “log” the decadic
logarithm.
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FIG. 14. An illustration of how accurately the moment of
inertia and the mass of a bosonic dark matter star can be
inferred from detected f -mode data and universal relations
of Eqs. (10) (purple curve) and (16) (green curve). The true
values of the BDM model considered are represented with a
black point. The universal relation for the damping time of
FDM stars of Eq. (17) is also included (orange curve) for com-
parison, as well as Eq. (15) (light-blue curve) for the damping
time of NS models.

where a1 = −0.0047, a2 = 0.133 and a3 = 0.575. We
then isolate M on the left-hand side of the equation, so
that we get

M =
a1
ωr

+
a2
ωr

η +
a3
ωr

η2. (24)

Moreover, since Eq. (16) and (17) have the same struc-
ture and differ only in the values of the coefficients, let
us consider the general form

I2

M5
ωi = b1 + b2η

2 (25)

where b1 and b2 are coefficients that depend on the spe-
cific type of matter considered, and whose values are sum-
marized in Table II.

We isolate the mass on the left-hand side, rewriting
Eq. (25) as

M =
b1
ωi

η4 +
b2
ωi

η6. (26)

By substituting the value of M from Eq. (24) on the
left-hand side of Eq. (26), we get an estimate of the

effective compactness η =
√
M3/I, which can then be

plugged back into Eq. (24) to evaluate the mass M and
the moment of inertia I of the source of the measured
f -mode frequency.

A graphical solution to the system of Eqs. (24) and (26)
is shown in Fig. 14 for the case of a bosonic dark matter
model, where the two equations are represented with a

purple and a green curve, respectively. One should note
that these curves represent an ideal case, while the lines
would be thicker if uncertainties were taken into account.
The intersection point of the two curves corresponds to
the estimates of the mass M and moment of inertia I of a
bosonic source that can be achieved by using the univer-
sal relations (24) and (26), with values for the coefficients
a1, a2, a3, b1, b2 given by those of Eq. (10) and (16). In
order to compare the estimates with the true values of
the bosonic dark matter model of which we assume to
have measured the f -mode frequency and damping time,
we plot the model’s mass versus effective compactness
η =

√
M3/I as a black point. It can be seen that the in-

version scheme based on the universal relations provides
a very good estimate of the stellar parameters.

In principle, assuming to have measured the f -mode
frequency and damping time of a source, we would like
to be able to infer the type of matter it is composed of,
namely to distinguish between neuron matter, bosonic
and fermionic dark matter. In order to explore the fea-
sibility of the idea, we add two more curves to Fig. 14,
corresponding to the universal relation for the f -mode
damping time of neutron matter of Ref. [46] (cf. Eq. (15))
in light-blue and to our newly determined Eq. (17) for the
damping time of fermionic dark matter in orange, respec-
tively. We can see from Fig. 14 that extremely accurate
measurements of the f -mode are necessary in order to
distinguish between the different types of matter.

So far, we have only considered the universal rela-
tions provided by Lau et al. in Ref. [46] and similar ones
obtained by finding the best linear fits to bosonic and
fermionic dark matter models. However, the universal
relations by Andersson and Kokkotas [45] can also be
used to estimate some macroscopic properties of a com-
pact star. Indeed, assuming to have measured the f -
mode frequency and damping time of oscillations of a
given neutron star, we might combine Eqs. (6) and (11)
to estimate the radius R and the compactness M/R of
the source and, consequently, also its mass M . If the
source is a bosonic DM model instead, we could apply
the same procedure, but considering Eqs. (8) and (13).
Finally, if the source is a fermionic DM model, the inver-
sion scheme should be applied to Eqs. (9) and (14). Since
the inversion scheme is the same for all types of matter
considered (i.e., neutron matter, bosonic dark matter, or
fermionic dark matter), differing only in the coefficients
of the universal relations that depend on the matter type,
we present below a possible inversion procedure using
general forms for the equations. The specific values as-
sumed by the coefficients in case of neutron, bosonic and
fermionic dark matter are then reported in Table III. The
system of equations to be solved is given by the general
form of the Andersson and Kokkotas universal relations
of Eqs. (6) and (11), namely




f = c1 + c2

√
M
R3 ,

R4

M3τ = d1 + d2
M
R .

(27)
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TABLE II. Coefficients to be used in the proposed inversion scheme based on the universal relations of Ref. [46] in case of
neutron matter, bosonic or fermioni dark matter.

EoS b1 b2

NS 0.00694 -0.0256

BDM 0.006858 -0.03105

FDM 0.006604 -0.02521

By taking R out of the square root on the right-hand
side of the first equation, and isolating R on the left hand
side of the second, we get




f = c1 + c2

1
R

√
M
R ,

R
(

R
M

)3
1
τ = d1 + d2

M
R .

(28)

Finally, by reshuffling the terms, we can express R in
terms of the stellar compactness M/R in the following
way




R = c2

f−c1

√
M
R ,

R = d1τ
(

M
R

)3
+ d2τ

(
M
R

)4
.

(29)

The aforementioned system of Eq. (29) can be solved
graphically. An example of that is shown in Fig. 15 for
the case of a bosonic DM model. The true values of
the radius R and compactness M/R of the chosen model
are displayed with a black point. By plotting the sys-
tem of Eq. (29) with the correct coefficients for BDM,
we find the green solid and dashed-dotted curves for the
first and the second equation, respectively. Similar to the
case of the inversion scheme based on Lau et al.-like uni-
versal relations, these curves show an ideal case, but the
lines would be thicker if uncertainties were considered. It
can be stated that the proposed inversion scheme works
very well for estimating the stellar macroscopic param-
eters involved. For comparison, we also include, in the
same plot, the curves that we would get by considering
the same measured values of the f -mode frequency and
damping time, but assuming that the source is made of
neutron or fermionic dark matter. In particular, the or-
ange solid and dashed-dotted curves refer to FDM, while
the light-blue solid and dashed-dotted ones to NS mat-
ter. From the results of this plot (Fig. 15) we observe that
an f -mode observation of decent accuracy should allow
to distinguish between nuclear and dark matter. In the
case of dark matter, these equations, however, do not al-
low to distinguish between fermionic and bosonic matter
in particular; other observations or relations would be
necessary to decide this.

Since all the universal relations considered hold only
approximately, the inferred values of M , R and I are ex-
pected to deviate from the exact values by δM , δR and
δI, respectively. To validate the inversion schemes out-
lined above and test their accuracy, we assume to have
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FIG. 15. An illustration of how accurately the radius and
the mass of a bosonic dark matter star can be inferred from
detected f -mode data and universal relations of Eq. (8) (green
curve) and (13) (green dashed-dotted curve). The true values
of the BDM model considered are represented with a black
point. For comparison, we also include the universal relations
for FDM given by Eq. (9) (orange curve) and (14) (orange
dashed-dotted curve), as well as those for NS matter given by
Eq. (6) (light-blue curve) and (11) (light-blue dashed-dotted
curve).

measured the f -mode frequency f and damping time τ of
several bosonic and fermionic dark matter stellar models
and we try to numerically estimate their mass M , radius
R and moment of inertia I by making use of the uni-
versal relations associated to the specific type of matter.
Table IV shows the EoS defining the stellar models, the
true values of their mass M , radius R, as well as f -mode
frequency f and damping time τ ; further, the relative
errors of the estimated mass, radius and moment of iner-
tia obtained from the universal relations are listed in the
last four columns. More precisely, columns six and seven
refer to results of the inversion scheme based on universal
relations of Andersson and Kokkotas [45], while the last
two columns refer to the scheme based on the universal
relations from Lau et al. [46]. In general, the inversion
scheme works very well for both bosonic and fermion dark
matter EoSs. The relative error in the estimates of mass
and radius are of the order of few percent or better, while
the estimate of the moment of inertia is less accurate,
with a relative error of the order of 10%.
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TABLE III. Coefficients to be used in the proposed inversion scheme based on the universal relations of Ref. [45] in case of
neutron matter, bosonic or fermionic dark matter.

EoS c1 c2 d1 d2

NS 0.22 32.16 0.08627 -0.2676

BDM -0.01461 42.11 0.1105 -0.3764

FDM 0.06661 38.97 0.1126 -0.3930

TABLE IV. The first three columns show mass M , radius R, and moment of inertia I of the selected models;, columns five
and six show their f -mode frequencies f and damping times τ , respectively. The last four columns show relative errors of
estimated quantities obtained from the f -mode data by making use of universal relations. Columns seven and eight (labeled
AK98) and nine and ten (labeled LLL10) are based on the universal relations by Andersson and Kokkotas [45] and Lau et
al. [46], respectively.

EoS M R I f τ δM/M δR/R δI/I δM/M

[M⊙] [km] [1045 g cm2] [kHz] [ms] AK98 LLL10

x300β0.5π 1.176 16.23 1.736 1.220 630 0.026 0.019 0.108 0.059

x300β1.0π 1.634 23.15 4.906 0.843 958 0.018 0.013 0.103 0.040

x300β1.5π 1.987 28.46 9.007 0.682 1209 0.012 0.009 0.102 0.039

x400β0.5π 0.500 10.07 0.278 1.609 1027 0.052 0.037 0.047 0.021

x400β1.0π 0.951 12.79 0.873 1.570 466 0.029 0.021 0.111 0.043

x400β1.5π 1.303 14.23 1.497 1.582 322 0.014 0.009 0.164 0.065

x1ϕ 8α0.001 2.270 27.62 9.803 0.768 789 0.067 0.041 0.109 0.046

x1ϕ10α0.001 1.878 23.09 5.579 0.924 661 0.032 0.007 0.090 0.037

x2ϕ 8α0.001 1.350 10.19 0.899 2.542 129 0.010 0.001 0.112 0.039

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have investigated compact stars mod-
eled with fermionic and bosonic DM EoSs, as viable
candidates to be tested with future GW observations.
By solving the stellar structure for static, spherically-
symmetric bodies, we have derived some basic bulk prop-
erties of such dark stars, namely their mass and radius.
We have compared these results with some well known
nuclear EoSs, showing that dark objects may cover large
portions of the parameter space close to standard NSs.

We have also tested the validity of some universal re-
lations connecting the f -mode oscillation frequency and
damping time to the mass, radius, moment of inertia and
tidal deformability of compact objects. These relations
hold true for a large variety of NS EoSs, but in most cases
dark stellar models deviate to some extent from them.
Consequently, we propose alternative forms of those re-
lations, which best fit the dark sector. More precisely, we
establish a pair of empirical equations, namely Eqs. (8)
and (13), which can predict the frequency and the damp-
ing time of f -modes from M and R with good accuracy
for BDM. An analogous approach is followed for deter-
mining those quantities with FDM, leading to Eqs. (9)
and (14). Additionally, we study the universality em-
bedded in the moment of inertia of dark objects, finding
Eq. (16) for bosonic dark matter, and the correspond-
ing Eq. (17) for fermionic dark matter. The universality

encoded by the aforementioned relations leads to an ac-
curate inversion scheme.
Finally, we take into account the tidal deformability

characterizing the dark objects if they existed in binary
systems, and we explore the validity of some universal re-
lations previously established for NSs. We find that the
universal relation for the mass-scaled f -mode frequency
holds for all types of stars, while the radius-scaled f -
mode frequency acquires different universal relations for
the different types of matter; we encode those in Eqs. (22)
and (21) for bosonic and fermionic dark matter, respec-
tively.
As an application, we present a simple inversion

scheme to demonstrate how the competing universal re-
lations for the different types of matter can be inverted,
given some potential observations; distinguishing be-
tween different types of matter is, in principle, possible,
however, sufficiently accurate observations are necessary.
A more thorough exploration of the parameter space of
dark stars could be conducted by employing Bayesian in-
ference which, however, is beyond the scope of the present
paper and we keep this extension for future work.
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Appendix A: Equilibrium stellar model near r = R

To calculate the pulsation of a stellar model, one must
first numerically determine the equilibrium stellar model.
The general static spherical metric, which describes the
geometry of an equilibrium stellar model, can be ex-
pressed as follows:

ds2 = −eν dt2 + eλ dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2), (A1)

where the metric potentials ν and λ are functions of r.
It might be useful to define the function M(r) as follows:

M(r) =
1

2
r(1− e−λ). (A2)

Given this metric, Einstein’s equations correspond to the
very well known Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equations,
namely

dM

dr
= 4πr2ϵ

dν

dr
= 2

M + 4πr3P

r(r − 2M)
(A3)

dP

dr
= −1

2
(ϵ+ P )

dν

dr
.

where ϵ and P are the energy density and the pressure
of the fluid in the star, respectively. The pressure and
the density are related by an equation of state ϵ = ϵ(P ).
These equations are numerically integrated as an initial
value problem starting from the center of the star, r = 0.
At the center, the mass function must be zero, M(0) = 0,
while the values of P and ν can be freely specified. The
integration continues up until the radius r at which the
pressure vanishes, P (r) = 0. We denote this radius by R
and it represents the surface of the star. The total mass
of the star is given by M(R), and the arbitrary constant
in the function ν is determined by normalizing the time
coordinate at spatial infinity:

eν(R) = 1− 2M(R)

R
. (A4)

Approaching the star’s surface, pressure values ap-
proach zero. Considering the fermionic dark matter EoS,
cf. Eqs. (2) and (3), we point out that, for small val-
ues of P and, consequently, of x, the two relations suffer

from numerical cancellation. Consequently, a power se-
ries expansion of both ϵ(x) and P (x) around x = 0 is
required. More precisely, the relevant quantities to be
Taylor expanded are the functions ξ(x) and χ(x), which
are contained in the definition of ϵ(x) and P (x). Start-
ing from ξ(x), the following Taylor expansion should be
considered for x ≲ 0.19:

ξ(x) ≈8

3
x3 +

4

5
x5 − 1

7
x7

+
1

18
x9 − 5

176
x11 +

7

416
x13

− 7

640
x15 +

33

4352
x17 − 429

77824
x19. (A5)

The threshold x ≃ 0.19 has been computed equating
the smallest contribution given by the Taylor expan-
sion to machine precision, assuming the latter to be
EPS ≈ 10−16, namely

EPS ≈ 429

77824
x19. (A6)

As regards χ(x), we find that the following power series
expansion holds for x ≲ 0.27:

χ(x) ≈ 8

15
x5 − 4

21
x7 +

1

9
x9

− 5

66
x11 +

35

624
x13 − 7

160
x15

+
77

2176
x17 − 143

4864
x19 +

715

28672
x21

− 12155

565248
x23 +

46189

2457600
x25. (A7)

Similarly to what is done for ξ(x), also in this case the
threshold for x has been computed relating the magni-
tude of the smallest contribution of the series to machine
precision.
Let us now consider the EoS for bosonic dark mat-

ter given by Eq. (4). By defining the quantity ϵ0 ≡
m4

Xc
3/(4πβℏ3) and setting x ≡ ϵ/ϵ0, the EoS can be

rewritten as

P =
1

9
ϵ0

(√
4 + 3x− 2

)2
. (A8)

Let us assign the content of the parenthesis to an aux-
iliary variable F ≡

√
4 + 3x − 2. At low energy densi-

ties, the calculation of F is numerically unstable. Conse-
quently, for small x, a Taylor expansion should be used.
While the numerical cancellation in the expression for
the pressure can be avoided by multiplying out F 2, the
variable F itself appears in other expressions, making a
Taylor expansion indeed useful. More precisely, we find
that, for x ≲ 10−4, it holds

F ≈3

4
x− 9

64
x2 +

27

512
x3

− 405

16384
x4 +

1701

131072
x5. (A9)
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The presented Taylor expansions allow not only a
more accurate determination of the stellar models in
the crustal part, but due to the higher accuracy that is
achieved, the Runge-Kutta integrator is allowed to make
larger steps which considerably speeds up the calculation.

Appendix B: Self-similarity of the bosonic DM EoS

In this appendix we present the features of the EoS
which lead to self-similarity of the bosonic dark matter
EoS, i.e. the shape of the mass-radius relation is inde-
pendent of EoS parameters such as the mass of the dark
particle mX and the coupling constant β.
The following derivation is closely based on, and some

parts are directly reproduced from, the mathematical
proof given in Ref. [32]. To begin, we define the fol-
lowing quantities corresponding to a dimensionless mass
and radius:

M∗ =
GM

c2l
and r∗ =

r

l
, (B1)

where l is a length scale. Moreover, we use this scaling l
to define a dimensionless density ϵ∗ and pressure P∗

ϵ∗ =
l2G

c2
ϵ and P∗ =

l2G

c4
P. (B2)

Using these variables, the TOV equations can be cast in
the following dimensionless form

dP∗

dr∗
= −M∗ϵ∗

r2∗

(
1 +

P∗

ϵ∗

)(
1 +

4πr3∗P∗

M∗

)(
1− 2M∗

r∗

)−1

,

dM∗

dr∗
= 4πr2∗ϵ∗. (B3)

Given an EoS, the mass-radius relation follows by vary-
ing the central energy density ϵ∗(0). Parameters of the

model such as the dark particle mass mX and the cou-
pling constant β can affect the TOV equations only if
they are contained in the EoS. However, it is possible to
choose the scaling parameter l such that the EoS written
in dimensionless variables is independent of the model
parameters. This happens when the scaling factor is de-
fined as

l =

√
3ℏ3β
Gc

1

m2
X

, (B4)

and the EoS is given by

P∗ =
1

3
(
√
1 + ϵ∗ − 1)2. (B5)

We have repeated the self-similarity of the bosonic DM
EoS here because it provides a simple argument that we
expect certain universal relations based on bosonic EoS
to be linear functions. These are the relations concerning
the f -mode frequency or damping time as a function of
compactness or effective compactness.
Appendix C: Results for various equations of state

This appendix provides the numerical data for mode
frequencies of all the EoSs considered in the present
study. These data were used to infer the empirical re-
lations discussed in the main body of the paper. We
provide the data in the form of one table for each type of
matter, namely neutron matter (c.f., Table V), bosonic
dark matter (c.f., Table VI) and fermionic dark matter
(c.f., Table VII). In each table we list the EoS, the cen-
tral energy density, the mass and the radius of the stellar
model, the frequency and damping time of the f -mode,
the moment of inertia and the tidal deformability of the
compact object.
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TABLE V. Data for EoSs of neutron matter. The columns are the identifier of the EoS, the energy density ϵc, the mass M ,
the radius R, the f -mode’s frequency f and damping time τ , the stars’s moment of inertia I and its tidal deformability Λ,
respectively.

EoS ϵc M R f τ I Λ

— [1015g/cm3] [M⊙] [km] [kHz] [ms] [1045g cm2] —

APR4

0.882 1.170 11.34 1.903 235.9 1.010 7.28e+02

1.112 1.561 11.27 2.078 155.4 1.523 1.20e+02

1.341 1.819 11.11 2.199 134.3 1.878 3.70e+01

1.571 1.980 10.90 2.289 131.0 2.089 1.63e+01

1.801 2.078 10.68 2.359 135.0 2.196 9.01e+00

SLy

0.833 1.170 11.81 1.809 262.0 1.074 9.13e+02

1.340 1.745 11.36 2.145 140.0 1.792 5.49e+01

1.847 1.960 10.82 2.345 128.8 1.989 1.47e+01

2.354 2.033 10.35 2.486 133.5 1.977 6.99e+00

2.861 2.048 9.97 2.595 141.4 1.899 4.35e+00

H4

5.209 1.170 14.05 1.435 430.1 1.428 2.45e+03

0.933 1.742 13.47 1.739 195.0 2.292 1.70e+02

1.345 1.936 12.76 1.950 154.2 2.415 5.22e+01

1.758 2.000 12.18 2.107 140.9 2.331 2.67e+01

2.171 2.013 11.69 2.234 135.5 2.196 1.71e+01

WFF1

1.061 1.170 10.38 2.118 190.3 0.887 4.48e+02

1.230 1.436 10.41 2.230 146.0 1.206 1.28e+02

1.398 1.642 10.37 2.316 129.0 1.468 5.01e+01

1.567 1.793 10.28 2.384 123.7 1.665 2.42e+01

1.736 1.903 10.17 2.439 124.6 1.803 1.37e+01

ALF2

0.603 1.170 12.62 1.596 341.0 1.254 1.56e+03

0.986 1.711 12.53 1.841 178.8 2.077 1.40e+02

1.369 1.906 12.12 2.008 148.4 2.273 4.83e+01

1.753 1.963 11.74 2.126 138.6 2.238 2.84e+01

2.136 1.976 11.40 2.227 133.6 2.139 2.00e+01

ENG

0.745 1.170 11.96 1.746 281.9 1.122 1.06e+03

1.028 1.663 11.88 1.964 163.7 1.827 1.16e+02

1.312 1.952 11.60 2.116 139.1 2.235 3.03e+01

1.596 2.108 11.28 2.226 137.4 2.417 1.26e+01

1.880 2.187 10.97 2.311 143.5 2.467 6.97e+00
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TABLE VI. Data for EoSs of bosonic dark matter. The columns are the same as in Tab. V.

EoS ϵc M R f τ I Λ

— [1015g/cm3] [M⊙] [km] [kHz] [ms] [1045g cm2] —

x300β0.5π

0.560 1.175 16.22 1.220 629.6 1.735 4.57e+03

1.008 1.336 14.60 1.540 330.7 1.618 9.92e+02

1.456 1.384 13.58 1.761 246.7 1.452 4.59e+02

1.904 1.394 12.86 1.930 208.7 1.306 2.84e+02

x300β1.0π

0.265 1.634 23.15 0.843 958.1 4.905 5.38e+03

0.494 1.885 20.73 1.080 476.4 4.600 1.04e+03

0.723 1.957 19.24 1.242 350.6 4.117 4.65e+02

0.952 1.971 18.19 1.364 295.2 3.696 2.84e+02

x300β1.5π

0.172 1.987 28.45 0.681 1209 9.006 5.75e+03

0.326 2.306 25.43 0.879 587.8 8.466 1.05e+03

0.480 2.396 23.58 1.013 430.2 7.572 4.67e+02

0.634 2.414 22.29 1.114 361.5 6.791 2.84e+02

x400β0.5π

0.888 0.500 10.07 1.608 1026 0.2784 4.34e+04

2.171 0.699 8.817 2.357 276.1 0.3063 2.58e+03

3.453 0.759 8.091 2.821 173.3 0.2824 8.29e+02

4.735 0.779 7.600 3.162 136.1 0.2558 4.35e+02

6.017 0.784 7.238 3.431 117.4 0.2326 2.84e+02

x400β1.0π

0.246 0.500 15.12 0.867 4650 0.6168 4.17e+05

0.937 0.951 12.78 1.570 466.0 0.8732 3.88e+03

1.627 1.066 11.57 1.951 258.1 0.8108 9.45e+02

2.318 1.101 10.79 2.219 195.2 0.7291 4.52e+02

3.008 1.109 10.23 2.426 166.0 0.6579 2.84e+02

x400β1.5π

0.123 0.500 18.93 0.617 10916 0.959 1.40e+06

0.593 1.147 15.79 1.255 609.1 1.605 4.49e+03

1.064 1.302 14.22 1.581 321.6 1.496 9.88e+02

1.535 1.348 13.23 1.808 240.3 1.342 4.58e+02

2.005 1.358 12.53 1.981 203.3 1.208 2.84e+02

[1] B. Moore, S. Ghigna, F. Governato, G. Lake, T. Quinn,
J. Stadel, and P. Tozzi, ApJ 524, L19 (1999).

[2] J. F. Navarro, C. S. Frenk, and S. D. M. White, ApJ 490,
493 (1997).

[3] A. Klypin, A. V. Kravtsov, O. Valenzuela, and F. Prada,
ApJ 522, 82 (1999).

[4] G. Kauffmann, S. D. M. White, and B. Guiderdoni, MN-
RAS 264, 201 (1993).

[5] M. Boylan-Kolchin, J. S. Bullock, and M. Kaplinghat,
MNRAS 415, L40 (2011).

[6] S.-H. Oh, C. Brook, F. Governato, E. Brinks, L. Mayer,
W. J. G. de Blok, A. Brooks, and F. Walter, AJ 142, 24
(2011).

[7] F. Governato, A. Zolotov, A. Pontzen, C. Christensen,
S. H. Oh, A. M. Brooks, T. Quinn, S. Shen, and J. Wad-
sley, MNRAS 422, 1231 (2012).

[8] A. Pontzen and F. Governato, MNRAS 421, 3464 (2012).
[9] M. Vogelsberger, J. Zavala, and A. Loeb, MNRAS 423,

3740 (2012).
[10] M. Rocha, A. H. G. Peter, J. S. Bullock, M. Kaplinghat,

S. Garrison-Kimmel, J. Oñorbe, and L. A. Moustakas,
MNRAS 430, 81 (2013).

[11] J. Zavala, M. Vogelsberger, and M. G. Walker, MNRAS
431, L20 (2013).

[12] A. H. G. Peter, M. Rocha, J. S. Bullock, and M. Kapling-
hat, MNRAS 430, 105 (2013).

[13] D. N. Spergel and P. J. Steinhardt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84,
3760 (2000).

[14] K. Zhang, L.-W. Luo, J.-S. Tsao, C.-S. Chen, and F.-L.
Lin, Results in Physics 53, 106967 (2023).

[15] S. Balberg, S. L. Shapiro, and S. Inagaki, ApJ 568, 475
(2002).

https://doi.org/10.1086/312287
https://doi.org/10.1086/304888
https://doi.org/10.1086/304888
https://doi.org/10.1086/307643
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/264.1.201
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/264.1.201
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-3933.2011.01074.x
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/142/1/24
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/142/1/24
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.20696.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.20571.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21182.x10.1002/asna.19141991009
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21182.x10.1002/asna.19141991009
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sts514
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/sls053
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/sls053
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sts535
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.3760
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.3760
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rinp.2023.106967
https://doi.org/10.1086/339038
https://doi.org/10.1086/339038


17

TABLE VII. Data for EoSs of fermionic dark matter. The columns are the same as in Tab. V.

EoS ϵc M R f τ I Λ

— [1015g/cm3] [M⊙] [km] [kHz] [ms] [1045g cm2] —

x1 ϕ8 α0.001

0.213 2.269 27.62 0.768 788.7 9.802 2.05e+03

0.409 2.686 24.14 1.012 380.5 9.392 2.80e+02

0.605 2.809 22.05 1.176 286.3 8.455 1.04e+02

0.801 2.833 20.63 1.300 248.6 7.590 5.67e+01

x1 ϕ10 α0.001

0.313 1.878 23.09 0.924 660.6 5.578 2.08e+03

0.597 2.202 20.14 1.215 322.2 5.266 3.01e+02

0.881 2.298 18.39 1.413 241.8 4.722 1.13e+02

1.165 2.318 17.19 1.562 209.0 4.233 6.22e+01

x1 ϕ12 α0.001

0.422 1.619 20.14 1.064 579.4 3.600 2.13e+03

0.800 1.882 17.53 1.398 285.4 3.351 3.25e+02

1.177 1.961 16.00 1.625 213.5 2.994 1.24e+02

1.555 1.977 14.95 1.799 183.8 2.680 6.85e+01

x2 ϕ8 α0.001

0.250 0.500 15.11 0.878 4508 0.606 3.99e+05

1.097 1.122 12.40 1.752 299.9 1.023 1.23e+03

1.944 1.296 11.05 2.218 164.8 0.987 2.14e+02

2.792 1.349 10.19 2.541 128.9 0.899 8.58e+01

3.639 1.360 9.58 2.788 113.9 0.814 4.83e+01

x2 ϕ10 α0.001

0.506 0.500 12.05 1.240 1928 0.388 1.14e+05

1.760 0.925 10.01 2.204 229.4 0.548 1.04e+03

3.014 1.050 8.965 2.749 132.7 0.523 2.09e+02

4.268 1.090 8.284 3.133 105.0 0.476 8.75e+01

5.522 1.098 7.798 3.429 92.99 0.431 5.01e+01

x2 ϕ12 α0.001

0.914 0.500 9.989 1.652 963.2 0.2691 3.93e+04

2.613 0.795 8.416 2.665 182.2 0.3319 8.82e+02

4.311 0.888 7.573 3.271 111.3 0.3134 2.03e+02

6.009 0.918 7.017 3.706 89.14 0.2854 8.91e+01

7.708 0.924 6.617 4.046 79.15 0.2594 5.21e+01

[16] D. Spolyar, K. Freese, and P. Gondolo, Phys. Rev. Lett.
100, 051101 (2008).

[17] K. Freese, P. Gondolo, J. A. Sellwood, and D. Spolyar,
ApJ 693, 1563 (2009).

[18] K. Freese, P. Bodenheimer, D. Spolyar, and P. Gondolo,
ApJ 685, L101 (2008).

[19] S. Nussinov, Physics Letters B 165, 55 (1985).
[20] S. M. Barr, R. Sekhar Chivukula, and E. Farhi, Physics

Letters B 241, 387 (1990).
[21] S. B. Gudnason, C. Kouvaris, and F. Sannino, Phys. Rev.

D 74, 095008 (2006).
[22] R. Foadi, M. T. Frandsen, and F. Sannino, Phys. Rev. D

80, 037702 (2009).
[23] D. D. Dietrich and F. Sannino, Phys. Rev. D 75, 085018

(2007).
[24] T. A. Ryttov and F. Sannino, Phys. Rev. D 78, 115010

(2008).
[25] F. Sannino and R. Zwicky, Phys. Rev. D 79, 015016

(2009).
[26] D. E. Kaplan, M. A. Luty, and K. M. Zurek, Phys. Rev.

D 79, 115016 (2009).

[27] M. T. Frandsen and F. Sannino, Phys. Rev. D 81, 097704
(2010).

[28] G. Narain, J. Schaffner-Bielich, and I. N. Mishustin,
Phys. Rev. D 74, 063003 (2006).

[29] C. Kouvaris and N. G. Nielsen, Phys. Rev. D 92, 063526
(2015).

[30] J. Eby, C. Kouvaris, N. G. Nielsen, and L. C. R. Wi-
jewardhana, Journal of High Energy Physics 2016, 28
(2016).

[31] M. I. Gresham and K. M. Zurek, Phys. Rev. D 99, 083008
(2019).

[32] A. Maselli, P. Pnigouras, N. G. Nielsen, C. Kouvaris, and
K. D. Kokkotas, Phys. Rev. D 96, 023005 (2017).

[33] E. E. Flanagan and T. Hinderer, Phys. Rev. D 77, 021502
(2008).

[34] T. Hinderer, ApJ 677, 1216 (2008).
[35] T. Hinderer, ApJ 697, 964 (2009).
[36] L. Baiotti, T. Damour, B. Giacomazzo, A. Nagar, and

L. Rezzolla, Phys. Rev. D 84, 024017 (2011).
[37] J. Vines, E. E. Flanagan, and T. Hinderer, Phys. Rev. D

83, 084051 (2011).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.051101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.051101
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/693/2/1563
https://doi.org/10.1086/592685
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)90689-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(90)91661-T
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(90)91661-T
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.095008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.095008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.037702
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.037702
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.085018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.75.085018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.115010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.115010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.015016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.015016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.115016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.115016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.097704
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.097704
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.74.063003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.063526
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.063526
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2016)028
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2016)028
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.083008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.083008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.023005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.021502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.021502
https://doi.org/10.1086/533487
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/697/1/964
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.024017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.084051
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.084051


18

[38] T. Hinderer, A. Taracchini, F. Foucart, A. Buonanno,
J. Steinhoff, M. Duez, L. E. Kidder, H. P. Pfeiffer, M. A.
Scheel, B. Szilagyi, K. Hotokezaka, K. Kyutoku, M. Shi-
bata, and C. W. Carpenter, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 181101
(2016).

[39] B. Kumar, S. K. Biswal, and S. K. Patra, Phys. Rev. C
95, 015801 (2017).

[40] A. B. Wahidin and A. Sulaksono, Journal of Physics:
Conference Series 1354, 012012 (2019).
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M. Raidal, and V. Vaskonen, Physics Letters B 781, 607
(2018).

[45] N. Andersson and K. D. Kokkotas, MNRAS 299, 1059
(1998).

[46] H. K. Lau, P. T. Leung, and L. M. Lin, ApJ 714, 1234
(2010).

[47] C. Chirenti, G. H. de Souza, and W. Kastaun,
Phys. Rev. D 91, 044034 (2015).

[48] G. Lioutas and N. Stergioulas, General Relativity and
Gravitation 50, 12 (2018).

[49] E. Gaertig and K. D. Kokkotas, Phys. Rev. D 78, 064063
(2008).

[50] D. D. Doneva and K. D. Kokkotas, Phys. Rev. D 92,
124004 (2015).

[51] G. Lioutas, A. Bauswein, and N. Stergioulas,
Phys. Rev. D 104, 043011 (2021).
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