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Exoplanets, with their large volumes and low temperatures, are ideal celestial detectors for probing dark mat-
ter (DM) interactions. DM particles can lose energy through scattering with the planetary interior and become
gravitationally captured if their interaction with the visible sector is sufficiently strong. In the absence of anni-
hilation, the captured DM thermalizes and accumulates at the planet’s center, eventually collapsing into black
holes (BHs). Using gaseous exoplanets as an example, we demonstrate that BH formation can occur within an
observable timescale for superheavy DM with masses greater than 10° GeV and nuclear scattering cross sec-
tions. The BHs may either accrete the planetary medium or evaporate via Hawking radiation, depending on the
mass of the DM that formed them. We explore the possibility of periodic BH formation within the unconstrained
DM parameter space and discuss potential detection methods, including observations of planetary-mass objects,
pulsed high-energy cosmic rays, and variations in exoplanet temperatures. Our findings suggest that future
extensive exoplanet observations could provide complementary opportunities to terrestrial and cosmological
searches for superheavy DM.

I. INTRODUCTION

Detecting Dark Matter (DM) via non-gravitational interactions remains a central focus of ongoing searches for new physics
beyond the Standard Model (SM). Terrestrial experiments and astrophysical observations have imposed stringent constraints on
the parameter space of the prevailing Weakly Interacting Massive Particle (WIMP) model. While extensive efforts have been
dedicated to theoretical models and experimental searches for light DM [[143]], DM candidates heavier than the weak scale present
another compelling direction within the DM parameter space for future searches [4]. The traditional upper bound on the mass
of thermal DM is O(100) GeV set by the perturbative unitarity in their production processes [5]. Recent studies have proposed
alternative cosmological mechanisms for the production of DM with masses beyond the unitarity bound [6H17]. Experimental
searches for these superheavy DM candidates, spanning from 100 TeV to the Planck scale My, remain challenging due to the
suppressed DM flux in direct detection experiments, necessitating an extremely large exposure that is beyond the reach of current
ground-based detectors. This has motivated the exploration of superheavy DM using astrophysical objects as targets through
scattering and capture processes, driven by the same DM-SM interactions probed in terrestrial experiments. To date, extensive
studies have explored the capture of DM particles by various astrophysical bodies, leading to a range of consequences, including
heating, cooling, Black Hole (BH) formation in the core, neutrino emission, alterations in the equation of state of compact objects
and their mass-radius relation, as well as gravitational wave emission. These astrophysical entities include neutron stars[[18-40],
white dwarfs[41-49], the Sun[5S0H64], the Earth[65H67], the Moon[68} 69|, and other planetary bodies[70H79].

Celestial bodies accelerate DM particles towards them via gravitational forces, potentially causing the DM particles to scatter
off the substances composing these bodies. If the scattered DM particles lose sufficient kinetic energy, they become gravitation-
ally bound to these compact objects. In annihilating DM models, the captured DM can annihilate into Standard Model particles,
injecting heat into these celestial objects and emitting weakly interacting particles such as neutrinos. Assuming the annihila-
tion or decay of captured DM is negligible (e.g. if the relic DM is asymmetric, or its stability is protected by symmetry), the
accumulation of DM due to capture can continue indefinitely. The captured DM particles thermalize through ongoing multiple
scattering events and, depending on the particle model of the DM, can drift to the core of these objects, forming a clump of DM.
In such cases, the accumulated DM particles can surpass the critical mass and form a BH at the center. Recently, the formation
of BHs in the cores of Earth and the Sun has been studied in [67] as well as other celestial objects in [63] in the context of
superheavy DM models. The evolution of the formed BH can have significant consequences. For instance, if the BH grows, it
can eventually destroy the compact object. Conversely, if the size of the formed BH is small enough, it can evaporate due to
Hawking radiation. This evaporation process can lead to observable consequences and, depending on the DM parameter space,
may result in neutrino emissions, high-energy photon and electron-positron emissions, or heating of the host body.

Exoplanets, similar to other compact astrophysical bodies, sweep up DM particles along their path as they move through the
galactic halo, potentially capturing DM particles. Exoplanets are celestial bodies primarily formed from the protoplanetary disk
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of gas and dust surrounding a young star. Giant exoplanets, which reach the gas accretion phase, are primarily composed of
hydrogen and helium, and nuclear fusion does not occur within their interior. Exoplanets can either exist as bound companions
to a host star within an exosolar system or as rogue planets (also known as free-floating planets) drifting through interstellar
space. Exoplanets are promising candidates for DM capture studies for several reasons. Firstly, exoplanets have a larger radius
compared to other compact object targets, allowing for a higher DM interaction rate through their geometric cross section. For
example, Jupiter has a mass of M; = 1.9 x 103° g and a radius of R; = 7 x 10* km, making it four orders of magnitude
larger in size than neutron stars. The larger surface area also supports the detection of distant exoplanets via their surface
emissions. Secondly, exoplanets are abundant and distributed throughout the entire galaxy. Thus far, over 5000 exoplanets have
already been discovered [80]], with many more anticipated in the near future, given the estimate that, on average, each star is
accompanied by 1.6 exoplanets in the Milky Way [81]. Exoplanets observed at locations closer to the Galactic Center (GC)
are particularly interesting since they are exposed to a higher DM number density, showing significant potential to set stronger
constraints on small DM interaction strength than targets in the Solar neighborhood. The SWEEPS and MOA missions have
discovered exoplanets in the galactic bulge [82H84]. Detection of exoplanets towards the GC direction is one of the goals of
Nancy Grace Roman Space Telescope [85] with its Galactic Bulge Time Domain Survey. The nearby searches will also be
extended by the future Habitable Worlds Observatory [86]] to include a 1 kpc local volume. Moreover, isolated exoplanets and
those far from their host stars remain cold, making their surface temperature an ideal observable for detecting energy injection
from DM. This contrasts with heavier astrophysical objects, which are heated by nuclear reactions. Indeed, exoplanets can
theoretically approach extremely low surface temperatures after sufficient cooling over time, allowing any additional heat source
to be identified as an anomalous surface temperature. Overheated exoplanets have recently been studied to constrain light DM
models with infrared telescope observations [87]. The heat from DM annihilation can also modify the formation of planets such
that their existence sets constraints on DM [88]]. Additionally, the captured DM abundance is studied with their contributions to
the heat transport rate of brown dwarfs in [89].

In this work, we revisit the impact of non-annihilating superheavy DM on gaseous exoplanets, with a particular focus on the
capture of DM particles by these exoplanets. We focus on the formation of BHs within exoplanets and examine the conditions
under which a BH can form, grow, or evaporate. In the absence of depletion in the accumulated DM, the BH formation rate is
determined by the DM capture rate and its evolution, including thermalization, drifting, and collapsing timescales. Specifically,
BH formation occurs more rapidly for heavy DM candidates, even though the capture rate is smaller. Therefore, in this work,
we focus on superheavy, non-annihilating DM models. Furthermore, we introduce a simple model for exoplanets and investigate
the sensitivity of the bounds to various assumptions made in modeling them. The formation of a BH depends on the particle
model of DM as well as the characteristics of exoplanets. In this regard, we have assumed both fermionic and bosonic DM
models, with and without coherent effects in the scattering cross section off SM particles. Additionally, we have considered
exoplanets of varying masses at different distances from the GC, along with variations in the temperature and density profiles in
their modeling. The adopted exoplanet mass ranges from Jupiter-sized to those 13 times larger, and we extend this to 30 times
larger. We show that these bounds are complementary to other studies, and in some regions, they are stronger. Furthermore, we
identify the DM parameter space where the formed BH can grow and destroy exoplanets, remain stable, or evaporate. Heavier
exoplanets closer to the center of the galaxy possess a greater capability to form a BH within them. Additionally, we demonstrate
that, in certain regions of the parameter space that are still allowed by current bounds, a BH could form in as little as 10 months.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. we describe the model for the structure of gaseous exoplanets and their
observation methods. In Sec. we outline the calculation of DM capture by exoplanets. In Sec. we examine the conditions
necessary for the captured DM to collapse into a BH. Finally, in Sec. [V] we present the DM mass and scattering cross section
parameter space where a BH can form within an exoplanet. The conclusions are summarized in Sec.[VI]

II. GASEOUS PLANET MODEL AND OBSERVATIONS
A. Gas Planet Model

In this section, we introduce the exoplanet model adopted in this work. The modeling of planets is an actively advancing field,
with extensive literature studying their properties, including internal structure, chemical composition, and equations of state (we
refer the readers to [90] and references therein). The structure of Jupiter in the Solar System has been discussed extensively
in various studies [90-96]. Additional theoretical work has explored the internal structure of objects across a wide range of
planetary masses, as shown in [97H104]. Nevertheless, general knowledge of the density and temperature profiles of exoplanets
remains limited.

In this work, we follow [103} [104] to model the equation of state of gaseous planet in order to obtain their internal structure
profiles. This reference presents a novel equation of state for dense hydrogen and helium mixtures, spanning the temperature-
density domain from solar-size stars to brown dwarfs and gaseous planets. The analysis in [103} [104] incorporates a more
rigorous treatment for the mixture system of hydrogen and helium with the contribution from their interactions to the entropy
of the system. This is particularly relevant for low-temperature, high-density systems characteristic of gas giant exoplanets.



Furthermore, this analysis assumes no external heating, which is consistent with the exoplanet candidates used in this study.
The density range covered in Ref. [103] and [104] spans 10 %gem™3 < p < 10%gcem™3, with temperatures ranging from
102K < T < 108K and pressures from 107 GPa < P < 10'3 GPa, and we obtained the data from [[I05]. The original
data is computed for three different values of helium mass fraction Y, and we select Y = 0.275 that closely matches Jupiter’s
chemical composition. With this helium fraction, the average atomic mass is m = 1.18 GeV, the average atomic mass number
is A = 1.26, and the number of electrons per atom is 1.09.

To simplify the analysis, we adopt an isentropic model, assuming constant entropy throughout the interiors of exoplanets,
thereby avoiding complexities associated with entropy variations across different radii. We set the specific entropy per electron
to S = Tkge ! (or equivalently, S ~ 7.61kgatom~! ~ 0.05 MJkg~! K~1), characteristic of Jupiter at its current age
(91,103 [104]]. Here kp is the Boltzmann constant. More complex models of Jupiter, featuring varying entropy at different radii,
have been studied in [91} 93} 94]. However, deviations from constant entropy do not significantly affect the final results of this
work. We show the exoplanet model in Fig. [I] The left panel shows the temperature-density relationship of the hydrogen-helium
mixture corresponding to constant entropy values. For comparison, we present different benchmark values: 6 kg e™! (green),
Tkge™! (blue), 8kge~! (red), 10kg e~ ! (magenta), and 16 kg e~! (brown), adopted from the aforementioned data. Also
shown are the temperature-density contour for two objects with masses equal to 1 M7 (solid black) and 10 M (dashed black),
as presented in [103}[104], for comparison with the isentropic model. As illustrated, the Jupiter-mass object closely aligns with
the isentropic contour of 7 kg e !, while the 10/ object aligns with the isentropic contour of 8 kg e *.

To validate the model, we examine the density and temperature profiles with the known Jupiter’s properties. Jupiter’s density
profile as a function of radius, derived from [90], is shown in the middle panel of Fig.[T] We follow the same method to truncate
the surface density at 10~% g cm ™3 in order to avoid the zero surface temperature condition appeared in the isentropic model. The
corresponding surface temperature, for S = 7 kg e~ !, is about 114 K, being consistent with the observed surface temperature of
Jupiter. In this profile model, the core density is about 4.3 g cm ™2 and thus the central temperature is about 1.6 x 10* K, agreeing
with Jupiter’s core temperature. The right panel of Fig. [I] depicts the temperature profile for Jupiter-like exoplanets, assuming
the entropy is set to S = 6 kg e~ ! (green), S = 7kge~! (blue), and S = 8 kg e ! (red). For comparison, we show the models
presented in [91] for constant entropy (solid black) and varying entropy (dashed black). Additionally, we include the models
with varying entropy from [94] (dot-dashed black) and [93] (dotted black). As the plot illustrates, the isentropic model with
S = Tkg e~ ! aligns well with the radial temperature profile in models referenced, among the available entropy value choices.

In this study, we focus on exoplanets within the mass range of 1My to 30M;. The so-far confirmed exoplanets listed in
the NASA Exoplanet Archive [80] include those with masses up to 30M ;. From the perspective of planetary formation and
evolution, objects in the mass range between 13M/; and 30 are often considered brown dwarfs rather than gaseous exoplanets.
This distinction arises from the potential for deuterium fusion in their massive cores, which can increase temperatures and alter
their chemical composition. Therefore, we identify two possible classifications for exoplanets within this mass range: (1)
Exoplanets with masses between 1M; and 13M, described by the isentropic model for their hydrogen and helium profiles, and
(2) exoplanets with masses between 13M; and 300 ; which could be either heavy gas giants or brown dwarfs. We expect the
model adopted in this work to also apply to heavy gas giants, albeit with potential adjustments to the entropy benchmark values.
While our study method does not directly address brown dwarfs, we anticipate similar phenomenology regarding superheavy
DM capture and BH formation. However, more detailed profile modeling will be required in future work to refine sensitivity
within the DM parameter space. For simplicity, we refer to all objects in the mass range of 1Mj to 30M; as “exoplanets”
throughout this paper.

To model the density profiles of exoplanets with different masses, we assume they follow the same radial density profile as
Jupiter, scaled by a consistent factor of the mass ratioP_-] The radii of gas planets do not vary significantly with their masses;
therefore, we set the radius of all exoplanets to equal to Jupiter’s radius ;. We then use the density-temperature relation shown
in the left panel of Fig. [I]to obtain the radial temperature profile for the chosen entropy values. We assume that all exoplanets are
sufficiently old for bulk cooling to have occurred and apply the same isentropic assumption used for Jupiter-sized exoplanets.
For an exoplanet with mass of 13M;, we assume the isentropic contour of S = 7kpe~!. For an exoplanet with a mass of
30Mj, we consider two cases with isentropy values of 7 kg e~ ! and 10 kg e !, and perform all analyses for these two isentropic
contours. For the chemical composition, we assume all exoplanets in our analysis consist solely of hydrogen and helium, with a
mass fraction parameter Y = 0.275 similar to Jupiter.

B. Methods for Observing Exoplanets

In this section, we discuss the observational methods for exoplanets in current and upcoming observations. The detection
methods depend on the location of the exoplanets, typically classified into two categories: exoplanets within exo-solar systems

! We assume that exoplanets lack a core in our analysis and defer addressing complexities arising from varying core sizes among exoplanets of different masses
to future work, contingent on the development of more accurate models for cored planetary profiles. We found that simulations conducted with and without a
core show no significant differences in the final results under our Jupiter benchmark.
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FIG. 1. Left panel: Temperature-density relation of the hydrogen/helium mixture for constant entropy values of S = 6kge ' (green),
Tkge ! (blue), 8kp e ! (red), 10 kpe™! (magenta), and 16 kp e~ ! (brown) in the isentropic model. Middle panel: Density profile of Jupiter
without a core, adopted from [90]. Right: Temperature profiles of Jupiter-sized exoplanets assuming the entropy is fixed throughout the
entire planet. For comparison, we plot the models from previous studies with a constant entropy model (solid black) [91]], as well as different
varying-entropy models obtained from [91] (dashed black), [94] (dot-dashed black), and [93]] (dotted black).

and rogue exoplanets. Exoplanets bound to host stars can be detected by observing changes in the stars’ motion caused by
the gravitational pull of the orbiting planet. Host stars can be tracked using Doppler spectroscopy, which measures their radial
velocities through shifts in their absorption spectra [106]]. The radial velocity method has been used to discover more than
1000 exoplanets. Another method, astrometric measurement, detects the motion of host stars on the plane of the sky with
high precision, as demonstrated by the Gaia mission. Gaia’s astrometric method is well-suited for detecting giant planets,
including the gas giants considered in this study [107]. The Gaia DR3 catalog has detected 214 exoplanet candidates, and about
7 x 10* exoplanets with mass between 1 — 150 are expected to be detected by Gaia astrometry over a 10-years observation
period [[LO8H110].

Exoplanet motion can also be detected via the transit photometry method, which tracks changes in the brightness of the
host star. When an exoplanet passes in front of its host star, it partially obscures the starlight, creating a characteristic dip in
the observed brightness. By analyzing these dips, researchers can identify exoplanets, estimate their sizes, and determine their
orbital parameters. This method, known as the transit method, has been implemented in searches such as the Transiting Exoplanet
Survey Satellite (TESS) [111]], which has detected more than 7000 candidate objects of interest to date. Gaia has also detected
41 transiting exoplanet candidates, two of which have been further confirmed through radial velocity measurements [112]]. The
upcoming Roman mission is expected to detect O(10%) transiting planets, with most of them being giant planets [113]. For
exoplanets located far from host stars, the transit photometry method is less applicable due to the decreased probability of a
transit being observed. However, the direct imaging method can be used to detect their existence and measure their surface
temperatures. Direct imaging uses a coronagraph to block the light of the exoplanet’s host star and directly detect the infrared
signature of orbiting exoplanets. A handful of exoplanets have been discovered using direct imaging thus far, mostly around
young stars, but the Roman Space Telescope will include a technology demonstration of the first space-based coronagraph
instrument, which will pave the way for further development of space-based direct imaging with future telescopes, such as the
Habitable Worlds Observatory.

Exoplanets can also be detected through gravitational lensing measurements, a method that is also useful for identifying rogue
planets that do not have a host star [[114]. In the planetary mass range, this phenomenon is known as microlensing, which occurs
when a planet’s mass bends the light from a background source, producing a temporary magnification effect in the observed light
curve (see [115] for a recent review). The OGLE project has detected about 100 exoplanets using microlensing method [116]],
and the Gaia mission has detected 363 candidate events [117]. Regarding future microlensing observations, detecting rogue
planets via microlensing is one of the primary goals of the Roman telescope, and O(10%) rogue planets are expected to be
detected towards the direction of the galactic bulge [84]. The detection of exoplanets near the Galactic Center region is expected
to offer significant potential for studying DM interactions.

III. DARK MATTER CAPTURE IN EXOPLANETS

In this section, we review the DM capture process in exoplanets via energy loss through scattering with the planet medium.
As DM particles traverse an exoplanet, they scatter off its constituents, and if sufficient kinetic energy is lost, they become
gravitationally bound. The time evolution of the number of DM particles, IV, , within exoplanets for non-annihilating DM is
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where C' is the DM capture rate. Note that DM particles can also be captured through scattering with other DM particles already
bound to the exoplanet, a phenomenon known as self-capturing [[L18]]. Since the focus of the current study is the complementarity
between exoplanet searches and terrestrial direct detection experiments, we assume DM particles are collisionless with vanishing
self-capture cross sections. Under these circumstances, the total number of captured DM particles increases proportionally with
time N, (t) = C't.

DM particles can undergo multiple scatterings as they traverse exoplanets, which becomes particularly relevant when the
scattering cross-section is large and repeated energy loss is required for gravitational capture. The single scattering case is
originally studied in [119H122], and the multiple scattering case is studied in [73} 123 [124]. We follow [67] for the details of
the capture calculation. For heavy DM with m, > 1GeV, DM particles travel in a straight line without changing direction
once they fall into the exoplanets and collide with the substances of exoplanets, primarily hydrogen and helium as is described
in Sec. In this case, the propagation distance of an incident angle « relative to the normal of the planet’s surface is given
by 2R cos « for a planet with radius R. The expected number of DM scatterings (7;) on element j along the trajectory can be
expressed as a function of the incident angle «,

2R cos «
(15) (o) = /0 nj (r) oy, dl. (2)

Here o, ; is the scattering cross section of DM with the element j. The index j includes contributions from hydrogen and
helium. n; (r) is the number density of the element as a function of the radius r from the center of the exoplanet, with r =
V12 + R?2 —2|Rcos a.

Denoting the velocity of DM particles in the galactic reference frame as u, their velocity shifts to w = /u? 4+ v2 as they
reach the surface of exoplanets, where v, is the escape velocity of the planet. Assuming the initial velocity of DM in the planet is

wo, its kinetic energy becomes myw? /2 =[], 17 (1 — Bjcos i) (mywd/2), after the expected (7;) times of scatterings.
Here, §; = 4mjm, / (m; + mX)Q, and ¢; is the scattering angle after the ith scattering. We take (cos ¢;2) = 1 for the tiny

scattering angles, which is valid for m, > m,; parameter region of our interest Thus the final DM velocity as a function of «
is

wr (@) = (1= Br) ™72 (1 = Bre) ™2 . 3)

The final velocity is compared to the exoplanet’s escape velocity to evaluate the probability of the DM particle being captured.

In this work, we study two DM models for the nuclear scattering cross section. The first model represents spin-independent
scattering with a coherent effect, where the scattering cross section with a nucleus is enhanced by the atomic mass number A;
as

2
Oxj = A? (5]) Oxp- 4
P

The 115 and pu, are the reduced masses of element j and nucleon with m,, respectively, and o, is the scattering cross section of
the DM particle with the nucleon. The second model assumes that the scattering cross section from the nucleus is independent
of the mass number as

Oxj = Oxp- (®)]

To calculate the capture rate, we implement the semi-analytic approach outlined in [67 [123]]. This method involves multi-
plying the incoming DM flux with the capture probability, which serves as an approximation to the full formula for multiple-
scattering capture provided in [124]. We modify the formula to include the gravitational focusing effect, accounting for the
influence of the exoplanet’s gravitational potential on the trajectories of incident DM particles [18} 125} [126], which becomes
more significant for exoplanets closer to the GC. Additionally, we included a factor of 1/4 in the rate to exclude the outgoing
particle from the capturing process, ensuring consistency with the original equation in [[118} 121} 124} [127],

2 /2 Umax
C= WRz:l—X@X) <1 + v02> / d (cosa?) / [ (w,8) dwd (cosb), (6)
0 0

X 2O-v

where p,, and o are the DM energy density and 1D velocity dispersion, respectively, at the location of the exoplanet; v, is the
escape velocity from the surface of the exoplanet, and vyax (@) = ve (1 — ﬁH)_<TH>/ 2 (1- ﬁHe)_(THE)/ 2 The integral term

2 We note that a different assumption, (cos ¢;2) = 1/2, is used in some previous literature for the average value of the scattering angle. Given that the DM
mass is much heavier than the target masses, we approximate the scattering angle as zero.



represents the capture probability, and the flux-normalized velocity distribution function is defined as

3 2_ 24,2 [w2 02
w2 _ U2 2 W —vEtvy+2vp/ w2 —vE cos
f(w,@)zge 203 @(veh—\/wQ—vg—i—v?—l—Zvr\/MCOSQ)G(w—ve). (7

N

In this equation, v, is the velocity of the exoplanet in the galactic rest frame, 6 is the angle between the exoplanet and the DM
particle in the galactic rest frame, v, is the galactic escape velocity at the location of the exoplanet, and N is the normalization
factor determined by ensuring that the integral f0°° f (w,0) dwd (cos ) equal to unity.

In Eq. [6] the velocity integral can be simplified by removing the step functions as follows:

VUmax

f dw f d (cos9) Vo < Umax < Ws

/dwd(cos@)z fdw fd (cos ) + f dw fd (cos0) wi < Upax < W, . (8)
Ve W —1
fdwfd cos ) + fdwfd (cos) wl, < Umax

Ve — Wy —1

Here, c., w., and w!, are defined as follows:

2 2 2
v, — (w —v ) —v2 p
Cp = 2 2vr\/f =1/ (Ven — +v§, wl, =1/ (Ven + ;)" + v2. 9)

Notably, vmax is a function of «, and one can integrate « in the last step. (v,,) is the average velocity of DM particles relative to
the exoplanet at the given galactic distance, given by

00 o u? 402 42uvy cos 6
J dud(cos ) 2mu’e 203 O (Ve — /u% + v2 + 2uvy cos 0)
(vy) =2 , (10)
2,13/2 | Gpf( b Von 2§h
(202m) er (\/50\, ) — \F e

where the denominator is the normalization factor of the truncated Maxwell-Boltzmann velocity distribution in the exoplanet’s
reference frame.

We study the capture rate for three benchmark exoplanets with masses of 1My, 13Mj, and 30M ;. The exoplanets are assumed
to be located at two different distances from the Galactic Center, with d = 1kpc and d = 8kpc. As discussed in Sec. we
assume that all exoplanets, aside from their overall mass, follow the same density profile (without a core) as that of Jupiter in
our Solar System. Similarly, we assume that all exoplanets have the same radius as Jupiter, R = Rj, and that their chemical
composition consists of hydrogen and helium with a mass fraction of Y = 0.275. The escape velocities at the surfaces of the
exoplanets with masses 1M, 13Mj, and 30Mj are v, = 60.4kms~ !, v, = 217.7kms™ !, and v, = 330.7 km s ™!, respectively.
We assume the exoplanet’s velocity in the galactic frame is determined by the rotation curve of the Milky Way galaxy, modeled
with an NFW profile [128].

The details of the Milky Way DM halo, the baryonic matter distribution, as well as the derived rotation curve, velocity
dispersion, and galactic escape velocity are provided in Appendix[A] At a distance of d = 8 kpc on the galactic plane, the velocity
of the exoplanet is v, = 240.6 kms™~!, the galactic escape velocity is ve, = 588.6kms™1, the DM 1D velocity dispersion is
oy = 175.1kms™!, and the average DM velocity is (v,) = 356.9 kms~'. Similarly, at d = 1 kpc, we find v, = 157.1kms™?,
Ven = 725.2kms™!, 0, = 173.2kms ™!, and (v, ) = 312.5kms~". For the DM density, we find p,, = 0.38 GeV cm 3 at the
local distance d = 8kpc, and p,, = 5.35GeV cm ™3 at d = 1 kpe.

Fig. [2] shows the capture rate for exoplanets with varying masses and galactic locations, based on the model incorporating
the coherent effect in Eq. {@). The blue curves represent the capture rate for an exoplanet mass of 1M with the cross section
of oy, = 10730 cm?, the green curves represent an exoplanet mass of 1My and o, = 10726 ¢cm?, and the red curves for an
exoplanet mass of 30M/; and o, = 107" cm?. For all colors, the solid curves indicate that the exoplanet is located at a distance
of d = 1kpc, and the dashed curves indicate a location of d = 8kpc. The capture rate decreases with increasing DM mass
for two reasons: firstly, the flux of DM particles incident on exoplanets is inversely proportional to m,; secondly, heavier DM
particles do not lose sufficient kinetic energy to become gravitationally bound to the exoplanet after a fixed number of scatterings
(for the chosen cross section value). Therefore, nearly all DM particles are captured for the benchmarks in the lower DM mass
regions in Fig. [2] whereas the capture rate decreases more rapidly in the higher mass regions due to the additional kinematic
suppression. For a fixed exoplanet mass, the capture rate increases with o, due to the higher number of scatterings (7;) in
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FIG. 2. Capture rate versus DM mass for the spin-independent coupling model with exoplanets located at different distances from the galactic
center d = 1 kpc (solid) and d = 8 kpc (dashed). The blue curves represent the capture rate for an exoplanet mass of 1)/; and a cross section

of oy = 1073° cm?, the green curves are for a mass of 1M and a cross section of oy, = 1072% cm?, and the red curves are for a mass of

30Mj and a cross section of oy = 1073 cm?.

Eq. (@). Similarly, (7;) and the resultant capture rate increase with the exoplanet’s mass because of the higher target number
density. The larger exoplanet mass also enhances the capture rate through a stronger gravitational focusing effect.

We remark that the evaporation of the captured DM abundance does not occur within the parameter space of interest. One
can estimate the highest DM mass that can escape from the center of exoplanets by thermalizing with the central temperature
and obtaining a kinetic energy %T(O) = %mxvg [129]. For exoplanets with escape velocities of 60 — 500 kms~' and core
temperatures of 10* — 10° K, the evaporation mass is less than 1 GeV. Given that the BH formation process occurs at large
enough DM masses, the evaporation loss is negligible in our simulations. Furthermore, we calculated the capture rate for a
Jupiter-sized exoplanet with a core, adopted from the same reference [90], and found no significant change in the capture rate.

IV. BLACK HOLE FORMATION IN EXOPLANETS

In this section, we analyze the formation of BHs in the center of exoplanets after sufficient DM abundance is captured. The
crucial condition for BH formation relies on the time scales associated with the evolution of the DM abundance within the
exoplanet’s interior. We derive the time scales for capture, thermalization, drifting, and gravitational collapse. We then compare
the total time required with the age of exoplanets to outline the relevant parameter space.

After DM particles become gravitationally bound to the exoplanet through the capture process discussed in the previous
section, they continue to thermalize with SM particles and drift toward the exoplanet’s central regions. Eventually, the DM
clump at the center may collapse into a BH. We model the BH formation time, ¢y, as the sum of all relevant processes from
the initial capture to the final collapse

tiorm = tcap + t{h + tgl + taritt + teol- (1 l)

We note that this represents a conservative assumption for the BH formation process, as the time scales in Eq. (TT) may overlap
when multiple processes occur simultaneously. The ¢, is the time required to capture a sufficient DM abundance. Given the
capture rate from the last section, the capture time is expressed as tcap = Meyiy /(M C'), Where M., is the critical mass required
for BH formation, which will be introduced later in this section. The other time scales, t{h, tHl, taritt, and tco1, correspond to the
first and second thermalization times, the drift time, and the collapse time, respectively, which will be discussed in detail below.

A. Thermalization Time

After being captured by exoplanets, DM particles initially follow trajectories larger than the size of the exoplanets. The DM
orbit shrinks as it passes through the exoplanet, losing kinetic energy through scattering. Therefore the thermalization of DM



depends on the DM mass and the scattering cross section with nucleons. We classify the thermalization process into two stages.
The first thermalization refers to the time required for a captured DM particle’s orbit to shrink to the size of the exoplanet,
confining the DM within it. The second thermalization represents the subsequent stage, during which the DM particle becomes
fully enclosed within the exoplanet and gradually sinks toward its center [130].

The time required for the first thermalization is determined based on the total energy loss needed and the rate of energy loss
through scattering. The energy loss rate can be determined with the average energy loss accumulated during each crossing (AE)
and the average orbital period At [43 167, [130],

dE (AE)
= M 12
dt At (12)
The average energy loss of a DM particle during each complete passage through the exoplanet is given by
R
(AE) = @/ AEdr, (13)
R Jo

where R is the exoplanet’s radius, (7) is the total number of scatterings with hydrogen and helium in Eq. @), AE = 2K /m,,
4 is the average reduced mass, and K is the initial kinetic energy of the DM particle. As discussed in Sec. the average mass
of elements is m = 1.18 GeV with Y = 0.275, and the average reduced mass defined as @ = mm, /(m + m,) is calculated
accordingly. Taking the model with the coherent effect as an example, for a Jupiter-sized exoplanet, we find (7) ~ 7 x 108
accumulated for hydrogen and helium according to Eq. (), with « = 0, oy, = 10727 cm?, and m,, = 10" GeV. We express
the kinetic energy in terms of the total energy and potential energy as K = E — ®(r) for convenience in later calculations,
where the rest mass m,, is excluded from E. The potential energy at a distance r from the center of the exoplanet is given by
®(r) = — [ GmyM (r') /r'*dr’, where M (r) is the enclosed mass within radius 7, and G is the gravitational constant. The
average orbital period of DM particles can be approximated with

A «
t =21\ =—— 14
™\ &g (14)
where a is the semi-major axis of the orbit and is related to the total energy E by a = —GMm, /2E. After replacing (AE) and
At in Eq. we integrate the energy from its initial value to its final value. The initial energy corresponds to the time when the
DM particle is first bound to the exoplanet. The velocity of a DM particle after capture is initially less than the escape velocity,
E < 0. To avoid singularity, we ignore the case of zero initial energy and roughly assume that the initial total energy corresponds
to the energy after one scattering, E' ~ —[i%v? /m = —2u?G M /mR. We roughly assume that the final energy is equivalent to
the major axis of the elliptical orbit becoming the size of the planet, at which point the total energy will be Ef = —GM my /2R.

Finally, the first thermalization time will be:

g /E —dE At s
" e (AE)

For example, the first thermalization in a Jupiter-sized exoplanet takes about 3 years to complete, assuming m,, = 102 GeV and
oyp = 10727 cm? with the coherent scattering effect.

After DM particles become confined within exoplanets, their velocity remains significantly larger than the thermal velocity
of the exoplanet’s constituents. The second thermalization occurs through additional scatterings that result in energy loss,
eventually reducing the DM velocity v, to below the constituents’ velocity v, given that m, >> mE] We assume the thermal
velocity of the elements in exoplanets is v = /3T'/m, which varies at different radii. The scenario where v, > v is referred
to as the “inertial” regime, while the scenario where v, < v is referred to as the “viscous” regime. The second thermalization
starts in the inertial regime and transitions to the viscous regime. To calculate the second thermalization time, we identify the
energy loss rate

dE
— =-T(E), (16)

where the scattering rate is I' = p (1) Gy jvre1/m with p being the density of the exoplanet, and the average energy loss per

scattering is (0E) = ﬂ%i /m. We can use the average atomic mass, A = 1.26 in our model, and thus the average scattering
cross section scales as 7,; = A%i*0, /2 in the model with the coherent effect in Eq. (@). The relative velocity vy in the rate

3 Note the difference in notation used in this section for velocities compared to that in Sec.



I' is determined by v, in the inertial regime and by v in the viscous regime. Due to the lower energy loss rate in the viscous
regime, the viscous regime dominates the time scale of the second thermalization stage. Therefore, we conservatively assume the
relative velocity to be vy ~ v = /3T /m throughout the entire second thermalization process. Thus, the second thermalization
time can be approximated by considc?ring only the viscous regime. By substituting v? = 2 (E — ® (r)) /m,, we can solve the
DM particle energy as a function of time

E=®(r)+ (E' - & (r)) ot (17)
The initial energy E' can be approximated as the DM energy at the onset of the viscous regime, where v, ~ v = /3T/m
resulting in E' = ® (r) + (3m,/2m) T. The final energy E' is given by the thermalization condition, v, = /3T/m, < v,

yielding Ef = ® (r) + 37/2. Note that the second thermalization can occur at any location within the exoplanet, which means
the thermalization time scale varies at different radii. In our analysis, we use the average values for the temperature and density
from the exoplanet profile. The second thermalization time is expressed as

2
o mimy fO p(r 3T(r)/m

m
X
ti, = n—-.

18
20125 R m (18)

For a Jupiter-sized planet with m, = 10° GeV and o, = 10727 cm?, the second thermalization completes in about 5 years in
the spin-independent scattering model.

B. Drift Time

Following the thermalization stage, DM particles migrate toward the center of exoplanets, forming a DM clump. If the scatter-
ing cross section is excessively large, the drift time determined by the viscous drag force could exceed the age of the exoplanet.
Consequently, for BH formation to proceed, the drift time must be sufficiently short to allow efficient DM accumulation at the
center [19,167,[73]]. We conservatively assume that the drifting stage happens after the completion of the second thermalization,
and the total drifting distance spans from the exoplanet’s surface to its center, although the actual drift timescale may be shorter
than our approximation. The equilibrium equation below shows the balance between gravity and the viscous drag force acting on
DM particles, with contributions from each chemical component j of the exoplanet, at a radius r from the center of the exoplanet

GM (r)m
ri—vdrlft Zn] m; ijvth> . (19)

The drifting velocity is varige = dr/d¢, and thermal velocity of j is vyn = v; = /31/m;. By solving this equation, we obtain
the drift time as

tarity = Z XJ/ ny (r '377;] ()err . (20)

As expected, the drift time increases with the scattering cross section, as indicated by the expression above. Taking m, =
10° GeV, the drift time is about 10 minutes for o,;, = 10727 cm? in Eq. (@), and about 2 years for o, = 107?* cm? in the
spin-independent scattering model.

C. Collapse Time

The accumulated DM abundance at the center of an exoplanet forms a spherical distribution through virialization, with the
radius of the DM sphere determined by the virial theorem, (K) = —(®)/2 [119] [122] 127, [131]]. Assuming the energy density
of baryonic matter p dominates the contributions to the gravitational potential at the center

97 (0)

4rGm,, p (0) @D

Tth =

Here we have assumed that the DM within the sphere is thermally equilibrated.
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The DM clump must satisfy several conditions to efficiently collapse into a BH. These include the Jeans instability condition
and the Chandrasekhar limit [[67]]. The Jeans instability condition requires that the sound crossing time must exceed the free-fall
time of the DM particle. The speed of sound in the DM sphere is approximately ¢ ~ /7" (0) /m,. Consequently, the sound
crossing time is given by t5 = r¢n/cs = 3/4/47wGp (0). The DM free-fall time can be calculated by modeling the DM sphere
distribution as a collapsing spherical cloud of gas with a homogeneous density of p' and a radius of r¢,. The free-fall time of

X
a spherically symmetric gas cloud, as a test particle on the surface is pulled toward the center by the gravitational acceleration
4Wp$r§hG /3r2, is given by tg = /37/ (32Gpg!). The Jeans instability condition requires ¢5 > tg, which implies that for

collapse to occur, the DM density must surpass the central density of the exoplanet, i.e., pil > p(0).

Once the DM clump is formed, virialized, and thermalized at the center of the exoplanet, its density may no longer remain
subdominant. As DM continues to accumulate, the total captured DM mass M., can become comparable to that of hydrogen
and helium. Therefore, we refine the virial equation to also accommodate the DM contribution,

2 <3T2(0)) - (—;lﬂrQGmXp (0) — GMC:me) . (22)

The equation above has a solution if the following condition is satisfied

37 (0)*
> = _—
Meap > My, ,/W Gl (o) (23)

where Mg, stands for the self-gravitational mass. This condition implies that the gravitational potential of the DM sphere
surpasses the thermal pressure, and thus the sphere becomes unstable and collapses.

The second DM mass condition corresponds to the Chandrasekhar limit. The accumulated DM mass should be sufficiently
large to overcome the quantum degeneracy pressure, which arises from the uncertainty principle for bosonic DM and the Pauli
exclusion principle for fermionic DM [21}[132]]. For fermions, the Fermi degeneracy condition is expressed as Mcap, > Mo, >~
MS’I / mi. For bosons, the condition is M., > My, ~ Mgl /my, [21]. We neglect modifications to the Chandrasekhar limit
arising from DM self-interactions, as this study considers only interactions between DM and nuclei.

Combining the Jeans instability and the Chandrasekhar limit conditions, the DM clump collapse into a BH when its mass
becomes larger than the critical mass

Mcap > Merig = max {Mchv Msg} . 24)

We calculate the time scale gravitational collapse in the following. In contrast to the second thermalization process, a DM
particle initially undergoes gravitational infall in the viscous regime as its initial virialized velocity, determined with K; =
GMerigm,y /214, is smaller than that of the baryonic particles. As the DM particle is accelerated during the infall, it eventually
gains sufficient kinetic energy to transition into the inertial regime. Since the DM velocity is much larger in the inertial regime,
the collapse during this stage completes rapidly. Therefore, the end of the collapse process is effectively determined by the
transition from the viscous to the inertial regime, indicated by v, = v = /3T (0) /7, or equivalently, when the kinetic energy
reaches K¢ = 3T (0) m, /2m. The changes in kinetic energy, AK = K} — Kj, of the virialized system equals the total energy
loss caused by viscous drag. Therefore, one can use the energy loss rate in the viscous regime in Eq. (I6) to determine the

collapse time with fg ! dE = AK. The collapse time is given by

mym

1 25
2025 (0) 551/3T (0) [ n{ m GMan *)

2 3T (0) Tth :|
teol = .

For instance, for a fermionic DM mass of m,, = 10° GeV and a scattering cross section of o, = 10727 cm?, the collapse in
the spin-independent scattering model takes about 11 days.

D. Time Evolution after Black Hole Formation

Once the BH forms, its mass evolution is determined by the accretion of baryonic matter and subsequently captured DM, as
well as the evaporation due to Hawking radiation [43} 67]. We assume the initial BH mass is Mg‘ﬁf = M, and the mass
evolution is

dMBH 47T'p (O) GQMEQSH

a c3, T exmyC

__f
G2M3,

(26)
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FIG. 3. The parameter space where the total time for DM capture and BH formation in an exoplanet of mass 1/ is less than 5 Gyr, shown for
different DM scattering cross section models. Solid curves delineate the boundaries of BH formation regions under various DM models and
exoplanet assumptions. Blue and green curves correspond to fermionic DM for exoplanets located at 8 kpc and 1 kpc from GC, respectively,
while red and orange represent bosonic DM at the same galactic distances. The entropy of the exoplanets is set to S = 7 kg e . Dashed
curves indicate the scenario where BH mass evolution is static. Regions to the left of the dashed curve is dominated by accretion, while regions
to the right is dominated by Hawking evaporation. Existing constraints from heavy DM searches are indicated by the gray shaded regions.

The first term corresponds to the Bondi accretion of baryonic matter [133]. The sound speed at the center of the exoplanet,
Csx, 18 approximated as cg, ~ /7T (0) /m. The second term represents the accretion of DM abundance captured after the BH
formation, with e, denoting the efficiency factor, which encapsulates the details of DM accretion and is approximated as unity.
The last term describes the Hawking radiation [134], with f being the Page factor. In our simulation of Eq. (26), we assume
that evaporation occurs exclusively to photons in the geometrical optics limit, for which f = 1/(153607) kg m®s=5. We will
discuss the DM parameter space for BH formation and the associated BH mass evolution in the following section.

V. RESULTS

In this section, we present the viable DM parameter space for DM capture and BH formation on the o, — m,, plane, for two
scattering cross section models. We select benchmark exoplanet candidates characterized by their mass, radius (with R = Rj
in this work), interior entropy, and location in the Milky Way galaxy. Using these parameters, we calculate the capture rate with
Eq. (6) and the corresponding BH formation time with Eq.(TT)). The formation time is then compared to the exoplanet’s age to
identify potential observational signatures.

In Fig.[3] we show the parameter regions where the BH formation time in an exoplanet with a mass of 1M} is less than 5 Gyr,
representing a typical planetary age. The left panel corresponds to the DM model in Eq. (@), and the right panel represent that in
Eq. (E]) The solid curves denote the boundaries within which the BH formation time satisfies t¢,,r, < 5 Gyr. We use different
colors to represent DM models and the galactic location of the exoplanet. The blue and green curves represent the fermionic
DM case, with the exoplanet located at distances of 8 kpc and 1 kpc from GC, respectively. The green curve, representing an
exoplanet closer to the GC, probes a larger parameter region compared to the blue curve, which corresponds to a local exoplanet.
This enhanced effect is due to the higher capture rate resulting from the increased DM energy density. BH formation for bosonic
DM is more viable for smaller DM masses compared to the fermionic DM case, due to the difference in the Chandrasekhar limit
in Eq. (24), which defines the left edge of the contour. The upper and lower edges are less dependent on the spin of the DM
particle. In regions with a large scattering cross section above the upper edges, BH formation is prevented due to the stronger
viscous drag force, which extends the DM drift time in Eq. beyond 5 Gyr. It is worth noting that the drift time depends only
on the temperature and density profiles of the exoplanet and not on its distance to the GC. The smaller cross section regions below
the lower edges cannot form BH timely because the capture rate is too low for sufficient DM, as required by the critical mass,
to accumulate within 5 Gyr. As illustrated in the figure, exoplanets are effective for probing heavy DM mass regions. To show
the complementarity of exoplanet probes with existing searches, we include the existing constraints from heavy DM searches,
represented by the gray shaded regions, for Mica [133], Skylab and Ohya [136], gas heating [137, [138]], cosmic microwave
background (overlapping with the gas heating bound) [[137H139]], XQC [138}/140]], and underground experiment bounds adopted
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FIG. 4. The parameter space where the total time for DM capture and BH formation in an exoplanet is less than 5 Gyr, shown for different
exoplanet model parameters. Solid curves delineate the boundaries of BH formation regions under various exoplanet assumptions with a
distance d = 1 kpc from GC within a fermionic DM model. The blue, green, and red curves correspond to exoplanet masses of 1 My, 13 M3,
and 30 Mj, respectively, with the entropy value set to S = 7 kg e~ *. The purple curve represents an exoplanet with a mass of 30 My and an
entropy value of S = 10 kg e~ *. Dashed curves indicate the scenario where BH mass evolution is static. Existing constraints from heavy DM
searches are indicated by the gray shaded regions.

from [[137} [138]]. Furthermore, we performed the same analysis for a Jupiter-sized exoplanet with a cored density profile and
found a change of less than 50% in the bounds.

After the formation of the BH, it may either grow due to accretion and eventually destroy the host exoplanet, or evaporate
through Hawking radiation into SM particles. The mass evolution is determined with Eq. (26)), and we assume the initial mass
of the BH is Mt = M_yi¢. According to the relationship between the critical mass and the DM mass, a lighter m,, generally
leads to the formation of a BH with a larger initial mass, which tends to accrete and become stable. On the other hand, for
sufficiently heavy DM masses, the BH evaporates quickly, suggesting that observational signatures arise from the Hawking
radiation process. The boundary between the two opposing regimes is defined by the combination of DM mass and cross section
that satisfies dMpy /dt = 0 at the formation time. We solve for the DM parameters that result in a static BH mass after formation
and plot them as dashed curves for different benchmarks in Fig. [3]| BHs formed in the regions to the left of the dashed curve
grow via accretion, while those formed to the right of the dashed curve evaporate. The difference between the dashed curves
for planets at different distances arises from the contribution of the DM accretion term in Eq. (26). In regions with smaller o,
values, DM accretion becomes suppressed, and a larger initial BH mass (corresponding to a smaller DM mass) is needed as the
curves bend to the left. In the case where the evaporation dominates after BH formation, the evaporation lifetime of the BH is

— init + init
tBH = b— arctanh My — b— arctan My , 27
ag - as bt

where b = \/(as = a1) /2, az = \/p (0) /(960c3) + a2, a1 = eym,C, and | = 47p (0) GQ/ciFor example, at d = 1kpc,
for a fermionic DM with a mass of m, = 10'® GeV and a scattering cross section of o,, = 107'% cm? in the left panel of
Fig. 3| the evaporation time is tgyy ~ 10~ '2s.

The DM capture and BH formation processes depend on the temperature and density profiles of the exoplanet, which are
determined by its mass and entropy parameters within the exoplanet model adopted in this study. Fig. [4|illustrates the impact
of different exoplanet parameters. For the entropy S = 7kpe™! that reproduces the properties of Jupiter, we show three
benchmark exoplanet masses 1My (blue), 13M; (green), and 30M 5 (red). We also show the 30M/; mass with an increased
entropy S = 10kg e~ ! (purple). All exoplanets are assumed to be located at d = 1kpc, with DM considered to be fermionic,
featuring two types of scattering cross sections shown in the two panels. As the exoplanet mass increases, the capture rate
becomes larger, leading to a broader DM parameter space, as observed in the comparison of the blue, green, and red curves.
Similarly, since BH evolution depends on the DM capture rate, the dashed curves representing static mass evolution shift to

4 We note that the plus and minus signs of b in our result are opposite to those in [67].
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the right with increasing exoplanet mass. The slight deviation of the upper edge arises from the increased drift time in more
massive exoplanets. On the other hand, the effect of exoplanet entropy is reflected in the temperature profile. As temperature
increases with higher entropy values, the thermalization time decreases, while the timescales for other conditions required for
BH formation increase. As a result, the overall timescale for BH formation increases, leading to a contraction of the parameter
space.

The observational signatures of superheavy DM interactions with exoplanets include the formation of BHs from planetary-
mass objects and the detection of Hawking radiation from evaporating BHs. The former occurs in the parameter regions to the
left of the dashed curves in Fig. [3|and Fig. 4} where the surrounding planetary medium is accreted, increasing the BH mass and
ultimately transforming the gas giant into a BH of approximately the same mass. On the other hand, BH evaporation takes place
in the parameter regions to the right of the dashed curves. The final states of Hawking radiation may either escape the exoplanet,
contributing to high-energy cosmic rays, or lose energy to the planetary medium, leading to an observable increase in its surface
temperature.

The detection of planetary-mass BHs greatly benefits from existing exoplanet detection methods. In the case of exoplanets
with host stars, their transmutation into BHs can still influence the motion of the host stars and be detected using Doppler
spectroscopy and astrometric methods. However, since the geometric size of a BH is too small to produce observable effects in
the star’s light curve, the number of transit events will decrease if exoplanets transition into BHs due to DM capture. The impact
of superheavy DM can be assessed by comparing the number of observed transit events with the number of detections through
Doppler spectroscopy or astrometric methods, similar to the approach proposed in [141} [142] for detecting primordial BHs and
dark exoplanets in extrasolar systems. While a single event cannot distinguish DM-induced BH formation from other scenarios,
the large future exoplanet database may help identify it through population-level mass distributions. A notable number of missing
transit events is expected in systems identified through stellar motion observations, particularly for higher-mass planets, where
BH formation is more efficient. Furthermore, this reduction is anticipated to be more significant in systems closer to GC, where
the DM energy density is higher.

The microlensing signals, however, appear similar for both exoplanets and BHs of the same mass due to the universality
of gravitation in the point-lens limit. Since microlensing is less sensitive to the density profiles of detected objects, follow-up
analysis of light curve features is essential to distinguish BHs from exoplanets of similar mass. Future improvements can be
incorporated into the lensing event analyses in this direction. In [143]], the distribution of lens candidates is analyzed in the two-
dimensional parameter space of the Einstein timescale and microlensing parallax, aiming to distinguish BHs from other compact
objects at stellar masses. However, differentiating between other classes of lens remains challenging with current techniques.
The upcoming Roman telescope will be capable of measuring the astrometric information of lenses, providing the possibility of
a three-dimensional parameter space to distinguish transmuted BHs from original rogue exoplanets. In addition to identification
at the single-event level, the mass distribution of planetary lenses, such as the galactic population of rogue planets recently
studied in [144], will help establish the expected event rate at a population level, providing a basis for comparison with future
observations.

The initial mass of BHs formed from the capture of heavier DM masses, as indicated by the region for evaporating BHs, is
very small, causing them to evaporate into all particle species with masses smaller than the Hawking temperature. The Hawking
radiation particles are produced at the center of the exoplanet, where BH formation occurred. The signal channel for detecting
BH evaporation inside exoplanets is contingent on the propagation of high-energy particles through the exoplanet, which in turn
depends on its interior profile and the Hawking radiation energy spectrum, determined by the BH mass. For particles with a mean
free path larger than the exoplanet’s radius, Hawking radiation particles can contribute to high-energy cosmic rays, potentially
including photons, electrons, positrons, and neutrinos, serving as targets for indirect detection observations. Similarly, DM
particles can also be produced via Hawking radiation if the Hawking temperature is sufficiently large, leading to a novel flux of
boosted DM that can be detected in direct detection experiments. On the other hand, Hawking radiation particles contribute to
the heating of exoplanets if their mean free path is smaller than the radius of the exoplanets. The heating effect can be detected
by measuring thermal emissions from the surface of exoplanets using infrared and optical telescopes.

Another notable feature of DM-induced BH formation is that sustained DM capture enables the process to occur periodically,
particularly in regions with high DM mass and large cross section. Thus observation signals of pulsed high-energy cosmic rays
and periodic variations in exoplanet temperature are also expected to manifest on the timescale of BH formation. In Fig.[5] we
present the parameter space for BH formation on short time scales. The blue curve represents BH formation within 5 years for
a planet with a mass of 1M}, while the green curve corresponds to formation within 10 months for a planet with a mass of
13Mj. The planet is assumed to be located at d = 1 kpc, and the DM is assumed to be a fermion with a spin-independent cross
section. In this case, the slope of the lower edge is primarily determined by the thermalization time rather than the capture time.
Compared to the existing constraints shown in the shaded gray region, we observe that periodic BH formation occurs within
DM parameter regions that remain viable. BHs formed in this region have small initial masses and will evaporate into energetic
particles, as discussed above. The flux of the Hawking evaporation signal observed at Earth is suppressed by the distance to
the source; therefore, stronger signals are expected from nearby exoplanets, where the lower edge of the periodic BH formation
region will be slightly higher (see the discussion of Fig. [3|for details).

Finally, we discuss the high-energy particle signals from BH formation and evaporation. To illustrate this, we first consider
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FIG. 5. Parameter space for periodic BH formation. The DM is assumed to be a fermion with spin-independent scattering. BH formation
occurs within 5 years for a planet with a mass of 1M (blue) located at d = 1 kpc from GC, and within 10 months for a planet with a mass
of 13Mj (green) at the same location. Existing constraints are indicated by the gray shaded regions.

BH formation at three benchmark points within the blue contour, corresponding to BHs forming within 5 years in an exoplanet
of mass 1M located at 1 kpc from GC. For a DM mass and cross section of m,, = 3 x 1012 GeV and o, = 107%! cm?, which
is close to the static mass evolution indicated by the dashed curve, the initial BH mass is estimated to be Mt ~ 7.4 x 109 g.
The corresponding BH Hawking temperature, given by Tgy = 1/87G Mgy, is approximately 1.4 TeV, representing the energy
of the evaporation final states. The BH evaporation time, calculated using Eq. (27), is approximately one day. Notably, the
lifetime is longer than in the case of pure Hawking radiation, as the subdominant mass accretion delays the final evaporation.
As another example, for m, = 4 x 10'° GeV and o,;, = 1077 cm?, the initial mass, evaporation time, and temperature of the
BH are Mg‘f{t ~15x10%g, tpy ~ 3 x 10719g, and Thy ~ 7 x 107 GeV, respectively. Similarly, for m, = 1017 GeV and
oyp = 10719 cm?, the corresponding values are MR ~ 1.2 x 10% g, tgg ~ 1.6 x 10705, and Tgy ~ 9 x 10° GeV. The last
two benchmarks correspond to the allowed DM parameter space delineated by the gas heating, Skylab, and Ohya constraints.
Periodic BH formation offers an additional avenue for probing this parameter space.

The propagation of Hawking radiation final states depends on their energy at the time of production, which, as discussed
earlier, reaches very high energies for the parameter space of interest. To assess whether such high-energy photons can escape
the exoplanet or become trapped within it, we estimate their mean free path based on studies of energetic cosmic ray propagation
in [143]. At high energies, the triplet pair production (TPP) process, ve~ — e~ ete™, dominates the interaction rate, and the
cross section saturates with a mild logarithmic dependence on the collision energy at orpp ~ O(10733) cm?. Given the range of
the TPP cross section and the assumption that the electron number density equals the proton number density, we find that photons
undergo multiple scatterings within the interior medium before reaching the planet’s surface. Energetic leptons are produced
both through the TPP process and directly from Hawking radiation, and their propagation in the hydrogen-helium medium
requires a more comprehensive analysis. Additionally, the presence of the exoplanet’s magnetic fields further complicates the
propagation of charged particles. We leave a detailed study of the propagation model in exoplanets and the observation methods
for future work.

VI. CONCLUSION

We conducted a complementary study to constrain non-annihilating superheavy DM models using exoplanets as a probe. DM
can be captured by exoplanets, accumulate in their interiors, and potentially form a BH at their center. The constraints in this
study are based on the assumption that a single BH can form within the lifetime of exoplanets. The existence of exoplanets
places bounds on the scattering cross section and mass of DM, as BHs can grow and convert exoplanets into subsolar-sized BHs.
Additionally, the formed BH at larger DM masses is light enough to evaporate and vanish due to Hawking radiation, which
predominantly emits high-energy particles.

We adopted a simplified model for the structure of exoplanets and demonstrated that their diversity in mass and location
enables them to probe a broader DM parameter space not yet excluded by terrestrial experiments. We tested the sensitivity of the
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bounds to the parameters chosen for exoplanet modeling, including variations in their interior density and temperature profiles,
as well as the location and mass of the exoplanets. Additionally, we studied four types of DM models: fermionic vs. bosonic,
and with vs. without a coherent effect in the scattering cross section. We showed that, in parameter spaces not excluded by
existing bounds, it remains possible for a BH to form within time scales as short as ten months. This implies that, over the
lifetime of an exoplanet, a BH could form multiple times.

This work can be extended in four directions in future studies. Firstly, we did not consider self-scattering in this analysis.
Since self-scattering is highly effective in kinetic energy loss, we expect changes in the bounds for larger DM masses, where
scattering with baryonic matter becomes inefficient. Secondly, smaller BHs in the upper range of the bounds evaporate into
highly energetic particles. While photons are more likely to decay within exoplanets, the resulting electron-positron pairs may
escape, and investigating the phenomenology of such radiation requires a dedicated study. Thirdly, the multiple occurrences of
BH formation within exoplanets could have intriguing consequences. For example, if each BH remains stable, exoplanets may
continuously radiate particles. Lastly, the exoplanetary probe can be refined with improved modeling of the internal structure
of planets. For instance, the temperature profile alters DM drifting and BH formation time scales, while the density profile
determines the capture rates. Additionally, changes in the temperature profile affect the fusion processes that shape the planet’s
chemical composition, potentially influencing the spin-independent scattering rate.
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Appendix A: Dark Matter Velocity Distribution

In this appendix, we explain the details of the DM halo parameters and the model for the distribution of luminous matter used
in our velocity calculations. Following [[146], we adopt the NFW density profile for the Milky Way DM halo [[128],

_ ps
Px (7") - (T/T‘s) (1 I T/Ts)z’ (Al)

with the scale radius 7 = 20.2 kpc, the characteristic density ps = 0.29 GeV cm ™3, the virial radius of Rgoo = 191.9kpc, and
the total mass up to Rago equal to 1.15 x 10*2 M. The gravitational potential of the NFW profile is

In(1+ r/rs)

T/Ts

Vi (r) = —=4nGrZps (A2)

We assume the central baryonic matter distribution in the Milky Way galaxy consists of a bulge, a thick disk, and a thin disk.
For the bulge, we assume the Hernquist model [[147],

MB ap
pp(r) = 52— (A3)
") 27 ¢ (r 4 ag)®
with the total mass of Mg = 2.1 x 10'° M, and ap = 1.3 kpc. The potential associated with the Hernquist profile is
GMp
VB(r) = ———. Ad
B(r) T an) (Ad)

For the thick disk and thin disk components of the Milky Way, we adopt the Miyamoto-Nagai model [148]], where the density in
cylindrical coordinates, defined by the radial distance r and height z, is

bQMDaDT +(aD+3\/m) (aD—F\/m)
o (24 (aD+¢W))ézz+bz)
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FIG. 6. Left: DM density profile of the Milky Way halo. Right: Velocity profiles for the circular velocity (blue), escape velocity (red), and 1D
velocity dispersion (brown). The DM component follows the NFW profile, and the luminous component includes a Hernquist model for the
bulge and Miyamoto-Nagai models for the thick and thin disks.

and the corresponding gravitational potential is

Vb (r,2) = — GMp (A6)

-
2\ 2
<r2 + (aD +/22+ b%) )
For the thick disk, the total mass is Mp = 2.0 x 10! My, ap = 4.4kpc, and bp = 0.92kpc. For the thin disk, Mp =

5.9 x 101 Mg, ap = 3.9kpc, and bp = 0.31 kpc. In the end, the total gravitational potential of the Milky Way galaxy is given
by

Varw (7, 2) = Vi + Vi + Vg bick  yhin, (A7)

Using the adopted potential, we determine the velocity distribution of DM particles, with their circular velocity v,, 1D velocity
dispersion oy, and escape velocity vey, as functions of the distance from the Gdﬂ

2> _ , Waw (r,0)

u(r)? = r—— (A8)

ven(r)? = —2Vaw (,0), (A9)
2 1 ° ’ dVMw (7’/,0) ’

oy(r)® = 7px G /T py (1) — g dr’. (A10)

Fig. [6] depicts the Milky Way DM halo profile adopted for this work. The left panel shows the density profile. The right panel
displays the velocities, including the circular velocity (blue), galactic escape velocity (red), and 1D velocity dispersion (brown).

[1] S. Knapen, T. Lin, and K. M. Zurek, Light Dark Matter: Models and Constraints, Phys. Rev. D 96, 115021 (2017), arXiv:1709.07882
[hep-ph].

[2] K. M. Zurek, Dark Matter Candidates of a Very Low Mass, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 74, 287 (2024), jarXiv:2401.03025 [hep-ph].

[3] R. Essig et al., Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier: The landscape of low-threshold dark matter direct detection in the next decade, in
Snowmass 2021 (2022) jarXiv:2203.08297 [hep-ph].

5 Note that the DM velocity distributions is calculated assuming z = 0 for exoplanets located on the plane of the galactic disk. We checked that for z < 2 kpc,
the difference remains within 6% for vy, 0.9% for vep,, and 3% for o, at 7 = 8 kpc. At a distance of r = 1 kpc, the difference is below 4.5% for vy, 3.8%
for vep,, and 8.3% for o .


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.115021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.07882
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.07882
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-101918-023542
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.03025
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.08297

17

[4] D. Carney et al., Snowmass2021 cosmic frontier white paper: Ultraheavy particle dark matter, SciPost Phys. Core 6, 075 (2023),
arX1v:2203.06508 [hep-ph].
[5] K. Griest and M. Kamionkowski, Unitarity Limits on the Mass and Radius of Dark Matter Particles, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 615 (1990).
[6] A. Berlin, D. Hooper, and G. Krnjaic, Thermal Dark Matter From A Highly Decoupled Sector, |[Phys. Rev. D 94, 095019 (2016),
arX1v:1609.02555 [hep-ph].
[7] H. Kim and E. Kuflik, Superheavy Thermal Dark Matter, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 191801 (2019), arXiv:1906.00981 [hep-ph].
[8] A. Berlin, WIMPs with GUTs: Dark Matter Coannihilation with a Lighter Species, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 121801 (2017),
arXiv:1704.08256 [hep-ph]
[9] E.D. Kramer, E. Kuflik, N. Levi, N. J. Outmezguine, and J. T. Ruderman, Heavy Thermal Dark Matter from a New Collision Mechanism,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 081802 (2021), |arXiv:2003.04900 [hep-ph].
[10] R. Frumkin, E. Kuflik, I. Lavie, and T. Silverwater, Roadmap to Thermal Dark Matter beyond the Weakly Interacting Dark Matter
Unitarity Bound, Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, 171001 (2023), arXiv:2207.01635 [hep-ph].
[11] D. Chway, T. H. Jung, and C. S. Shin, Dark matter filtering-out effect during a first-order phase transition, Phys. Rev. D 101, 095019
(2020), arXiv:1912.04238 [hep-ph].
[12] M. J. Baker, J. Kopp, and A. J. Long, Filtered Dark Matter at a First Order Phase Transition, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 151102 (2020),
arXiv:1912.02830 [hep-ph]
[13] P. Asadi, E. D. Kramer, E. Kuflik, G. W. Ridgway, T. R. Slatyer, and J. Smirnov, Accidentally Asymmetric Dark Matter, Phys. Rev. Lett.
127, 211101 (2021), jarXiv:2103.09822 [hep-ph].
[14] O. Lennon, J. March-Russell, R. Petrossian-Byrne, and H. Tillim, Black Hole Genesis of Dark Matter, JCAP 04, 009, jarXiv:1712.07664
[hep-ph].
[15] L. Morrison, S. Profumo, and Y. Yu, Melanopogenesis: Dark Matter of (almost) any Mass and Baryonic Matter from the Evaporation
of Primordial Black Holes weighing a Ton (or less), JCAP 05, 005, arXiv:1812.10606 [astro-ph.CO].
[16] D. Hooper, G. Krnjaic, and S. D. McDermott, Dark Radiation and Superheavy Dark Matter from Black Hole Domination, JHEP 08,
001}, arXiv:1905.01301 [hep-ph].
[17] T. C. Gehrman, B. Shams Es Haghi, K. Sinha, and T. Xu, Recycled dark matter, JCAP 03, 044, jarXiv:2310.08526 [hep-ph].
[18] I. Goldman and S. Nussinov, Weakly Interacting Massive Particles and Neutron Stars, Phys. Rev. D 40, 3221 (1989).
[19] A. Gould, B. T. Draine, R. W. Romani, and S. Nussinov, Neutron Stars: Graveyard of Charged Dark Matter, Phys. Lett. B 238, 337
(1990).
[20] C. Kouvaris, WIMP Annihilation and Cooling of Neutron Stars, Phys. Rev. D 77, 023006 (2008), arXiv:0708.2362 [astro-ph].
[21] S. D. McDermott, H.-B. Yu, and K. M. Zurek, Constraints on Scalar Asymmetric Dark Matter from Black Hole Formation in Neutron
Stars, [Phys. Rev. D 85, 023519 (2012), jarXiv:1103.5472 [hep-ph].
[22] N. F. Bell, A. Melatos, and K. Petraki, Realistic neutron star constraints on bosonic asymmetric dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 87, 123507
(2013), larXiv:1301.6811 [hep-ph].
[23] J. Bramante, T. Linden, and Y.-D. Tsai, Searching for dark matter with neutron star mergers and quiet kilonovae, Phys. Rev. D 97,
055016 (2018), larXiv:1706.00001 [hep-ph].
[24] M. Baryakhtar, J. Bramante, S. W. Li, T. Linden, and N. Raj, Dark Kinetic Heating of Neutron Stars and An Infrared Window On
WIMPs, SIMPs, and Pure Higgsinos, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 131801 (2017), larXiv:1704.01577 [hep-ph].
[25] N. Raj, P. Tanedo, and H.-B. Yu, Neutron stars at the dark matter direct detection frontier, Phys. Rev. D 97, 043006 (2018),
arXiv:1707.09442 [hep-ph].
[26] N.F. Bell, G. Busoni, and S. Robles, Heating up Neutron Stars with Inelastic Dark Matter, JCAP 09, 018, jarXiv:1807.02840 [hep-ph].
[27] J. F. Acevedo, J. Bramante, R. K. Leane, and N. Raj, Warming Nuclear Pasta with Dark Matter: Kinetic and Annihilation Heating of
Neutron Star Crusts, JCAP 03, 038, larXiv:1911.06334 [hep-ph].
[28] A.Joglekar, N. Raj, P. Tanedo, and H.-B. Yu, Relativistic capture of dark matter by electrons in neutron stars, Phys. Lett. B 809, 135767
(2020), arXiv:1911.13293 [hep-ph].
[29] N. F. Bell, G. Busoni, and S. Robles, Capture of Leptophilic Dark Matter in Neutron Stars, JCAP 06, 054, arXiv:1904.09803 [hep-ph].
[30] N. F. Bell, G. Busoni, T. F. Motta, S. Robles, A. W. Thomas, and M. Virgato, Nucleon Structure and Strong Interactions in Dark Matter
Capture in Neutron Stars, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 111803 (2021), arXiv:2012.08918 [hep-ph].
[31] N. F. Bell, G. Busoni, S. Robles, and M. Virgato, Improved Treatment of Dark Matter Capture in Neutron Stars II: Leptonic Targets,
JCAP 03, 086, arXiv:2010.13257 [hep-ph].
[32] N. F. Bell, G. Busoni, S. Robles, and M. Virgato, Improved Treatment of Dark Matter Capture in Neutron Stars, JCAP 09, 028,
arXiv:2004.14888 [hep-ph].
[33] A. Joglekar, N. Raj, P. Tanedo, and H.-B. Yu, Dark kinetic heating of neutron stars from contact interactions with relativistic targets,
Phys. Rev. D 102, 123002 (2020), arXiv:2004.09539 [hep-ph].
[34] F. Anzuini, N. F. Bell, G. Busoni, T. F. Motta, S. Robles, A. W. Thomas, and M. Virgato, Improved treatment of dark matter capture in
neutron stars III: nucleon and exotic targets, JCAP 11 (11), 056, arXiv:2108.02525 [hep-ph].
[35] A.G. Abac, C. C. Bernido, and J. P. H. Esguerra, Stability of neutron stars with dark matter core using three crustal types and the impact
on mass—radius relations, Phys. Dark Univ. 40, 101185 (2023), arXiv:2104.04969 [nucl-th].
[36] R. K. Leane, T. Linden, P. Mukhopadhyay, and N. Toro, Celestial-Body Focused Dark Matter Annihilation Throughout the Galaxy,
Phys. Rev. D 103, 075030 (2021), arXiv:2101.12213 [astro-ph.HE].
[37] G. Alvarez, A. Joglekar, M. Phoroutan-Mehr, and H.-B. Yu, Heating neutron stars with inelastic dark matter and relativistic targets,
Phys. Rev. D 107, 103024 (2023), arXiv:2301.08767 [hep-ph].
[38] N. F. Bell, G. Busoni, S. Robles, and M. Virgato, Thermalization and annihilation of dark matter in neutron stars, JCAP 04, 006,
arX1v:2312.11892 [hep-ph].
[39] J. F. Acevedo, J. Bramante, Q. Liu, and N. Tyagi, Neutrino and Gamma-Ray Signatures of Inelastic Dark Matter Annihilating outside


https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysCore.6.4.075
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.06508
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.615
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.095019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.02555
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.191801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.00981
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.121801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.08256
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.081802
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.04900
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.171001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.01635
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.095019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.095019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.04238
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.151102
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.02830
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.211101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.211101
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.09822
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/04/009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.07664
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.07664
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/05/005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.10606
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)001
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.01301
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/03/044
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.08526
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.40.3221
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(90)91745-W
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(90)91745-W
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.023006
https://arxiv.org/abs/0708.2362
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.023519
https://arxiv.org/abs/1103.5472
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.123507
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.123507
https://arxiv.org/abs/1301.6811
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.055016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.055016
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.00001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.131801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.01577
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.043006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.09442
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/09/018
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.02840
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/03/038
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.06334
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135767
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135767
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.13293
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/06/054
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.09803
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.111803
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.08918
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/03/086
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.13257
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/09/028
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.14888
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.123002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.09539
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/11/056
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.02525
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2023.101185
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.04969
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.075030
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.12213
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.103024
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.08767
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/04/006
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.11892

18

Neutron Stars, (2024), arXiv:2404.10039 [hep-ph].

[40] U. Basumatary, N. Raj, and A. Ray, Beyond Hawking evaporation of black holes formed by dark matter in compact stars, (2024),
arXiv:2410.22702 [hep-ph].

[41] M. McCullough and M. Fairbairn, Capture of Inelastic Dark Matter in White Dwarves, Phys. Rev. D 81, 083520 (2010), arXiv:1001.2737
[hep-ph].

[42] P. W. Graham, R. Janish, V. Narayan, S. Rajendran, and P. Riggins, White Dwarfs as Dark Matter Detectors, Phys. Rev. D 98, 115027
(2018), arXiv:1805.07381 [hep-ph].

[43] J. F. Acevedo and J. Bramante, Supernovae Sparked By Dark Matter in White Dwarfs, Phys. Rev. D 100, 043020 (2019),
arXiv:1904.11993 [hep-ph].

[44] B. Dasgupta, A. Gupta, and A. Ray, Dark matter capture in celestial objects: Improved treatment of multiple scattering and updated
constraints from white dwarfs, JCAP 08, 018, jarXiv:1906.04204 [hep-ph].

[45] N. E Bell, G. Busoni, M. E. Ramirez-Quezada, S. Robles, and M. Virgato, Improved treatment of dark matter capture in white dwarfs,
JCAP 10, 083, jarXiv:2104.14367 [hep-ph].

[46] M. E. Ramirez-Quezada, Constraining dark matter interactions mediated by a light scalar with white dwarfs, Phys. Rev. D 107, 083022
(2023), arXiv:2212.09785 [hep-ph].

[47] J. E. Acevedo, R. K. Leane, and L. Santos-Olmsted, Milky Way white dwarfs as sub-GeV to multi-TeV dark matter detectors, JCAP 03,
042, larXiv:2309.10843 [hep-ph].

[48] J.-S. Niu and H.-F. Xue, Possible Dark Matter Signals from White Dwarfs, (2024), arXiv:2401.04931 [hep-ph].

[49] N. F. Bell, G. Busoni, S. Robles, and M. Virgato, Heavy dark matter in white dwarfs: multiple-scattering capture and thermalization,
JCAP 07, 051, jarXiv:2404.16272 [hep-ph].

[50] A. Bottino, G. Fiorentini, N. Fornengo, B. Ricci, S. Scopel, and F. L. Villante, Does solar physics provide constraints to weakly
interacting massive particles?, Phys. Rev. D 66, 053005 (2002), arXiv:hep-ph/0206211.

[51] N. Bernal, J. Martin-Albo, and S. Palomares-Ruiz, A novel way of constraining WIMPs annihilations in the Sun: MeV neutrinos, JCAP!
08, 011, arXiv:1208.0834 [hep-ph].

[52] J. Chen, Z.-L. Liang, Y.-L. Wu, and Y.-F. Zhou, Long-range self-interacting dark matter in the Sun, JCAP 12, 021, |arXiv:1505.04031
[hep-ph].

[53] J. L. Feng, J. Smolinsky, and P. Tanedo, Detecting dark matter through dark photons from the Sun: Charged particle signatures, Phys.
Rev. D 93, 115036 (2016), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 96, 099903 (2017)], arXiv:1602.01465 [hep-ph].

[54] M. Lucente, C. Arina, M. Backovi¢, and J. Heisig, Probing Dark Matter Long-lived Mediators with Solar  rays, PoS EPS-HEP2017,
628 (2017), |arXiv:1710.03947 [hep-ph].

[55] C. Arina, M. Backovi¢, J. Heisig, and M. Lucente, Solar «y rays as a complementary probe of dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 96, 063010
(2017), arXiv:1703.08087 [astro-ph.HE].

[56] R. K. Leane, K. C. Y. Ng, and J. F. Beacom, Powerful Solar Signatures of Long-Lived Dark Mediators, Phys. Rev. D 95, 123016 (2017),
arXiv:1703.04629 [astro-ph.HE].

[57] C. Niblaeus, A. Beniwal, and J. Edsjo, Neutrinos and gamma rays from long-lived mediator decays in the Sun, JCAP 11, 011}
arXiv:1903.11363 [astro-ph.HE].

[58] A. Cuoco, P. De La Torre Luque, F. Gargano, M. Gustafsson, F. Loparco, M. N. Mazziotta, and D. Serini, A search for dark
matter cosmic-ray electrons and positrons from the Sun with the Fermi Large Area Telescope, Phys. Rev. D 101, 022002 (2020),
arXiv:1912.09373 [astro-ph.HE].

[59] A. Nuiiez Castifieyra, E. Nezri, and V. Bertin, Dark matter capture by the Sun: revisiting velocity distribution uncertainties, JCAP 12,
043} larXiv:1906.11674 [astro-ph.GA ],

[60] M. N. Mazziotta, F. Loparco, D. Serini, A. Cuoco, P. De La Torre Luque, F. Gargano, and M. Gustafsson, Search for dark mat-
ter signatures in the gamma-ray emission towards the Sun with the Fermi Large Area Telescope, Phys. Rev. D 102, 022003 (2020),
arXiv:2006.04114 [astro-ph.HE].

[61] N. E Bell, J. B. Dent, and I. W. Sanderson, Solar gamma ray constraints on dark matter annihilation to secluded mediators, |Phys. Rev.
D 104, 023024 (2021), |arXiv:2103.16794 [hep-ph].

[62] A. A. Abud et al. (DUNE), Searching for solar KDAR with DUNE, JCAP 10, 065, |arXiv:2107.09109 [hep-ex].

[63] A. Ray, Celestial objects as strongly-interacting nonannihilating dark matter detectors, Phys. Rev. D 107, 083012 (2023),
arXiv:2301.03625 [hep-ph]

[64] X. Chu, R. Garani, C. Garcia-Cely, and T. Hambye, Dark matter bound-state formation in the Sun, (2024), arXiv:2402.18535 [hep-ph].

[65] G.D.Mack, J. F. Beacom, and G. Bertone, Towards Closing the Window on Strongly Interacting Dark Matter: Far-Reaching Constraints
from Earth’s Heat Flow, Phys. Rev. D 76, 043523 (2007), arXiv:0705.4298 [astro-ph].

[66] B. Chauhan and S. Mohanty, Constraints on leptophilic light dark matter from internal heat flux of Earth, Phys. Rev. D 94, 035024
(2016), arXiv:1603.06350 [hep-ph].

[67] J. F. Acevedo, J. Bramante, A. Goodman, J. Kopp, and T. Opferkuch, Dark Matter, Destroyer of Worlds: Neutrino, Thermal, and
Existential Signatures from Black Holes in the Sun and Earth, JCAP 04, 026, jarXiv:2012.09176 [hep-ph].

[68] R. Garani and P. Tinyakov, Constraints on Dark Matter from the Moon, Phys. Lett. B 804, 135403 (2020), arXiv:1912.00443 [hep-ph].

[69] M. H. Chan and C. M. Lee, Constraining the spin-independent elastic scattering cross section of dark matter using the Moon as a
detection target and the background neutrino data, Phys. Rev. D 102, 023024 (2020), arXiv:2007.01589 [astro-ph.HE].

[70] M. Kawasaki, H. Murayama, and T. Yanagida, Can the strongly interacting dark matter be a heating source of Jupiter?, Prog. Theor.
Phys. 87, 685 (1992).

[71] S. Mitra, Uranus’ anomalously low excess heat constrains strongly interacting dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 70, 103517 (2004 ), jarXiv:astro-
ph/0408341.

[72] S. L. Adler, Planet-bound dark matter and the internal heat of Uranus, Neptune, and hot-Jupiter exoplanets, Phys. Lett. B 671, 203


https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.10039
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.22702
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.083520
https://arxiv.org/abs/1001.2737
https://arxiv.org/abs/1001.2737
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.115027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.115027
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.07381
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.043020
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.11993
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/08/018
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.04204
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/10/083
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.14367
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.083022
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.083022
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.09785
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/03/042
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/03/042
https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.10843
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.04931
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/07/051
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.16272
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.053005
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0206211
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/08/011
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/08/011
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.0834
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/12/021
https://arxiv.org/abs/1505.04031
https://arxiv.org/abs/1505.04031
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.115036
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.115036
https://arxiv.org/abs/1602.01465
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.314.0628
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.314.0628
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.03947
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.063010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.063010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.08087
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.123016
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.04629
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/11/011
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.11363
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.022002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.09373
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/12/043
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/12/043
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.11674
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.022003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.04114
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.023024
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.023024
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.16794
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/10/065
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.09109
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.083012
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.03625
https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.18535
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.043523
https://arxiv.org/abs/0705.4298
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.035024
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.035024
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.06350
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/04/026
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.09176
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135403
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.00443
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.023024
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.01589
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.87.685
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.87.685
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.103517
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0408341
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0408341
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.12.023

19

(2009),, larXiv:0808.2823 [astro-ph].

[73] J. Bramante, A. Buchanan, A. Goodman, and E. Lodhi, Terrestrial and Martian Heat Flow Limits on Dark Matter, Phys. Rev. D 101,
043001 (2020), arXiv:1909.11683 [hep-ph].

[74] J. Bramante, J. Kumar, G. Mohlabeng, N. Raj, and N. Song, Light dark matter accumulating in planets: Nuclear scattering, |Phys. Rev.
D 108, 063022 (2023), jarXiv:2210.01812 [hep-ph].

[75] C. Blanco and R. K. Leane, Search for Dark Matter Ionization on the Night Side of Jupiter with Cassini, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 261002
(2024), arXiv:2312.06758 [hep-ph].

[76] C. Blanco, R. K. Leane, M. Moore, and J. Tong, Search for Dark Matter Induced Airglow in Planetary Atmospheres, (2024),
arXiv:2408.15318 [hep-ph].

[77] M. Benito, K. Karchev, R. K. Leane, S. Pdder, J. Smirnov, and R. Trotta, Dark Matter halo parameters from overheated exoplanets via
Bayesian hierarchical inference, JCAP 07, 038, arXiv:2405.09578 [astro-ph.IM],

[78] J. F. Acevedo, R. K. Leane, and A. J. Reilly, Dark Kinetic Heating of Exoplanets and Brown Dwarfs, (2024), larXiv:2405.02393
[hep-ph],

[79] S. Robles and S. A. Meighen-Berger, Extending the Dark Matter Reach of Water Cherenkov Detectors using Jupiter, (2024),
arXiv:2411.04435 [hep-ph].

[80] R. L. Akeson, X. Chen, D. Ciardi, M. Crane, J. Good, M. Harbut, E. Jackson, S. R. Kane, A. C. Laity, S. Leifer, M. Lynn, D. L. McElroy,
M. Papin, P. Plavchan, S. V. Ramirez, R. Rey, K. von Braun, M. Wittman, M. Abajian, B. Ali, C. Beichman, A. Beekley, G. B. Berriman,
S. Berukoff, G. Bryden, B. Chan, S. Groom, C. Lau, A. N. Payne, M. Regelson, M. Saucedo, M. Schmitz, J. Stauffer, P. Wyatt, and
A. Zhang, The NASA Exoplanet Archive: Data and Tools for Exoplanet Research, Publications of the Astronomical Society of the
Pacific 125, 989 (2013), arXiv:1307.2944 [astro-ph.IM].

[81] A. Cassan, D. Kubas, J. P. Beaulieu, M. Dominik, K. Horne, J. Greenhill, J. Wambsganss, J. Menzies, A. Williams, U. G. Jgrgensen,
A. Udalski, D. P. Bennett, M. D. Albrow, V. Batista, S. Brillant, J. A. R. Caldwell, A. Cole, C. Coutures, K. H. Cook, S. Dieters,
D. Dominis Prester, J. Donatowicz, P. Fouqué, K. Hill, N. Kains, S. Kane, J. B. Marquette, R. Martin, K. R. Pollard, K. C. Sahu,
C. Vinter, D. Warren, B. Watson, M. Zub, T. Sumi, M. K. Szymanski, M. Kubiak, R. Poleski, I. Soszynski, K. Ulaczyk, G. Pietrzyriski,
and L.. Wyrzykowski, One or more bound planets per Milky Way star from microlensing observations, Nature (London) 481, 167 (2012),
arXiv:1202.0903 [astro-ph.EP].

[82] K. C. Sahu et al., Transiting extrasolar planetary candidates in the Galactic bulge, Nature 443, 534 (2006)| jarXiv:astro-ph/0610098|

[83] J. Janczak, A. Fukui, S. Dong, L. A. G. Monard, S. Koztowski, A. Gould, J. P. Beaulieu, D. Kubas, J. B. Marquette, T. Sumi, I. A. Bond,
D. P. Bennett, F. Abe, K. Furusawa, J. B. Hearnshaw, S. Hosaka, Y. Itow, K. Kamiya, A. V. Korpela, P. M. Kilmartin, W. Lin, C. H.
Ling, S. Makita, K. Masuda, Y. Matsubara, N. Miyake, Y. Muraki, M. Nagaya, T. Nagayama, K. Nishimoto, K. Ohnishi, Y. C. Perrott,
N. J. Rattenbury, T. Sako, T. Saito, L. Skuljan, D. J. Sullivan, W. L. Sweatman, P. J. Tristram, P. C. M. Yock, MOA Collaboration,
J. H. An, G. W. Christie, S.-J. Chung, D. L. DePoy, B. S. Gaudi, C. Han, C. U. Lee, F. Mallia, T. Natusch, B. G. Park, R. W. Pogge,
pFUN Collaboration, T. Anguita, S. Calchi Novati, M. Dominik, U. G. Jgrgensen, G. Masi, M. Mathiasen, MiNDSTEp Collaboration,
V. Batista, S. Brillant, A. Cassan, A. Cole, E. Corrales, C. Coutures, S. Dieters, P. Fouqué, J. Greenhill, and PLANET Collaboration, Sub-
Saturn Planet MOA-2008-BLG-310Lb: Likely to be in the Galactic Bulge, The Astrophysical Journal 711, 731 (2010), arXiv:0908.0529
[astro-ph.EP].

[84] T. Sumi, N. Koshimoto, D. P. Bennett, N. J. Rattenbury, F. Abe, R. Barry, A. Bhattacharya, I. A. Bond, H. Fujii, A. Fukui, R. Hamada,
Y. Hirao, S. I. Silva, Y. Itow, R. Kirikawa, I. Kondo, Y. Matsubara, S. Miyazaki, Y. Muraki, G. Olmschenk, C. Ranc, Y. Satoh, D. Suzuki,
M. Tomoyoshi, P. J. Tristram, A. Vandorou, H. Yama, and K. Yamashita, Free-floating Planet Mass Function from MOA-II 9 yr Survey
toward the Galactic Bulge, The Astronomical Journal 166, 108 (2023), arXiv:2303.08280 [astro-ph.EP].

[85] D. Spergel et al., Wide-Field InfrarRed Survey Telescope-Astrophysics Focused Telescope Assets WFIRST-AFTA 2015 Report, (2015),
arXiv:1503.03757 [astro-ph.IM],

[86] NASA, Habitable Worlds Observatory|(2024), [Accessed: October 3, 2024].

[87] R. K. Leane and J. Smirnov, Exoplanets as Sub-GeV Dark Matter Detectors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 161101 (2021), jarXiv:2010.00015
[hep-ph].

[88] D. Croon and J. Smirnov, Dark matter (h)eats young planets, JCAP 11, 046, arXiv:2309.02495 [hep-ph].

[89] H. Banks, S. Beram, R. Reid, and A. C. Vincent, Simulation of thermal conduction by asymmetric dark matter in realistic stars and
planets, (2024), arXiv:2412.14342 [hep-ph].

[90] M. S. Marley and J. J. Fortney, Chapter 33 - interiors of the giant planets, in Encyclopedia of the Solar System (Third Edition), edited by
T. Spohn, D. Breuer, and T. V. Johnson (Elsevier, Boston, 2014) third edition ed., pp. 743-758.

[91] F. Debras and G. Chabrier, New Models of Jupiter in the Context of Juno and Galileo, The Astrophysical Journal 872, 100 (2019),
arXiv:1901.05697 [astro-ph.EP].

[92] S. Mazevet, A. Licari, and F. Soubiran, Benchmarking the ab initio hydrogen equation of state for the interior structure of Jupiter,
Astronomy & Astrophysics 664, A112 (2022), arXiv:2012.09454 [astro-ph.EP].

[93] G. I. Kerley, Structures of the planets jupiter and saturn (2013), arXiv:1307.3094 [astro-ph.EP].

[94] M. French, A. Becker, W. Lorenzen, N. Nettelmann, M. Bethkenhagen, J. Wicht, and R. Redmer, Ab Initio Simulations for Material
Properties along the Jupiter Adiabat, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series 202, 5 (2012),

[95] S. P. Mitra, H. Sarkar, P. Sen, and A. B. Bhattacharya, Implementation of the system II transit point data for investigating the reduction
of the rotational speed of the planet Jupiter, SN Applied Sciences 1, https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-415845-0.00033-5/(2018).

[96] R. A. West, Chapter 32 - atmospheres of the giant planets, in Encyclopedia of the Solar System (Third Edition), edited by T. Spohn,
D. Breuer, and T. V. Johnson (Elsevier, Boston, 2014) third edition ed., pp. 723-742.

[97] D. Saumon, G. Chabrier, and H. M. van Horn, An Equation of State for Low-Mass Stars and Giant Planets, The Astrophysical Journal
Supplement Series 99, 713,

[98] L. Zeng, S. B. Jacobsen, D. D. Sasselov, and M. I. Petaev, EOS Manual, jarXiv e-prints , arXiv:2211.06518 (2022), jarXiv:2211.06518


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.12.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.12.023
https://arxiv.org/abs/0808.2823
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.043001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.043001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.11683
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.063022
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.063022
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.01812
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.261002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.261002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.06758
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.15318
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/07/038
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.09578
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.02393
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.02393
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.04435
https://doi.org/10.1086/672273
https://doi.org/10.1086/672273
https://arxiv.org/abs/1307.2944
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10684
https://arxiv.org/abs/1202.0903
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05158
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0610098
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/711/2/731
https://arxiv.org/abs/0908.0529
https://arxiv.org/abs/0908.0529
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ace688
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.08280
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.03757
https://science.nasa.gov/astrophysics/programs/habitable-worlds-observatory/
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.161101
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.00015
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.00015
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2024/11/046
https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.02495
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.14342
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s42452-018-0105-9
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaff65
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.05697
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201935764
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.09454
https://arxiv.org/abs/1307.3094
https://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/202/1/5
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-415845-0.00033-5
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-415845-0.00032-3
https://doi.org/10.1086/192204
https://doi.org/10.1086/192204
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2211.06518
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.06518

20

[astro-ph.EP].
[99] R. Tejada Arevalo, Y. Su, A. Sur, and A. Burrows, Equations of State, Thermodynamics, and Miscibility Curves for Jovian Planet and
Giant Exoplanet Evolutionary Models, arXiv e-prints , arXiv:2401.04172 (2024), jarXiv:2401.04172 [astro-ph.EP].

[100] B. Militzer and W. B. Hubbard, Ab Initio Equation of State for Hydrogen-Helium Mixtures with Recalibration of the Giant-planet
Mass-Radius Relation, The Astrophysical Journal 774, 148 (2013), |arXiv:1302.4691 [astro-ph.EP].

[101] S. Auddy, S. Basu, and S. R. Valluri, Analytic models of brown dwarfs and the substellar mass limit, Advances in Astronomy 2016,
1-15 (2016).

[102] G. Chabrier, 1. Baraffe, M. Phillips, and F. Debras, Impact of a new H/He equation of state on the evolution of massive brown dwarfs.
New determination of the hydrogen burning limit, Astronomy & Astrophysics 671, A119 (2023), arXiv:2212.07153 [astro-ph.SR].

[103] G. Chabrier, S. Mazevet, and F. Soubiran, A New Equation of State for Dense Hydrogen-Helium Mixtures, The Astrophysical Journal
872, 51 (2019), larXiv:1902.01852 [astro-ph.SR].

[104] G. Chabrier and F. Debras, A New Equation of State for Dense Hydrogen-Helium Mixtures. II. Taking into Account Hydrogen-Helium
Interactions, Astronomy & Astrophysics 917, 4 (2021), arXiv:2107.04434 [astro-ph.SR].

[105] The data is available at, https://perso.ens-1lyon.fr/gilles.chabrier/DirEOS/.

[106] O. Struve, Proposal for a project of high-precision stellar radial velocity work, The Observatory 72, 199 (1952).

[107] S. Seager, Exoplanets (2010).

[108] Gaia Collaboration, A. Vallenari, A. G. A. Brown, T. Prusti, J. H. J. de Bruijne, F. Arenou, C. Babusiaux, M. Biermann, O. L. Creevey,
C. Ducourant, D. W. Evans, L. Eyer, R. Guerra, A. Hutton, C. Jordi, S. A. Klioner, U. L. Lammers, L. Lindegren, X. Luri, F. Mignard,
C. Panem, D. Pourbaix, S. Randich, P. Sartoretti, C. Soubiran, P. Tanga, N. A. Walton, C. A. L. Bailer-Jones, U. Bastian, R. Drimmel,
F. Jansen, D. Katz, M. G. Lattanzi, F. van Leeuwen, J. Bakker, C. Cacciari, J. Castafieda, F. De Angeli, C. Fabricius, M. Foues-
neau, Y. Frémat, L. Galluccio, A. Guerrier, U. Heiter, E. Masana, R. Messineo, N. Mowlavi, C. Nicolas, K. Nienartowicz, F. Pailler,
P. Panuzzo, F. Riclet, W. Roux, G. M. Seabroke, R. Sordo, F. Thévenin, G. Gracia-Abril, J. Portell, D. Teyssier, M. Altmann, R. An-
drae, M. Audard, I. Bellas-Velidis, K. Benson, J. Berthier, R. Blomme, P. W. Burgess, D. Busonero, G. Busso, H. Cénovas, B. Carry,
A. Cellino, N. Cheek, G. Clementini, Y. Damerdji, M. Davidson, P. de Teodoro, M. Nufiez Campos, L. Delchambre, A. Dell’Oro,
P. Esquej, J. Fernandez-Herndndez, E. Fraile, D. Garabato, P. Garcia-Lario, E. Gosset, R. Haigron, J. L. Halbwachs, N. C. Hambly,
D. L. Harrison, J. Herndndez, D. Hestroffer, S. T. Hodgkin, B. Holl, K. JanBen, G. Jevardat de Fombelle, S. Jordan, A. Krone-Martins,
A. C. Lanzafame, W. Loffler, O. Marchal, P. M. Marrese, A. Moitinho, K. Muinonen, P. Osborne, E. Pancino, T. Pauwels, A. Recio-
Blanco, C. Reylé, M. Riello, L. Rimoldini, T. Roegiers, J. Rybizki, L. M. Sarro, C. Siopis, M. Smith, A. Sozzetti, E. Utrilla, M. van
Leeuwen, U. Abbas, P. Abrahém, A. Abreu Aramburu, C. Aerts, J. J. Aguado, M. Ajaj, F. Aldea-Montero, G. Altavilla, M. A. Alvarez,
J. Alves, F. Anders, R. I. Anderson, E. Anglada Varela, T. Antoja, D. Baines, S. G. Baker, L. Balaguer-Niiiez, E. Balbinot, Z. Balog,
C. Barache, D. Barbato, M. Barros, M. A. Barstow, S. Bartolomé, J. L. Bassilana, N. Bauchet, U. Becciani, M. Bellazzini, A. Berihuete,
M. Bernet, S. Bertone, L. Bianchi, A. Binnenfeld, S. Blanco-Cuaresma, A. Blazere, T. Boch, A. Bombrun, D. Bossini, S. Bouquillon,
A. Bragaglia, L. Bramante, E. Breedt, A. Bressan, N. Brouillet, E. Brugaletta, B. Bucciarelli, A. Burlacu, A. G. Butkevich, R. Buzzi,
E. Caffau, R. Cancelliere, T. Cantat-Gaudin, R. Carballo, T. Carlucci, M. 1. Carnerero, J. M. Carrasco, L. Casamiquela, M. Castellani,
A. Castro-Ginard, L. Chaoul, P. Charlot, L. Chemin, V. Chiaramida, A. Chiavassa, N. Chornay, G. Comoretto, G. Contursi, W. J. Cooper,
T. Cornez, S. Cowell, F. Crifo, M. Cropper, M. Crosta, C. Crowley, C. Dafonte, A. Dapergolas, M. David, P. David, P. de Laverny, F. De
Luise, and R. De March, Gaia Data Release 3. Summary of the content and survey properties, Astronomy & Astrophysics 674, Al
(2023), jarXiv:2208.00211 [astro-ph.GA].

[109] B. Holl, A. Sozzetti, J. Sahlmann, P. Giacobbe, D. Ségransan, N. Unger, J. B. Delisle, D. Barbato, M. G. Lattanzi, R. Morbidelli, and
D. Sosnowska, Gaia Data Release 3. Astrometric orbit determination with Markov chain Monte Carlo and genetic algorithms: Systems
with stellar, sub-stellar, and planetary mass companions, Astronomy & Astrophysics 674, A10 (2023)| |arXiv:2206.05439 [astro-ph.EP].

[110] M. Perryman, J. Hartman, G. A. Bakos, and L. Lindegren, Astrometric Exoplanet Detection with Gaia, The Astrophysical Journal 797,
14 (2014), |arXiv:1411.1173 [astro-ph.EP].

[111] G. R. Ricker, J. N. Winn, R. Vanderspek, D. W. Latham, G. A. Bakos, J. L. Bean, Z. K. Berta-Thompson, T. M. Brown, L. Buchhave,
N. R. Butler, R. P. Butler, W. J. Chaplin, D. Charbonneau, J. Christensen-Dalsgaard, M. Clampin, D. Deming, J. Doty, N. De Lee,
C. Dressing, E. W. Dunham, M. Endl, F. Fressin, J. Ge, T. Henning, M. J. Holman, A. W. Howard, S. Ida, J. M. Jenkins, G. Jernigan,
J. A. Johnson, L. Kaltenegger, N. Kawai, H. Kjeldsen, G. Laughlin, A. M. Levine, D. Lin, J. J. Lissauer, P. MacQueen, G. Marcy, P. R.
McCullough, T. D. Morton, N. Narita, M. Paegert, E. Palle, F. Pepe, J. Pepper, A. Quirrenbach, S. A. Rinehart, D. Sasselov, B. Sato,
S. Seager, A. Sozzetti, K. G. Stassun, P. Sullivan, A. Szentgyorgyi, G. Torres, S. Udry, and J. Villasenor, Transiting Exoplanet Survey
Satellite (TESS), Journal of Astronomical Telescopes, Instruments, and Systems 1, 014003 (2015).

[112] A. Panahi, S. Zucker, G. Clementini, M. Audard, A. Binnenfeld, F. Cusano, D. W. Evans, R. Gomel, B. Holl, I. Ilyin, G. J. de Fombelle,
T. Mazeh, N. Mowlavi, K. Nienartowicz, L. Rimoldini, S. Shahaf, and L. Eyer, The detection of transiting exoplanets by Gaia, Astron-
omy & Astrophysics 663, A101 (2022)} arXiv:2205.10197 [astro-ph.EP].

[113] R. F. Wilson, T. Barclay, B. P. Powell, J. Schlieder, C. Hedges, B. T. Montet, E. Quintana, I. Mcdonald, M. T. Penny, N. Espinoza, and
E. Kerins, Transiting Exoplanet Yields for the Roman Galactic Bulge Time Domain Survey Predicted from Pixel-level Simulations, The
Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series 269, 5 (2023), arXiv:2305.16204 [astro-ph.EP].

[114] A. Gould and A. Loeb, Discovering Planetary Systems through Gravitational Microlenses, The Astrophysical Journal 396, 104 (1992).

[115] B.S. Gaudi, Microlensing Surveys for Exoplanets, Annual Review of Astronomy and Astrophysics 50, 411 (2012).

[116] A. Udalski, M. K. Szymanski, and G. Szymariski, OGLE-IV: Fourth Phase of the Optical Gravitational Lensing Experiment, |Acta
Astronomica 65, 1 (2015), arXiv:1504.05966 [astro-ph.SR].

[117] L. Wyrzykowski, K. Kruszyniska, K. A. Rybicki, B. Holl, I. Lecceur-Taibi, N. Mowlavi, K. Nienartowicz, G. Jevardat de Fombelle,
L. Rimoldini, M. Audard, P. Garcia-Lario, P. Gavras, D. W. Evans, S. T. Hodgkin, and L. Eyer, Gaia Data Release 3. Microlensing
events from all over the sky, Astronomy & Astrophysics 674, A23 (2023), arXiv:2206.06121 [astro-ph.SR].

[118] A. R. Zentner, High-Energy Neutrinos From Dark Matter Particle Self-Capture Within the Sun, Phys. Rev. D 80, 063501 (2009),


https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.06518
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.06518
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2401.04172
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.04172
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/774/2/148
https://arxiv.org/abs/1302.4691
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/5743272
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/5743272
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202243832
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.07153
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaf99f
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaf99f
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.01852
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abfc48
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.04434
https://perso.ens-lyon.fr/gilles.chabrier/DirEOS/
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202243940
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202243940
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.00211
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202244161
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.05439
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/797/1/14
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/797/1/14
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.1173
https://doi.org/10.1117/1.JATIS.1.1.014003
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202243497
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202243497
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.10197
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/acf3df
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/acf3df
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.16204
https://doi.org/10.1086/171700
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-081811-125518
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1504.05966
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1504.05966
https://arxiv.org/abs/1504.05966
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202243756
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.06121
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.063501

21

arXiv:0907.3448 [astro-ph.HE].

[119] K. Griest and D. Seckel, Cosmic Asymmetry, Neutrinos and the Sun, Nucl. Phys. B 283, 681 (1987), [Erratum: Nucl.Phys.B 296,
1034-1036 (1988)].

[120] A. Gould, Weakly Interacting Massive Particle Distribution in and Evaporation from the Sun, The Astrophysical Journal 321, 560
(1987).

[121] A. Gould, Resonant Enhancements in WIMP Capture by the Earth, Astrophys. J. 321, 571 (1987).

[122] A. Gould, Cosmological density of WIMPs from solar and terrestrial annihilations, |Astrophys. J. 388, 338 (1992).

[123] 1. F. M. Albuquerque, L. Hui, and E. W. Kolb, High-energy neutrinos from superheavy dark matter annihilation, Phys. Rev. D 64, 083504
(2001), jarXiv:hep-ph/0009017.

[124] J. Bramante, A. Delgado, and A. Martin, Multiscatter stellar capture of dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 96, 063002 (2017), arXiv:1703.04043
[hep-ph].

[125] R. Garani and S. Palomares-Ruiz, Dark matter in the Sun: scattering off electrons vs nucleons, JCAP 05, 007, |arXiv:1702.02768 [hep-
ph].

[126] H. Kim and A. Lenoci, Gravitational focusing of wave dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 105, 063032 (2022), larXiv:2112.05718 [hep-ph].

[127] D. N. Spergel and W. H. Press, Effect of hypothetical, weakly interacting, massive particles on energy transport in the solar interior,
Astrophys. J. 294, 663 (1985).

[128] J. F. Navarro, C. S. Frenk, and S. D. M. White, A Universal density profile from hierarchical clustering, Astrophys. J. 490, 493 (1997),
arXiv:astro-ph/9611107.

[129] A. Gould, EVAPORATION OF WIMPs WITH ARBITRARY CROSS-SECTIONS, Astrophys. J. 356, 302 (1990).

[130] C. Kouvaris and P. Tinyakov, Constraining Asymmetric Dark Matter through observations of compact stars, Phys. Rev. D 83, 083512
(2011), larXiv:1012.2039 [astro-ph.HE].

[131] J. Faulkner and R. L. Gilliland, Weakly interacting, massive particles and the solar neutrino flux, Astrophys. J. 299, 994 (1985).

[132] M. I. Gresham and K. M. Zurek, Asymmetric Dark Stars and Neutron Star Stability, Phys. Rev. D 99, 083008 (2019), arXiv:1809.08254
[astro-ph.CO],

[133] H. Bondi and F. Hoyle, On the Mechanism of Accretion by Stars, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 104, 273 (1944).

[134] S. W. Hawking, Black hole explosions, Nature 248, 30 (1974).

[135] J. FE. Acevedo, J. Bramante, and A. Goodman, Old rocks, new limits: excavated ancient mica searches for dark matter, JCAP 11, 085,
arXiv:2105.06473 [hep-ph].

[136] A. Bhoonah, J. Bramante, B. Courtman, and N. Song, Etched plastic searches for dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 103, 103001 (2021),
arXiv:2012.13406 [hep-ph].

[137] A. Bhoonah, J. Bramante, F. Elahi, and S. Schon, Galactic Center gas clouds and novel bounds on ultralight dark photon, vector portal,
strongly interacting, composite, and super-heavy dark matter, Phys. Rev. D 100, 023001 (2019), |arXiv:1812.10919 [hep-ph].

[138] A. Bhoonah, J. Bramante, S. Schon, and N. Song, Detecting composite dark matter with long-range and contact interactions in gas
clouds, Phys. Rev. D 103, 123026 (2021), |arXiv:2010.07240 [hep-ph].

[139] V. Gluscevic and K. K. Boddy, Constraints on Scattering of keV-TeV Dark Matter with Protons in the Early Universe, Phys. Rev. Lett.
121, 081301 (2018)} jarXiv:1712.07133 [astro-ph.CO].

[140] A. L. Erickcek, P. J. Steinhardt, D. McCammon, and P. C. McGuire, Constraints on the Interactions between Dark Matter and Baryons
from the X-ray Quantum Calorimetry Experiment, Phys. Rev. D 76, 042007 (2007), arXiv:0704.0794 [astro-ph].

[141] Y. Bai, S. Lu, and N. Orlofsky, Dark exoplanets, Phys. Rev. D 108, 103026 (2023), arXiv:2303.12129 [astro-ph.EP].

[142] B. Bhalla, B. V. Lehmann, K. Sinha, and T. Xu, Dancing with invisible partners: Three-body exchanges with primordial black holes,
(2024), arXiv:2408.04697 [hep-ph].

[143] Z. Kaczmarek, P. McGill, S. E. Perkins, W. A. Dawson, M. Huston, M.-F. Ho, N. S. Abrams, and J. R. Lu, On Finding Black Holes in
Photometric Microlensing Surveys, (2024), arXiv:2410.14098 [astro-ph.SR].

[144] G. A. L. Coleman and W. DeRocco, Predicting the galactic population of free-floating planets from realistic initial conditions| (2025),
arXiv:2407.05992 [astro-ph.EP].

[145] S. Lee, On the propagation of extragalactic high-energy cosmic and gamma-rays, Phys. Rev. D 58, 043004 (1998), |arXiv:astro-
ph/9604098,

[146] A. Borukhovetskaya, J. F. Navarro, R. Errani, and A. Fattahi, Galactic tides and the Crater II dwarf spheroidal: a challenge to LCDM?,
Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 512, 5247 (2022), |arXiv:2112.01540 [astro-ph.GA].

[147] L. Hernquist, An Analytical Model for Spherical Galaxies and Bulges, Astrophys. J. 356, 359 (1990).

[148] M. Miyamoto and R. Nagai, Three-dimensional models for the distribution of mass in galaxies, Publ. Astron. Soc. Jap. 27, 533 (1975).


https://arxiv.org/abs/0907.3448
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(87)90293-8
https://doi.org/10.1086/165652
https://doi.org/10.1086/165652
https://doi.org/10.1086/165653
https://doi.org/10.1086/171156
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.083504
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.083504
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0009017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.063002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.04043
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.04043
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/05/007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.02768
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.02768
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.063032
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.05718
https://doi.org/10.1086/163336
https://doi.org/10.1086/304888
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9611107
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.083512
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.083512
https://arxiv.org/abs/1012.2039
https://doi.org/10.1086/163766
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.083008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.08254
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.08254
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/104.5.273
https://doi.org/10.1038/248030a0
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/11/085
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.06473
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.103001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.13406
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.023001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.10919
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.123026
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.07240
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.081301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.081301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.07133
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.042007
https://arxiv.org/abs/0704.0794
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.103026
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.12129
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.04697
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.14098
https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.05992
https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.05992
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.58.043004
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9604098
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9604098
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac653
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.01540
https://doi.org/10.1086/168845

	Probing Superheavy Dark Matter with Exoplanets
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Gaseous Planet Model and Observations
	Gas Planet Model
	Methods for Observing Exoplanets

	Dark Matter Capture in Exoplanets
	Black Hole Formation in Exoplanets
	Thermalization Time
	Drift Time
	Collapse Time
	Time Evolution after Black Hole Formation

	Results
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	Dark Matter Velocity Distribution
	References


