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Due to the dense environment, neutron stars (NSs) can serve as an ideal laboratory for studying
the interactions between dark matter (DM) and ordinary matter. In the process of DM capture,
deep inelastic scattering may dominate over elastic scattering, especially for the DM with a large
momentum transfer. In this work, we calculate DM-nucleon deep inelastic scattering via a vector
mediator and estimate its contribution to the capture rate. Using the surface temperature of the
NSs, we derive the exclusion limits for the DM-nucleon scattering cross section in the mass range,
1 GeV < mχ < 105 GeV. We find the bounds for DM with the mass ≳ 1 GeV can be changed
several times after including the deep inelastic scattering contribution.

I. INTRODUCTION

A plethora of astronomical observations and cosmo-
logical measurements indicate the existence of dark mat-
ter in the universe. In recent years, many laboratory
experiments have been dedicated to searching for well-
theoretically motivated dark matter candidates, such as
the Weakly Interacting Massive Particles (WIMPs) [1, 2].
However, the null conclusive results about the non-
gravitational interaction of DM pose a significant chal-
lenge for direct detection [3–5].

On the other hand, compact stars serve as unique ce-
lestial laboratories, offering an extreme environment to
investigate the interactions between dark matter (DM)
and Standard Model (SM) particles. As DM traverses
through a star, it will scatter with the stellar compo-
nents, leading to the capture and impacting stellar evolu-
tion [6–12]. The investigations of DM properties through
compact astrophysical objects have attracted increasing
interest (see e.g. [13–41]).

Notably, owing to the high density of nucleons within
neutron stars, the capture rate of DM is significantly in-
creased, which can result in substantial energy loss and
make DM become gravitationally bound to the star and
accumulate over time. Such processes may affect the
evolution of neutron stars; for instance, the accretion of
asymmetric DM onto a neutron star could trigger grav-
itational collapse into a black hole [42–53]. Addition-
ally, DM annihilation can heat neutron stars, maintain-
ing them at higher temperatures [17, 54].

DM kinetic heating of NSs has been proposed to con-
strain the scattering cross section of DM with ordinary
matters [55–63]. NSs older than a billion years are suffi-
ciently cold with temperatures∼ 100 K [55, 64, 65]. How-
ever, in the presence of DM, the interaction of DM with
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the NS constituent provides an additional heating mech-
anism by transferring kinetic energy to the NSs. This
kinetic heating could potentially raise the temperature
of the NSs near Earth to around ∼ 1000 K [55]. The
resulting radiation may be detectable by telescopes such
as the James Webb Space Telescope [66, 67], the Thirty
Meter Telescope [68], or the European Extremely Large
Telescope [55, 69].
Under the strong gravitational pull of the neutron star,

the halo DM can be accelerated to velocities close to the
speed of light during the capture process. Then, energetic
DM will transfer large energy and momentum to neutrons
in their scattering process. Therefore, it is essential to
consider the internal structure of the neutron and the
contribution of inelastic scattering to the capture rate.
In previous studies, the calculation of the DM-neutron
scattering cross-section primarily focused on elastic scat-
tering. Alternatively, the effects of inelastic scattering
were neglected because the elastic scattering was overes-
timated under the assumption of the first power of the
momentum-dependent dipole form factor [70]. In this
work, we investigate a simplified fermionic dark matter
(DM) model wherein the DM interacts with standard
model (SM) particles through the exchange of a dark pho-
ton. Concurrently, we will utilize a more accurate elec-
tromagnetic form factor of neutron measured by the ex-
periment to calculate the elastic scattering, subsequently
estimating the involvement of deep inelastic scattering in
DM capture. Our findings reveal that, for DM masses ex-
ceeding 1 GeV, the influence of inelastic scattering on the
DM capture rate closely approaches and even surpasses
that of elastic scattering, particularly in environments
characterized by heavier NSs.

II. DM-NEUTRON ELASTIC AND INELASTIC
SCATTERING

The halo of dark matter surrounding a neutron star
can undergo gravitational acceleration induced by the
neutron star, reaching a (semi-)relativistic state. Sub-

ar
X

iv
:2

40
8.

03
75

9v
2 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 1

0 
Se

p 
20

24

mailto:liangliangsu@njnu.edu.cn
mailto:leiwu@njnu.edu.cn
mailto:meiwenyang@njnu.edu.cn


2

sequently they will deposit most energy via single or
multi-scattering, leading to their entrapment within the
gravitational confines of the neutron star. This phe-
nomenon is commonly referred to as DM capture by
a neutron star. The energy deposition in this process
will heat the neutron star changing the surface temper-
ature of a neutron star, which can be observed by some
telescopes. In the calculation of DM capture, two sig-
nificant factors come into play: the equations of state
(EoS) characterizing neutron stars and the interactions
between DM and the materials constituting the neutron
star. For the former, this study employs benchmark neu-
tron star model utilizing the BrusselsMontreal function-
als Bsk24 [71, 72]. The accuracy and comprehensive-
ness of DM-neutron scattering are pivotal, especially con-
cerning the contribution of inelastic scattering involving
(semi-)relativistic heavier DM particles. To facilitate the
demonstration of the effects of inelastic scattering, our
focus is specifically directed towards DM with masses
ranging from 1 GeV to 105 GeV, corresponding to the
single scattering regime [55].

Firstly, in this section, we will reevaluate the DM-
neutron elastic scattering cross-section, incorporating ex-
perimentally derived electromagnetic form factors. Fur-
thermore, we will integrate DM-neutron deep inelastic
scattering into the calculation of the DM capture rate by
NS. We assume that DM couples with neutron via a dark
photon, and the corresponding Lagrangian is given by

Lint = gχχ̄γ
µχA′

µ +
∑
q

gq q̄γ
µqA′

µ, (1)

where χ, A′ and q denote the DM, dark photon, and
quarks, respectively. gχ and gq = Qqϵe are the coupling
constants of DM-dark photon and quarks-dark photon
vertex, which Qq is the charge number of quarks and ϵ is
the kinetic mixing between dark photon and photon. In
general, there is an interaction between the dark photon
mediator and the charged leptons. However, the contri-
bution of DM-leptons scattering to the capture rate and
then the dark heating is usually secondary [62, 63], and
will not have a significant impact on our main conclusion.
Therefore, in this work, we will only consider the primary
contribution of DM capture: DM-neutron scattering.

A. DM-nucleon elastic scattering

In the process of DM-nucleon scattering, when the
energy involved is insufficient to induce nucleon excita-
tion to higher energy states or fragmentation, the resul-
tant interaction is termed DM-nucleon elastic scatter-
ing. Notably, when the momentum transfer tends to-
ward zero, nucleons can be treated as point-like particles.
This would predict the absence of a DM-neutron interac-
tion. As the momentum transfer increases, the internal
structure of the nucleon becomes increasingly significant.
Thus, the DM-nucleon interaction current is not a sim-

ple superposition of DM-quarks interaction current but
rather depends on the electromagnetic form factors of
nucleon [73] like,

⟨N̄(pf )|q̄γµq|N(pi)⟩ =
∑
q

Cq
N N̄(pf )Γ

µN(pi), (2)

with

Γµ = γµF1(Q
2) +

i

2mN
σµνqνF2(Q

2), (3)

where pf/pi is the initial/final state nucleon momentum,
Q2 = −q2 and q2 is the square of the momentum transfer.
The coupling constant between nucleon (neutron or pro-
ton) and dark photon is defined as gN =

∑
q C

q
Ngq = ϵe.

The functions F1(Q
2) and F2(Q

2) represent the Dirac
and Pauli form factors respectively, encapsulating the
electric and magnetic structure of the nucleon. In pre-
vious works, F2(Q

2) has often been disregarded due to
its suppression at O(q/mN ) for lower momentum trans-
fers, and F1(Q

2) is adopted as the dipole form for both
neutron and proton. However, in this study, our focus
lies on high-energy DM-neutron scattering. Given the
potential for substantial momentum transfer inherent in
high-energy DM interactions, neglecting the Pauli form
factor becomes untenable. Furthermore, the dipole form
factor will break down as the momentum transfer ap-
proaches zero, as it would erroneously predict non-zero
DM-neutron interactions.

Therefore, in this work, we adopt more accurate Dirac
and Pauli form factors derived from experimental mea-
surements. These factors are then reformulated in terms
of the Sachs electric GE and magnetic form factors GM

for convenience, that is [74],

FN
1 (Q2) =

GN
E (Q2) + τGN

M (Q2)

1 + τ
,

FN
2 (Q2) =

GN
M (Q2)−GN

E (Q2)

1 + τ
,

(4)

where τ ≡ Q2/4m2
n. The electric form factors and their

measurement methods for neutrons and protons are dif-
ferent because of the variations in their charge distribu-
tions. Likewise, differences in their magnetic form fac-
tors arise from the distributions of their magnetic mo-
ments. For neutrons, the form factors are extracted from
electron-deuterium quasi-elastic scattering and here we
adopt the form of Ref. [75, 76]

Gn
M (Q2) ≡ µn

∑1
k=0 akτ

k

1 +
∑3

k=1 bkτ
k
,

Gn
E(Q

2) =
1.7τ

1 + 3.3τ
GD(Q2),

(5)

where µn = −1.913 is the magnetic moment of the neu-
tron. Other parameters are set as a0 = 1, a1 = 2.33,
b1 = 14.72, b2 = 24.2, b3 = 84.1, and experiments show
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that GD(Q2) can be fitted well with dipole form

GD(Q2) =
1(

1 +
Q2

Λ2

)2 , (6)

where Λ2 = 0.71 GeV2 is associated with the charge ra-
dius. It is noteworthy that the Dirac form factor of neu-
tron Fn

1 attains a value of zero precisely at Q2 = 0 for the
electromagnetic form factors of Eq. (5). This character-
istic aligns impeccably with the inherent “neutrality” of
the neutron, but it is not achievable for the dipole form
factor.

With the DM-neutron effective interaction in hands,
we can obtain the differential cross section of DM-neutron
elastic scattering, which is given by

dσ

dcosθ
=

1

16π

α(s)

2sα(s)− β2(s)
|M|2, (7)

with the amplitude squared

|M|2 =
4g2ng

2
χ

(Q2 +m2
A′)2

{[(s−m2
n −m2

χ)
2

− (s−m2
n −m2

χ)Q
2 −m2

nQ
2]
Gn2

E + τGn2
M

1 + τ

+ [
1

2
Q4 −m2

χQ
2]Gn2

M },

(8)

where α(s) = s − (m2
n + m2

χ) and β(s) =√
α2(s)− 4m2

nm
2
χ are the functions of the Mandelstam

variables (s, t, u), DM mass mχ, and neutron mass mn.
The scattering angle θ in the center of mass frame is re-
lated to the momentum transfer Q2.

To elucidate the impact of the form factor on DM-
nucleon scattering cross-sections, we present the differ-
ential cross-sections for DM-neutron/proton elastic scat-
tering with various form factors. In Fig. 1, the red solid
and dotted lines correspond to DM-neutron and proton
scattering utilizing our electromagnetic form factors, re-
spectively. Additionally, the black solid line depicts the
outcomes obtained from employing the first power of the
dipole form factor (|M|2 ∝ GD) as described in Eq.(3.5)
of Ref. [70]. However, it is imperative to note that the
standard squared amplitude should utilize the square of
the dipole form factor (|M|2 ∝ G2

D), represented by the
blue solid line. For proton scattering, all employed form
factors yield the correct point-like proton-DM differen-
tial scattering cross-sections. Conversely, for neutrons,
their “neutrality” at zero momentum transfer is only re-
flected in the case of the electromagnetic form factor.
Within the region of non-zero momentum transfer, the
DM-proton scattering cross-sections obtained using the
standard dipole form factor are closely five times lower
than those derived from the electromagnetic form factor,
and there are about two times difference for DM-neutron
scattering. This discrepancy arises from the underesti-
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proton (EM FF)

nucleon (G2
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Figure 1. Differential DM-nucleon elastic scattering cross
sections in rest frame of neutron as a function of momen-
tum transfer Q2 for various form factors: the electromag-
netic form factor(EM FF: red lines), the standard dipole form
factor (|M|2 ∝ G2

D, blue line), and the form of Ref. [70]
(|M|2 ∝ GD, black line), respectively. Here, we set the cou-
pling constant g2Ng2χ = 1.

mation of the contribution of the magnetic form factor
GM by using the standard dipole form factor. Moreover,
the utilization of the form factor presented in Ref. [70]
tends to overestimate the DM-neutron elastic scattering
cross-sections, thereby leading to the neglect of the con-
tribution of inelastic scattering in their work.

B. DM-nucleon Deep Inelastic Scattering

Indeed, as the transfer momentum of dark matter
(DM) scattering escalates (Q2 ≳ 1 GeV2), the uncer-
tainty principle (∆x∆p ≳ h) becomes pertinent. Conse-
quently, high-energy DM particles can function as high-
resolution probes, enabling the observation of the inter-
nal structure of neutrons. This phenomenon gives rise
to DM-neutron deep inelastic scattering, analogous to
electron-proton scattering.

Therefore, we can also use the parton model to calcu-
late the DM-neutron deep inelastic scattering, i.e., the
neutron is regarded as the aggregation of the spin-1/2
fermion point-like parton (also called quark). Assuming
the probability that the i-th quark carrying momentum
fraction ranges from xi to xi+dxi is fi(xi) that can be ab-
stracted from the nCTEQ15 profile in LHAPDF [77, 78],
we can gain the DM-neutron deep inelastic scattering
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Figure 2. Ratios of the elastic (EL: solid lines) and deep inelastic scattering (DIS: dashed lines) cross sections to the total
cross section (TOT = EL + DIS) as a function of the NS radius, for neutron targets in NS Bsk24-4. The light mediator
(mA′ = 0.1 GeV, blue lines) and heavy mediator (mA′ = 10 GeV, red lines) are used as benchmark points.

cross section as follows,

d2σ

d cos θdx
=

1

16π

α(ŝ)

2ŝα(ŝ)− β2(ŝ)

∑
i

fi(xi, Q
2)|M|2,

(9)
with the squared amplitude of DM-quark elastic scatter-
ing

|M|2 =
8g2nQ2

i g
2
χ

(Q2 +m2
A′)2

(
1

4
(ŝ−Q2 − x2

im
2
n −m2

χ)
2

+
1

4
(ŝ− x2

im
2
n −m2

χ)
2 − 1

2
Q2(x2

im
2
n +m2

χ)),

(10)

where the Mandelstam variables have been corrected to
ŝ = (1− xi)(m

2
χ − xim

2
n) + xis.

The contribution of DM-neutron deep inelastic scatter-
ing primarily depends on the momentum transfer from
DM to neutrons, a quantity contingent upon the ener-
gies of both the DM and neutrons. Considering that
the DM mass and the EoS of the neutron star can in-
fluence the energies of DM and neutrons at different po-
sitions within the neutron star, we examine the ratios
of DM-neutron elastic (EL: solid lines) and deep inelas-
tic scattering (DIS: dotted lines) cross sections to the
total cross section (TOT=EL+DIS) as functions of neu-
tron star radius for various DM and mediator masses
(red lines: mA′ = 10 GeV, blue lines: mA′ = 0.1 GeV),
as depicted in Fig. 2. It becomes evident that the ratio
of inelastic scattering decreases with increasing radius.
This phenomenon can be attributed to the neutron en-
ergy, which lies within the range [mn,mn + µF,n], where
µF,n denotes the chemical potential of neutrons. In our

analysis, we select the maximum value of neutron energy
as our benchmark point. It is worth noting that µF,n

decreases with increasing radius, as demonstrated in Fig.
1 of Ref. [72]. Consequently, the transfer momentum di-
minishes as the radius increases, and the significance of
inelastic scattering intensifies as the transfer momentum
escalates.

Furthermore, we observe that the contribution of DIS
for the case of a heavier mediator (mA′ = 10 GeV: red
lines) surpasses that of a lighter mediator (mA′ = 0.1
GeV: blue lines) for all DM masses. This phenomenon
arises from the momentum-dependent effect of the me-
diator, i.e., dσ ∝ 1/(Q2 + mA′)2. For a lighter medi-
ator, the DM-neutron elastic scattering cross-section is
enhanced by 1/Q4, given that the typical momentum
transfer of elastic scattering is smaller than that of deep
inelastic scattering. Conversely, for a heavier mediator,
this momentum-dependent enhancement diminishes, as
dσ ∝ 1/m4

A′ . Consequently, inelastic scattering becomes
significant for higher momentum transfers and heavier
mediator masses. As a result, within the inner regions of
the neutron star, where heavier mediators and DM can
transfer larger momentum to neutrons, the dominance of
DIS becomes apparent. For example, the ratio of DIS
to EL is approximately one order of magnitude larger
for heavier mediators, as depicted by the red lines in the
right panel of Fig. 2.
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III. CAPTURE RATE AND THE HEATING
EFFECT ON NEUTRON STAR

In this section, we aim to demonstrate how DM-
neutron interactions impact DM capture and the associ-
ated heating effects. In the Schwarzschild metric around
NS, the DM mass rate passing through the NS is given
by

Ṁχ = πb2maxuχρχ, (11)

with the maximum impact parameter

bmax =
R⋆

uχ

√
2GM⋆

R⋆
(1− 2GM⋆

R⋆
)−

1
2 = R⋆

vesc
uχ

γesc, (12)

where ρχ = 0.4 GeV/cm3, G, M⋆, and R⋆ are the DM
density around NS, the Newton’s constant, mass and
radius of NS, respectively. Under the assumption of
Maxwell-Boltzmann velocity distribution [72, 79], the av-
erage relative velocity between NS and DM, denoted as
uχ, can be computed as 330.51 km/s, considering an NS
velocity of v⋆ = 230 km/s and a DM velocity dispersion
of vd = 270 km/s. Subsequently, the DM velocity is ac-

celerated to vesc ≈
√

2GM⋆/R⋆ at the surface of NS, and
the corresponding boost factor is denoted as γesc.

The DM surrounding NS will undergo further gravi-
tational attraction, leading to its eventual fall into the
NS. During this process, the DM deposits its kinetic en-
ergy into the NS through DM-neutron scattering. This
mechanism provides an additional heating source for the
cooling of NS. The heating rate can be expressed as:

Ėk =
EsṀχ

mχ
f, (13)

where Es = mχ(γesc − 1) is the kinetic energy of DM
at the surface of NS, which can be almost completely
deposited into NS. And f is the fraction of DM capture
by NS

f = min[
C

C⋆
, 1], (14)

with the geometric limit of the capture rate C⋆ [80],

C⋆ =
πR2

⋆(1−B(R⋆))

v⋆B(R⋆)

ρχ
mχ

Erf(

√
3

2

v⋆
vd

), (15)

where B(r) is a function of the radius of the NS, repre-
senting the time component of the Schwarzschild met-
ric. This function can be obtained by solving the
Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations govern-
ing the structure of NS, and we adopt the results of the
Bsk24 neutron star model in this work. Furthermore, we
only consider the DM with masses ranging from 1 GeV
to 105 GeV. In this DM mass region, the suppression
factor of the Pauli blocking effect, γescmχvesc/pF,n, is

greater than 1 for a typical neutron Fermi momentum
pF,n = 0.4 GeV [55]. Additionally, the DM may be cap-
tured in a single scattering event. Therefore, the Pauli
blocking effect and multiple scattering can be neglected.
Then, the rate of DM capture by NS can be given by [72]

C =
4π

v⋆

ρχ
mχ

Erf(

√
3

2

v⋆
vd

)

∫ R⋆

0

r2
√
1−B(r)

B(r)
Ω−(r)dr,

(16)
with the interaction rate Ω−(r)

Ω−(r) =
1

4π2

∫
d cos θdEnds

nn(r)

nfree(r)

dσ

dcosθ

β(s)

α(s)

En

mχ

×

√
B(r)

1−B(r)
fFD(En, r),

(17)
where En is the initial neutron energy. We assume that
the neutron in NS obeys the Fermi-Dirac(FD) distribu-
tion fFD(En, r), which can be approximated as the step
function in the zero-temperature approximation for older
NSs. In the FD distribution,the realistic number den-
sity of neutrons nn(r) based on the EoS of NS needs

to be corrected by the ratio, nn(r)
nfree(r)

, where nfree(r) =

[µF,n(r)(2mn+µF,n(r))]
3/2

3π2 in the zero-temperature approxi-
mation.

100 101 102 103 104 105

mχ (GeV)
1032

1033

1034

1035

1036

1037

C
/
g

2 χ
g

2 n
[s
−

1
]

m ′
A = 10 GeV

CEL Bsk24− 4

CDIS

CEL Bsk24− 3

CDIS

Figure 3. The rate of DM capture by DM-neutron elastic
scattering (EL: solid lines) and deep inelastic scattering (DIS:
dotted lines) in Bsk24-3 (blue lines) and Bsk24-4 (red lines)
NS, where we consider a heavier mediator (mA′ = 10 GeV).

The DM-neutron deep inelastic scattering enhances
the DM-neutron interaction rate through the differen-
tial cross section dσ/d cos θ, thereby facilitating a greater
capture of DM by NS. Consequently, this leads to more
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pronounced temperature effects within the NS. For in-
stance, we demonstrate the DM capture rate induced by
DM-neutron elastic scattering (EL) and deep inelastic
scattering (DIS) via a heavier dark photon (mA′ = 10
GeV) for the Bsk24-3 and Bsk24-4 NS model in Fig. 3.
In the case of Bsk24-3 NS with a mass of 1.9 M⊙ (red
lines), we observe that the contribution of DIS (dotted
line) is nearly equivalent to that of EL (solid line) for DM
masses exceeding ∼ 10 GeV. Conversely, for Bsk24-4 NS
with a mass of 2.16 M⊙, there is a twofold difference be-
tween the contributions of EL and DIS. This discrepancy
arises from the ability of both heavier DM and NS to
transfer larger momentum to neutrons.

100 101 102 103 104 105

mχ (GeV)

10 47

10 46

10 45

σ
n
χ

[c
m

2
]

Ts = 1000 K

Bsk24− 4 Bsk24− 3

σEL
nχ

σTOT
nχ

σEL
nχ

σTOT
nχ

PandaX− 4T

XENONnT

Figure 4. The momentum-independent DM-neutron cross-
section σnχ corresponding to the heating sensitivity of DM
capture by NS, as a function of DM mass before (dotted lines)
and after (solid lines) including DM-neutron DIS for Bsk24-3
(orange lines) and Bsk24-4 NS (blue lines). Here we set the
surface black-body temperature and mediator mass as 1000
K and 10 GeV, respectively. Other bounds from PandaX-4T
(shade of light blue) [3], XENONnT (shade of light green) [5]
are shown.

For the young NS, the dark heating makes it difficult
to produce an observable signal. However, for old NS,
the luminosity of the heating effect from DM capture
will eventually balance with the luminosity of black-body
radiation (mainly photon emission), which can predict a
late-time surface temperature, i.e.,

Ts =

(
Ėk

4πσSBR2
⋆

)1/4

∼ O(103)f1/4 K (18)

where σSB is the Stefan-Boltzmann constant. The typi-
cal surface temperature of O(103) K provides a promis-
ing signal that may be observable by an infrared tele-
scope, particularly for NS with ages on the order of O(10)

Myr, where the black-body temperature is ≲ 103 K.
Furthermore, some Gyr NSs can cool down to temper-
atures as low as ∼ 100 K. Assuming an NS with a sur-
face black-body temperature of Ts = 1000 K is observ-
able, we can determine the corresponding momentum-
independent DM-neutron scattering cross section σnχ =
g2ng

2
χµ

2
n/(πm

′4
A) by solving Eq. 16 and Eq. 18, as de-

picted in Fig. 4. Consistent with the conclusions drawn
from Fig. 3, we observe that the contribution of DM-
neutron DIS in the Bsk24-4 NS (blue lines) exceeds that
of the Bsk24-3 NS (orange lines) for DM masses exceed-
ing O(1) GeV. Particularly, for DM masses ranging
from O(10) GeV to 105 GeV, the DM-neutron scatter-
ing cross-section can be constrained to 5 × 10−46 cm2

and 10−46 cm2 for 1000 K Bsk24-3 and Bsk24-4, respec-
tively. Additionally, lower NS surface temperatures and
heavier neutron stars impose stronger constraints on the
DM-neutron scattering cross-section.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The intricate environments of neutron stars offer an
exceptional laboratory for probing dark matter and ex-
ploring physics beyond the standard model. For instance,
the capture of dark matter by neutron stars presents an
effective method to detect dark matter, complementing
direct detection experiments. During the process of DM
capture, halo DM acquires significant energy from the
gravitational potential of neutron stars, resulting in sub-
stantial energy and momentum transfers in DM-neutron
scattering. This characteristic enables DM to serve as
a high-resolution probe, capable of probing the internal
structure of neutrons. In other words, for high kinetic
energy dark matter, the dominant mode of interaction
with neutrons is inelastic scattering rather than elastic
scattering. Therefore, in this work, we have calculated
the DM-neutron elastic scattering cross-section and deep
inelastic scattering to investigate the contribution of in-
elastic scattering to DM capture and heating effects. For
DM-neutron elastic scattering, we have employed experi-
mentally derived electromagnetic form factors, which ac-
count for the distribution of charge and magnetic mo-
ment of neutrons, thereby ensuring neutron neutrality at
zero momentum transfer. Finally, findings indicate that
the effect of inelastic scattering on DM capture in neu-
tron stars is most pronounced for heavier neutron stars,
where the gravitational fields are stronger and thus the
maximum transfer momentum is larger. For instance, in
heavy neutron stars such as Bsk24-4 NS, considering the
effect of inelastic scattering reduces the DM-nucleon scat-
tering cross-section by a factor of three for DM masses
ranging from 1 to 105 GeV.
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063002 (2018), arXiv:1807.03318 [hep-ph].

[26] R. Janish, V. Narayan, and P. Riggins, Phys. Rev. D
100, 035008 (2019), arXiv:1905.00395 [hep-ph].

[27] B. Dasgupta, A. Gupta, and A. Ray, JCAP 08, 018
(2019), arXiv:1906.04204 [hep-ph].

[28] G. Panotopoulos and I. Lopes, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 29,
2050058 (2020), arXiv:2005.11563 [hep-ph].

[29] B. Dasgupta, A. Gupta, and A. Ray, JCAP 10, 023
(2020), arXiv:2006.10773 [hep-ph].

[30] C. J. Horowitz, Phys. Rev. D 102, 083031 (2020),
arXiv:2008.03291 [astro-ph.SR].

[31] R. Garani, A. Gupta, and N. Raj, Phys. Rev. D 103,
043019 (2021), arXiv:2009.10728 [hep-ph].

[32] D. Bose and S. Sarkar, Phys. Rev. D 107, 063010 (2023),
arXiv:2211.16982 [astro-ph.CO].

[33] E. Hardy and N. Song, Phys. Rev. D 107, 115035 (2023),
arXiv:2212.09756 [hep-ph].

[34] T. T. Q. Nguyen and T. M. P. Tait, Phys. Rev. D 107,
115016 (2023), arXiv:2212.12547 [hep-ph].

[35] T. Linden, T. T. Q. Nguyen, and T. M. P. Tait, (2024),
arXiv:2402.01839 [hep-ph].

[36] N. Song, L. Su, and L. Wu, (2024), arXiv:2402.15144
[hep-ph].

[37] S. Yadav, M. Mishra, and T. G. Sarkar, (2024),
arXiv:2403.15305 [astro-ph.HE].

[38] C.-T. Lu, A. K. Mishra, and L. Wu, (2024),
arXiv:2404.07187 [hep-ph].

[39] Y. Ema, R. McGehee, M. Pospelov, and A. Ray, (2024),
arXiv:2405.18472 [hep-ph].

[40] N. Liu and A. K. Mishra, (2024), arXiv:2408.00594
[astro-ph.CO].

[41] S. Das, P. S. B. Dev, T. Okawa, and A. Soni, (2024),
arXiv:2408.01484 [hep-ph].

[42] I. Goldman and S. Nussinov, Phys. Rev. D 40, 3221
(1989).

[43] C. Kouvaris and P. Tinyakov, Phys. Rev. D 82, 063531
(2010), arXiv:1004.0586 [astro-ph.GA].

[44] S. D. McDermott, H.-B. Yu, and K. M. Zurek, Phys.
Rev. D 85, 023519 (2012), arXiv:1103.5472 [hep-ph].

[45] C. Kouvaris and P. Tinyakov, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107,
091301 (2011), arXiv:1104.0382 [astro-ph.CO].

[46] J. Bramante and T. Linden, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 191301
(2014), arXiv:1405.1031 [astro-ph.HE].

[47] J. Fuller and C. Ott, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 450,
L71 (2015), arXiv:1412.6119 [astro-ph.HE].

[48] J. Bramante, T. Linden, and Y.-D. Tsai, Phys. Rev. D
97, 055016 (2018), arXiv:1706.00001 [hep-ph].

[49] R. Garani, Y. Genolini, and T. Hambye, JCAP 05, 035
(2019), arXiv:1812.08773 [hep-ph].

[50] B. Dasgupta, R. Laha, and A. Ray, Phys. Rev. Lett.
126, 141105 (2021), arXiv:2009.01825 [astro-ph.HE].

[51] P. Giffin, J. Lloyd, S. D. McDermott, and S. Profumo,
Phys. Rev. D 105, 123030 (2022), arXiv:2105.06504 [hep-
ph].

[52] R. Garani, D. Levkov, and P. Tinyakov, Phys. Rev. D
105, 063019 (2022), arXiv:2112.09716 [hep-ph].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.39.165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.39.165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(95)00058-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(95)00058-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9506380
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.261802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.261802
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.13438
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.03764
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.041003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.041003
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.14729
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/163485
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/163485
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/165653
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.051101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.051101
http://arxiv.org/abs/0705.0521
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.047301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.047301
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.3396
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/11/014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/11/014
http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.1724
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.78.123510
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.78.123510
http://arxiv.org/abs/0806.2681
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/08/040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/08/040
http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.04378
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/516708
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/516708
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0702654
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.043515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.043515
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.1485
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.083520
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.083520
http://arxiv.org/abs/1001.2737
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.103531
http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.0005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.0005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.123521
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.123521
http://arxiv.org/abs/1004.0629
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.055012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.055012
http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.0036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.123507
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.123507
http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.6811
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.123505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.123505
http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.1721
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.063007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.063007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.04444
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.141301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.07464
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw433
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw433
http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.00456
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.98.115027
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.07381
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.063002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.063002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.03318
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.035008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.035008
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.00395
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/08/018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/08/018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.04204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218271820500583
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218271820500583
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.11563
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/10/023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/10/023
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.10773
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.083031
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.03291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.043019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.043019
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.10728
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.063010
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.16982
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.115035
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.09756
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.115016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.115016
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.12547
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.01839
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.15144
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.15144
http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.15305
http://arxiv.org/abs/2404.07187
http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.18472
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.00594
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.00594
http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.01484
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.40.3221
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.40.3221
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.063531
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.063531
http://arxiv.org/abs/1004.0586
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.023519
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.023519
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.5472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.091301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.091301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1104.0382
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.191301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.191301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.1031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slv049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slv049
http://arxiv.org/abs/1412.6119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.055016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.055016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.00001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/05/035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/05/035
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.08773
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.141105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.141105
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.01825
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.123030
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.06504
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.06504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.063019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.063019
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.09716


8

[53] S. Bhattacharya, B. Dasgupta, R. Laha, and A. Ray,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 091401 (2023), arXiv:2302.07898
[hep-ph].

[54] C. Kouvaris, Phys. Rev. D 77, 023006 (2008),
arXiv:0708.2362 [astro-ph].

[55] M. Baryakhtar, J. Bramante, S. W. Li, T. Linden,
and N. Raj, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 131801 (2017),
arXiv:1704.01577 [hep-ph].

[56] N. Raj, P. Tanedo, and H.-B. Yu, Phys. Rev. D 97,
043006 (2018), arXiv:1707.09442 [hep-ph].

[57] D. A. Camargo, F. S. Queiroz, and R. Sturani, JCAP
09, 051 (2019), arXiv:1901.05474 [hep-ph].

[58] N. F. Bell, G. Busoni, and S. Robles, JCAP 06, 054
(2019), arXiv:1904.09803 [hep-ph].

[59] K. Hamaguchi, N. Nagata, and K. Yanagi, Phys. Lett.
B 795, 484 (2019), arXiv:1905.02991 [hep-ph].

[60] R. Garani and J. Heeck, Phys. Rev. D 100, 035039
(2019), arXiv:1906.10145 [hep-ph].

[61] J. F. Acevedo, J. Bramante, R. K. Leane, and N. Raj,
JCAP 03, 038 (2020), arXiv:1911.06334 [hep-ph].

[62] A. Joglekar, N. Raj, P. Tanedo, and H.-B. Yu, Phys.
Lett. B 809, 135767 (2020), arXiv:1911.13293 [hep-ph].

[63] A. Joglekar, N. Raj, P. Tanedo, and H.-B. Yu, Phys.
Rev. D 102, 123002 (2020), arXiv:2004.09539 [hep-ph].

[64] D. Page, J. M. Lattimer, M. Prakash, and A. W. Steiner,
Astrophys. J. Suppl. 155, 623 (2004), arXiv:astro-
ph/0403657.

[65] D. G. Yakovlev, O. Y. Gnedin, M. E. Gusakov, A. D.
Kaminker, K. P. Levenfish, and A. Y. Potekhin, Nucl.
Phys. A 752, 590 (2005), arXiv:astro-ph/0409751.

[66] J. P. Gardner et al., Space Sci. Rev. 123, 485 (2006),
arXiv:astro-ph/0606175.

[67] J. Kalirai, Contemp. Phys. 59, 251 (2018),
arXiv:1805.06941 [astro-ph.IM].

[68] W. Skidmore et al. (TMT International Science Develop-
ment Teams & TMT Science Advisory Committee), Res.

Astron. Astrophys. 15, 1945 (2015), arXiv:1505.01195
[astro-ph.IM].

[69] B. Neichel, D. Mouillet, E. Gendron, C. Correia, J. F.
Sauvage, and T. Fusco, “Overview of the european ex-
tremely large telescope and its instrument suite,” (2018),
arXiv:1812.06639 [astro-ph.IM].

[70] F. Anzuini, N. F. Bell, G. Busoni, T. F. Motta, S. Robles,
A. W. Thomas, and M. Virgato, JCAP 11, 056 (2021),
arXiv:2108.02525 [hep-ph].

[71] J. M. Pearson, N. Chamel, A. Y. Potekhin, A. F.
Fantina, C. Ducoin, A. K. Dutta, and S. Goriely,
Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 481, 2994 (2018), [Er-
ratum: Mon.Not.Roy.Astron.Soc. 486, 768 (2019)],
arXiv:1903.04981 [astro-ph.HE].

[72] N. F. Bell, G. Busoni, S. Robles, and M. Virgato, JCAP
09, 028 (2020), arXiv:2004.14888 [hep-ph].

[73] C. F. Perdrisat, V. Punjabi, and M. Vanderhaeghen,
Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 59, 694 (2007), arXiv:hep-
ph/0612014.

[74] R. G. Sachs, Phys. Rev. 126, 2256 (1962).
[75] J. J. Kelly, Phys. Rev. C 70, 068202 (2004).
[76] S. Riordan et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 262302 (2010),

arXiv:1008.1738 [nucl-ex].
[77] A. Buckley, J. Ferrando, S. Lloyd, K. Nordström,
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