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In this study, we examine the combined effects of dark matter (DM) and rotation on the properties of neu-
tron stars (NSs). We employ a self-interacting dark matter model, motivated by the neutron decay anomaly,
within the relativistic mean-field formalism to explore its impact on both static and rotating NSs. The Hartle-
Thorne approach is utilized to model rotating NSs, treating the DM interaction strength (G) as a free parameter
and considering angular velocity (Ω) for rotation. We investigate how DM influences the mass-shedding limit,
determined using the Keplerian frequency, and analyze the variations in angular velocity at different DM inter-
action strengths to assess their effects on NS mass, radius, central energy density, and eccentricity. Our results
indicate that while rotation increases mass and radius due to centrifugal forces, DM softens the EOS, reducing
these properties, particularly at higher DM fractions. DM also reduces rotational deformation, leading to lower
eccentricity compared to DM-free NSs at the same angular velocity. Additionally, we calculate the relative
deviations in maximum rotational mass and canonical equatorial radius from their baseline values, finding that
high DM fractions combined with low angular velocities result in significant reductions, while low DM fractions
with high rotational speeds lead to positive deviations, indicating greater deformation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dark matter (DM) and rotation are critical factors in study-
ing neutron stars (NS) due to their significant influence on
the star’s structural and dynamical properties. Neutron stars
provide a unique laboratory for exploring physics under ex-
treme conditions, where high densities and strong gravita-
tional fields push matter beyond nuclear saturation density
(n0 = 0.15 fm−3) [1–3]. Validating the equations of state
(EOS) for matter at these densities is crucial, as the behav-
ior of such dense matter remains poorly understood. The
macroscopic properties of NSs—such as mass, radius, com-
pactness, and rotational deformation—are directly dependent
on the EOS and can be theoretically modeled to compare with
observational data, offering insights into the nature of dense
matter [4–9]. While non-rotating, spherically symmetric NSs
can be accurately modeled using the Tolman-Oppenheimer-
Volkoff (TOV) equations [10, 11], the inclusion of rotation
introduces significant deformations that require more sophis-
ticated approaches.

Firstly, the rotation for the NS was introduced with Hartle-
Throne formalim [12, 13]. Recent studies have advanced our
understanding of rotating neutron stars (RNS) through vari-
ous approaches [14–24]. For instance, the impact of f(R, T )
gravity on rapidly rotating NSs has been investigated through
a modified gravity framework [21]. Other works, such as Pat-
terson et al. [20], examine mass correction and deformation
in slowly rotating anisotropic stars using the Hartle-Thorne
formalism, while Lopes [23] analyzes the effects of different
symmetry energy slopes (L) on both static and slowly rotat-
ing NSs and attempt to constrain L values based on observa-
tions of recently discovered 33 millisecond pulsars [25]. Ad-
ditionally, several studies have explored the influence of DM
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on various properties of RNS. Guha et al. investigated DM-
SM interactions in RNS with different mediators [19], while
in Ref. [22], the author studied rotating DM admixed NSs
using a two-fluid approach. Andreas also utilized a two-fluid
model to examine how a DM core affects the structure of RNS
[24]. These studies highlight the complexity and significance
of both DM and rotation in determining NS properties.

DM is believed to constitute a substantial portion of the
Universe’s mass-energy content, with its existence supported
by various astrophysical and cosmological observations, in-
cluding cosmic microwave background radiation, large-scale
structure formation, and galaxy rotation curves [26]. Several
candidates for DM have been proposed, such as weakly inter-
acting massive particles (WIMPs) and QCD axions [26, 27].
In the context of neutron stars, different models have been de-
veloped to study the effects of DM. Some studies employ a
two-fluid framework, exploring gravitational interactions that
suggest the possible presence of DM within the NS or extend-
ing to a halo structure [28–32]. Other research focuses on
non-gravitational interactions, treating the NS and DM as a
single fluid and considering the presence of DM within the
NS [33–42]. Despite ongoing research, the precise nature and
properties of DM remain elusive, continuing to fuel scientific
inquiry.

In this study, we employ a single-fluid model inspired by
the neutron decay anomaly, assuming DM accumulates within
the NS core [43–48]. We investigate the combined effects
of DM and rotation on the different properties of the NS.
First, we develop a DM-admixed NS equation of state within
the relativistic mean-field (RMF) framework, which is ideal
for describing matter under extreme densities by incorporat-
ing mesonic interactions that mediate nuclear forces [49, 50].
For the RNS case, we utilize the Hartle-Thorne formalism
for slow rotation [12, 13] , up to a conservative maximum
of Ω = 5000 s−1. This limit is chosen to maintain the
validity of the slow rotation approximation, considering the
fastest known pulsar, PSR J1748-2446ad, which spins at 4498
s−1 [51]. Also, we explore the implications of rotation at
the mass-shedding limit defined by the Keplerian frequency,
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which is essential for understanding the stability of rapidly
rotating neutron stars [14, 23]. After establishing the DM ad-
mixed NS and RNS formalism, we fix the interaction strength
as a free parameter to vary the amount of DM within the NS
and adjust the angular velocity to observe the effects of rota-
tion on NS properties. We then study how different properties
of the NS are influenced by varying rotation while keeping the
DM interaction strength constant. Since both DM and rotation
significantly affect NS properties, we ultimately calculate the
relative deviation of the rotational mass and equatorial radius
from their baseline values (i.e., the values for a static NS with
no DM).

This paper is structured as follows: Section II A introduces
the DM model based on the neutron decay anomaly. Section
II B details the development of the EOS for DMANS, incorpo-
rating the NITR parameter set and contributions from leptons.
Section II C discusses the single-fluid TOV equations for de-
termining the equilibrium structure of static DM admixed NS.
Section II C 2 outlines the Hartle-Thorne formalism for slowly
rotating NS. The results are presented in Section III, followed
by a summary and conclusions in Section IV.

II. FORMALISM

A. Dark Matter Model

In this study, we employ a DM model inspired by the neu-
tron decay anomaly, which may account for the discrepancy
in the neutron lifetime measured by two distinct experimen-
tal techniques: beam experiments [52] and bottle experiments
[53]. According to Fornal and Grinstein [43], if 1% of neu-
trons decay into the dark sector, this anomaly could be re-
solved. They proposed a decay channel where a neutron de-
cays into a light dark boson (ϕ) and a fermion (χ) with baryon
number 1:

n −→ χ+ ϕ.

Nuclear stability imposes constraints on the masses of these
dark particles, requiring that 937.993MeV < mχ + mϕ <
939.565MeV [45]. Furthermore, for χ and ϕ to be viable DM
candidates, their stability necessitates the mass bound |mχ −
mϕ| < mp + me = 939.783MeV [45]. In this work, we
assume the scalar boson to be massless (mϕ = 0) and set the
mass of the dark fermion to mχ = 938.0MeV. The boson
ϕ is assumed to escape the system with minimal interaction,
establishing an equilibrium condition between the neutron and
the dark fermion [46–48]:

µχ = µn.

B. Equation Of State for DM admixed NS

For the current study, we employ a relativistic mean-field
(RMF) model named “NITR” [54] to determine the EOS

for NSs with DM admixture. To obtain the EOS for DM-
admixed NSs, we incorporate self-interacting dark matter
(SIDM) within the RMF formalism. In this formalism, nucle-
ons interact via the exchange of mesons, and we consider three
types of mesons: the scalar σ, the vector ω, and the isovector ρ
mesons. The Lagrangian describing nucleonic matter is given
by [54–58]:

Lnuc =
∑

α=n,p

ψ̄α

[
γµ

(
i∂µ − gωω

µ − 1

2
gρτ · ρµ

)
−
(
MN − gσσ

)]
ψα +

1

2
∂µσ∂

µσ − 1

2
m2

σσ
2

+
ζ

4!
g2ω(ω

µωµ)
2 − κ

3!
(gσσ)

3 − λ

4!
(gσσ)

4

+
1

2
m2

ωωµω
µ − 1

4
WµνWµν +

1

2
m2

ρρ
µ · ρµ

− 1

4
Rµν ·Rµν − Λωg

2
ωg

2
ρ(ω

µωµ)(ρ
µ · ρµ)

(1)

Here, ψ represents the nucleonic Dirac spinor, while σ, ωµ,
and ρµ denote the sigma, omega, and rho meson fields, re-
spectively. MN , mσ , mω , and mρ are the masses of the nu-
cleons and mesons. The parameters gσ , gω , and gρ are the
meson coupling constants, whereas κ and λ are the third-
and fourth-order self-coupling constants of the scalar meson
field. The constants ζ and Λω represent the vector meson self-
coupling and the vector-isovector meson coupling, respec-
tively. Wµν = ∂µων −∂νωµ and Rµν = ∂µρν −∂νρµ are the
field tensors. Finally, τ is the isospin operator.

For the leptonic contribution, we consider two leptons in
the system: e− and µ−, and the corresponding Lagrangian
contribution is given by,

Llep =
∑

k=e,µ

ψ̄k(iγ
µ∂µ−mk)ψk (2)

where ψk and mk represent the leptonic Dirac spinor and
mass, respectively.

Finally, we add to the Lagrangian the contribution of SIDM
by incorporating vector interaction between dark particles as
follows [48],

LDM = −gV χ̄γµχVµ − 1

4
ΦµνΦµν +

1

2
m2

V VµV
µ (3)

where V µ is the vector boson field and gV is the DM-vector
boson coupling strength. Φµν = ∂µVν − ∂νVµ is the field
tensor and mV is the mass of the vector boson.

Since nucleons, leptons, and DM do not interact with one
another, we can write the total Lagrangian for the system as a
sum of parts. Thus, the total Lagrangian density is given by

L = Lnuc + Llep + LDM (4)

Having the obtained Lagrangian density, it is straight for-
ward to derive the expressions for energy density and pressure
using the stress-energy tensor.
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The energy density corresponding to the nuclear matter is
given by,

ϵnuc =
∑

α=n,p

1

8π2

[
kαE

3
α + k3αEα −M⋆ ln

(
kα + Eα

M⋆

)]
+

1

2
m2

σσ
2
0 +

1

2
m2

ωω
2
0 +

1

2
m2

ρρ
2
0 +

κ

3!
(gσσ0)

3

+
λ

4!
(gσσ0)

4
+ 3Λω (gρgωρ0ω0)

2
+
ζ

8
(gωω0)

4

(5)
where kα and Eα =

√
k2α +M⋆2 are the Fermi momentum

and Fermi energy of the αth nucleonic species respectively.
Here M⋆ represents the effective mass of the nucleon and is
given by M⋆ =MN − gσσ.

The leptonic contribution to energy density is given by,

ϵlep =
∑

i=e−,µ−

1

π2

∫ ki

0

k2
√
k2 +m2

i dk (6)

The energy density corresponding to the SIDM is given by,

ϵDM =
1

π2

∫ kχ

0

k2
√
k2 +m2

χ dk +
1

2
Gn2χ (7)

where G =
(

gV
mV

)2

and nχ =
k3
χ

3π2 represent the self-
interaction strength and number density of DM respectively.

Now, we can write the total energy density for DM admixed
NS matter as follows,

ϵ = ϵnuc + ϵlep + ϵDM (8)

With expression for energy density in hand, the expression
for pressure (P ) can be obtained using Gibbs-Duhem relation

P =
∑
i

µini − ϵ (9)

where µi represents the chemical potential of the ith

species. Chemical potential of the αth nucleonic species µα

is given by,

µα = Eα + gωω0 +
1

2
τ3αρ0 (10)

where τ3α is the third component of nucleonic isospin opera-
tor. For leptons, the chemical potential is given by,

µl =
√
k2l +m2

l (11)

And finally for the DM, the chemical potentials can be de-
rived as follows,

µχ =
√
k2χ +m2

χ +Gnχ (12)

200 400 600 800 1000 1200

E (MeV/fm3)

200

400

600

P
(M

e
V
/
fm

3
)

G = 11 fm2

G = 15 fm2

G = 30 fm2

G = 100 fm2

G = 300 fm2

No DM

FIG. 1. The EOS for DMANS is shown with varying self interaction
strength along with without DM.

In addition to the equilibrium condition resulting from neu-
tron decay into the dark sector, we also assume that the DM-
admixed neutron star (DMANS) matter is charge-neutral and
in β-equilibrium. These conditions are crucial for accurately
modeling NS matter, as they significantly constrain the chem-
ical potentials of the species involved. Therefore, we have the
following additional conditions:

µn = µp + µe,

µµ = µe,

np = ne + nµ.

In this study, we investigate the impact of dark matter on
neutron stars by varying the DM self-interaction strength G.
As referenced in Ref. [48], the value of G is constrained
within the range 29.8 fm2 ≤ G ≤ 943 fm2 based on galaxy
cluster observations [59–61]. To ensure that the maximum
mass of the neutron star remains above 2M⊙, we begin by
fixing G = 11 fm2 and then vary it up to 300 fm2, with se-
lected values of G = 11, 15, 30, 100, and 300 fm2. Fig. 1
illustrates the pressure-density relationship for different val-
ues of G. The plot shows that as G increases, the effect of
dark matter on the EOS diminishes. At lower values of G
(e.g., G = 11 fm2 and G = 15 fm2), the presence of DM sig-
nificantly softens the EOS, reducing the pressure at a given
energy density. As G increases, the EOS gradually stiffens,
with the curve for G = 300 fm2 closely approaching that of
pure hadronic matter (No DM). This behavior indicates that
a higher DM self-interaction strength results in a reduced in-
fluence of DM on the NS, leading the EOS to resemble that
of a neutron star without DM. Consequently, for the purposes
of this study, we consider the range of G values from 11 fm2

to 300 fm2, as these values cover a broad spectrum of DM
effects on the EOS.
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C. Structural Equations

1. Static Limit

The TOV equations, derived from Einstein’s field equa-
tions in Schwarzschild-like coordinates, describe the hydro-
static equilibrium of non-rotating neutron stars. These equa-
tions are given by (G = c = 1) [10, 11]:

dP

dr
= −1

r

(ε+ P )(M + 4πr3P )

r − 2M
, (13)

dM

dr
= 4πr2ε . (14)

To solve these coupled differential equations numerically,
we use boundary conditions: m(r = 0) = 0, P (r = 0) = Pc;
and m(r = R) = M , P (r = R) = 0, where Pc is the central
pressure and R is the radius of the neutron star. The solution
yields the mass and radius of the static neutron star.

In Fig. 2, the mass-radius profiles of DM-admixed neu-
tron stars for various DM self-interaction strengths (G) are
displayed. Each curve represents a different value of G, rang-
ing from 11 fm2 to 300 fm2, along with the profile for a purely
hadronic star without DM (denoted as ‘No DM’). The plot
shows that for all values of G, the corresponding EOS is able
to produce a star with a maximum mass exceeding 2M⊙, in
agreement with observational constraints such as those from
PSR J0952-0607 and PSR J0740+6620. The inclusion of DM,
however, leads to a softening of the EOS, which results in a
reduction in both the maximum mass and radius of the NS.
Specifically, the effect of DM on the mass-radius profile is
most significant at lower values of G, such as G = 11 fm2

and G = 15 fm2. For these cases, the presence of DM signif-
icantly reduces the maximum mass and shifts the curve to the
left, indicating a more compact star with a smaller radius. As
G increases, the influence of DM diminishes, with the profile
for G = 300 fm2 closely resembling that of a star without
DM. The plot also includes observational data from NICER
and XMM-Newton for PSR J0030+0451, showing that all the
DM-admixed models considered in this study remain consis-
tent with these observational constraints. Notably, the models
with higher values of G (e.g., G = 300 fm2) fall very close
to the purely hadronic case, suggesting that the DM effect is
almost negligible at these interaction strengths.

2. Rotating Neutron Star

The conservation of angular momentum during the core
collapse of a high-mass star leads to the rotation of the result-
ing NS. The rotation of an NS is described using the Hartle-
Thorne formalism, which accounts for the effects of rotation
on the spacetime metric [12, 13]. For a slowly rotating star, the
metric can be expressed as a perturbed Schwarzschild metric
[20, 23]. The metric is given by:

10 12 14 16 18
R (km)

0.4

0.8

1.2

1.6

2.0

2.4

2.8

M
(M
�

)

G = 11 fm2

G = 15 fm2

G = 30 fm2

G = 100 fm2

G = 300 fm2

No DM

PSR J0952− 0607

PSR J0740 + 6620

NICER + XMM

FIG. 2. The profile of mass-radius with different strengths of self-
interaction is displayed and contrasted with the situation without
DM. The error bar indicates the NICER+XMM constraint [9], and
the orange and blue color bands represent the maximum mass con-
straints by the pulsars PSR J0952−0607 [62] and PSR J0740+6620
[63], respectively.

ds2 = −e2φ(1 + 2(h0(r) + h2(r)P2(cos θ)))dt
2

+

[
1 +

2(m0(r) +m2(r)P2(cos θ))

r − 2M(r)

][
1− 2M(r)

r

]−1

dr2

+ r2(1 + 2(k0(r) + k2(r)P2(cos θ)))

× [dθ2 + sin2 θ(dϕ− ωdt)2].
(15)

In this expression, h0(r), h2(r), m0(r), m2(r), k0(r), and
k2(r) are perturbation functions that describe the deviations
from the Schwarzschild metric due to rotation. P2(cos θ) de-
notes the second-order Legendre polynomial, which accounts
for the angular dependence of these perturbations. The pa-
rameter ω represents the angular velocity of the local inertial
frame, describing how the star’s rotation affects the spacetime
geometry.

Now, one may calculate the relative angular velocity ω̄ =
Ω− ω by solving the following,

1

r4
d

dr

(
r4j

dω̄

dr

)
+

4

r

dj

dr
ω̄ = 0, (16)

using the condition

j = j(r) = e−φ

[
1− 2M(r)

r

]1/2
. (17)

Here, for the spherical star having radius R, we can express
the angular momentum (J) as follows,
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J =
1

6
R4

(
dω̄

dr

)∣∣∣∣
r=R

(18)

For the rotating star, the perturbed energy density (ϵ), pres-
sure (p) and number density (n) can be expressed as follows,

∆p = (ϵ+ p)[p∗0 + p∗2P2(cos(θ)],

∆ϵ = (ϵ+ p)[p∗0 + p∗2P2(cos(θ)](dϵ/dp),

∆n = (ϵ+ p)[p∗0 + p∗2P2(cos(θ)](dn/dp). (19)

Now the Einstein’s field equations can be solved to deter-
mine the perturbative terms by utilizing the boundary condi-
tions at origin, i.e. m0(0) = p∗0(0) = h2(0) = ν2(0) =
p∗2(0) = 0 as follows,

dm0

dr
= 4πr2

dϵ

dp
(ϵ+ p)p∗0 +

1

12
j2r4

(
dω̄

dr

)2

− 1

3
r3
dj2

dr
ω̄2,

(20)

dp∗0
dr

= −m0(1 + 8πr2p)

(r − 2M(r))2
− p∗0(ϵ+ p)4πr2

(r − 2M(r))

+
1

12

r4j2

(r − 2M(r))

(
dω̄

dr

)2

+
1

3

d

dr

(
r3j2ω̄2

r − 2M(r)

)
(21)

dν2
dr

= −2h2

(
dφ

dr

)
+

(
1

r
+
dφ

dr

)[
− 1

3
r3
dj2

dr
ω̄2

+
1

6
j2r4

(
dω̄

dr

)2]
,

(22)

dh2
dr

= −2h2

(
dφ

dr

)
+

r

r − 2M(r)

(
2
dφ

dr

)−1

[
8π(ϵ+ p)− 4M(r)

r3

]
h2 −

4ν2
r(r − 2M(r))

(
2
dφ

dr

)−1

+
1

6

[
dφ

dr
r − 1

r − 2M(r)

(
2
dφ

dr

)−1]
r3j2

(
dω̄

dr

)2

− 1

3

[
dφ

dr
r − 1

r − 2M(r)

(
2
dφ

dr

)−1]
r3
(
dj2

dr

)
ω̄2,

(23)

p∗2 = −h2 −
1

3
r2e−2φω̄2. (24)

Now, the correction in mass can be written as,

δM = m0 +
J2

R3
, (25)

and also deformation can be demonstrated as follows,

δr(r, θ) = ξ0(r) + ξ2(r)P2(cos θ), (26)

whereas

ξ0 = −p∗0(ϵ+ p)

(
dp

dr

)−1

,

ξ2 = −p∗2(ϵ+ p)

(
dp

dr

)−1

. (27)

This allows us to determine the equator’s radius (Re) as
well as pole’s radius (Rp) which given by,

Rpo = R+ ξ0 + ξ2,

Req = R+ ξ0 −
1

2
ξ2.

Using the above two radii, we can determine the eccentric-
ity of the star as follows,

e =

√
1−

(
Rpo

Req

)2

. (28)

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we delve into the combined influence of DM
and rotational effects on various NS properties, including cen-
tral density, mass, radius, and eccentricity. After establishing
the Hartle-Thorne formalism, we solve the coupled equations
separately for scenarios with and without the presence of dark
matter. To comprehensively understand the impact of dark
matter, we examine five different interaction strength values,
systematically varying the angular velocity for each case.

Before interpreting the results of the rotating NS analy-
sis, it is crucial to first understand how the properties of
non-rotating neutron stars relate to the Keplerian frequency.
This understanding is key, as determining the Keplerian fre-
quency is essential for identifying the maximum rotational
speed that a neutron star can sustain before becoming unsta-
ble. The Keplerian frequency serves as a critical parameter,
defining the threshold of angular velocity—the mass-shedding
limit—beyond which the star would begin to lose mass. For
a relativistic star, the Keplerian frequency is expressed as fol-
lows [14, 23]:

Ωk = 0.65

√
M

R3
(29)

In Fig. 3, the relationship between the Keplerian frequency
(Ωk) and the mass of a static NS is illustrated, highlighting the
effects of DM under varying interaction strengths (G). The
plot shows that the presence of DM causes the EOS to soften,
which allows the star to reach higher Keplerian frequencies for
a given mass. The results indicate that as the DM interaction
strength decreases (implying a higher DM content within the
star), the Keplerian frequency required to induce mass shed-
ding also increases for a given mass. Specifically, the curves



6

0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 2.0
M (M�)

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

6000

7000

8000

Ω
k

(s
−

1
)

G = 11 fm2

G = 15 fm2

G = 30 fm2

G = 100 fm2

G = 300 fm2

No DM

FIG. 3. The Keplerian frequency is shown as a function of static
mass of the NS at different DM interaction strength.

for lower G values (G = 11 fm2 and G = 15 fm2) are po-
sitioned higher, indicating that stars with more DM content
require a higher frequency to reach their mass-shedding limit.
Conversely, as G increases, the effect of DM becomes less
significant, and the Keplerian frequency approaches that of a
star without DM, as shown by the curve for G = 300 fm2.
To further analyze these effects, we selected four angular ve-
locities for our study: Ω = 1500 s−1, 3000 s−1, 4500 s−1,
and 5000 s−1. For each of these angular velocities, we com-
puted the mass-shedding limits under different DM interac-
tion strengths, with the results summarized in Table I. A key
observation is that as the angular velocity increases, the mass-
shedding limit also increases, meaning that a faster-rotating
star can sustain a higher mass before shedding begins. Re-
garding DM effects, a lower interaction strength leads to a
higher DM content within the NS, which reduces the mass-
shedding limit. When comparing the results across all DM
interaction strengths, it is evident that for G = 11 fm2, the
mass-shedding limit is the lowest, while for G = 300 fm2,
the mass-shedding limit is the highest, closely resembling the
case of purely hadronic matter.

In Fig. 4, we display the relationship between the rotational
mass and central density for neutron stars, considering the ef-
fects of varying angular velocities and different DM interac-
tion strengths. Each panel illustrates how these parameters
influence the mass of the neutron star for a fixed central den-
sity. A consistent trend across all panels is that higher angular
velocities lead to greater masses for a given central density.
This outcome is driven by the centrifugal force generated by
rotation, which counteracts gravitational collapse, thereby al-
lowing the star to support a larger mass. In the case of a static
star (Ω = 0 s−1), the star remains spherically symmetric, but
rotation causes the star to deform, resulting in a mass cor-
rection even at the same central density. The impact of dark

TABLE I. The mass-shedding limit with varying Ω at different DM
interaction strength

G (fm2) Ω (s−1) Mlim/M⊙

11 1500 0.17

11 3000 0.33

11 4500 0.64

11 5000 0.80

30 1500 0.17

30 3000 0.34

30 4500 0.68

30 5000 0.86

100 1500 0.18

100 3000 0.34

100 4500 0.70

100 5000 0.89

300 1500 0.18

300 3000 0.34

300 4500 0.71

300 5000 0.91

No DM 1500 0.18

No DM 3000 0.34

No DM 4500 0.71

No DM 5000 0.91

matter exhibits an inverse relationship compared to that of an-
gular velocity. As the DM fraction increases, the star’s mass
decreases for a given central density. Specifically, at low val-
ues of G, such as G = 11 fm2, the central density at which
the maximum mass occurs is higher for both static and rotat-
ing stars. This is attributed to the softening of the equation
of state due to the presence of DM, which requires a higher
central density to reach the maximum mass. Conversely, as
G increases, indicating a reduction in DM content, the central
density required to achieve the maximum mass decreases. For
the highest value ofG = 300 fm2 and for the No DM case, the
central density corresponding to the maximum mass is lower,
and the mass profiles for different angular velocities converge
closely, reflecting the reduced influence of dark matter.

To gain a comprehensive understanding of the influence of
both DM and rotation on the mass-radius relationship of NSs,
we have plotted the rotational mass as a function of the equa-
torial radius in Fig. 5. Each panel in the figure corresponds to
a specific DM self-interaction strength G, while the angular
velocities (Ω) are varied to examine the properties of DM-
admixed NSs. The bottom-right panel represents the mass-
radius profile for a neutron star without DM. For the case
without DM, the NITR EOS predicts a maximum NS mass of
2.35M⊙ for a static star (Ω = 0 s−1). As the angular velocity
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FIG. 4. The central density dependency of gravitational mass is shown with combine effect of rotation and DM.

increases to Ω = 5000 s−1, the mass rises to 2.44M⊙, illus-
trating that rotational effects amplify the difference between
static and rotational mass. Simultaneously, the equatorial ra-
dius expands from 13.05 km at Ω = 0 s−1 to 14.15 km at
Ω = 5000 s−1, which even exceeds the observational con-
straints provided by NICER and XMM-Newton data. When
DM is present, the maximum gravitational mass and radius of
the NS decrease, as previously observed in the static mass-
radius profile in Fig. 2. This reduction in mass and radius
is consistent across all angular velocities. For instance, in
the case of G = 11 fm2, the static star’s mass is 1.99M⊙,
which increases to 2.05M⊙ at Ω = 5000 s−1. As the DM
interaction strength G increases, the reduction in mass due to
DM becomes less significant, and the values approach those

of the no-DM case. Overall, the combination of rotational
effects and DM presence leads to a nuanced interplay that sig-
nificantly affects the mass-radius profile, with detailed results
presented in Table II.

Figure 6 depicts the variation in the canonical radius R1.4

of a NS with a mass of 1.4M⊙ as a function of the DM
interaction strength G for different rotational velocities Ω.
The colored curves represent different rotational velocities,
ranging from non-rotating (Ω = 0 s−1) to highly rotating
(Ω = 5000 s−1), and the shaded region corresponds to the
observational constraints on the canonical radius from the
NICER+XMM data. The figure reveals several key trends.
First, in the static case (Ω = 0 s−1), the radius R1.4 increases
with decreasing DM fraction inside the star, i.e., as G in-
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creases. For G = 11 fm2, R1.4 is about 12.4 km, but it in-
creases to roughly 13.1 km forG = 300 fm2. The curve for no
DM shows the highest radius, as expected, since the absence
of DM results in the stiffest EOS. As the rotational velocity
increases, the radius also increases across all DM interaction
strengths due to the centrifugal forces that cause the star to
expand. For example, at G = 11 fm2, R1.4 increases from
approximately 12.4 km in the static case to around 13.3 km
at Ω = 5000 s−1. A similar trend is observed at all values
of G, with the increase in radius becoming more pronounced
at higher angular velocities. This increase is consistent with
our earlier discussions, where the interplay between rotation
and DM was highlighted. Interestingly, as the DM interaction

strength weakens (increasingG), the curves converge, particu-
larly at high rotational velocities. This indicates that at weaker
DM interactions (higher G), the effect of rotation dominates
over the DM’s influence on the EOS, leading to similar radii
regardless of the DM content. In contrast, at strong DM in-
teractions (lower G), the DM’s impact on the EOS is sig-
nificant, resulting in noticeable differences in radius between
the static and rotating cases. The shaded NICER+XMM re-
gion is particularly informative. At low angular velocities and
strong DM interactions (G = 11 fm2), the canonical radius
lies slightly below the observational constraints. However,
as the rotational velocity increases, the radius enters the al-
lowed region, suggesting that moderate rotation can reconcile
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the predictions with observational data. For weaker DM in-
teractions and no DM, the radius comfortably lies within or
even exceeds the observational constraints at higher angular
velocities, consistent with the stiffer EOS in these cases.

Figure 7 shows the variation of equatorial radius (Req) with
central energy density (Ec) for NSs under different DM inter-
action strengths (G) and rotational velocities (Ω). Across all
panels, it is evident that both DM and rotation significantly in-
fluence the star’s structure. For low DM interaction strengths,
such asG = 11 fm2, the presence of DM leads to a more com-
pact star with a smaller equatorial radius. As the central den-
sity increases, the radius decreases, indicating a higher com-
pactness. However, as rotational velocity increases, the equa-
torial radius expands, reducing the compactness and leading
to a more deformed star. This trend is consistent across dif-
ferent DM interaction strengths, although the impact of DM
diminishes as G increases. At higher G values, such as 100
and 300 fm2, the effect of DM becomes negligible, and the
star’s behavior closely resembles that of a neutron star with-
out DM, where rotation plays a more dominant role. In the
absence of DM, shown in the final panel, the equatorial radius
decreases with increasing central energy density, resulting in a
highly compact star. As the rotational velocity increases, the
equatorial radius grows significantly, showcasing the strong
influence of rotation on the star’s structure. Comparing the
panels, it is clear that while DM generally reduces the equato-
rial radius and increases compactness, the extent of this effect
depends on the interaction strength. Low G values lead to
more compact stars, but as G increases, the influence of DM
weakens, and the star’s properties are primarily governed by
rotational effects.

In Fig. 8, the relationship between eccentricity and mass of
NSs is analyzed under varying conditions of DM interaction

strengths and angular velocities. Eccentricity is a measure of
the star’s deformation due to rotation, where e = 0 indicates
a perfect sphere, and higher values signify greater deforma-
tion, leading to a more oblate shape. Each panel in the figure
corresponds to a specific DM interaction strength, allowing
us to systematically observe the effects of both rotation and
DM on the star’s shape. In the top-left panel, correspond-
ing to G = 11 fm2, we observe that as the angular velocity
Ω increases, the eccentricity increases for a given mass, in-
dicating more significant deformation. However, the eccen-
tricity remains relatively low due to the stronger DM inter-
action, which stabilizes the star against deformation. This
trend is consistent across the top row, with G = 15 fm2

and G = 30 fm2 showing slightly higher eccentricities for
the same mass as DM interaction weakens. The bottom row
shows the effects of further reducing DM content. In the case
of G = 100 fm2 and G = 300 fm2, the eccentricity increases
more sharply with mass, reflecting a star that becomes signif-
icantly more oblate at higher rotational velocities due to the
weaker DM interaction. The final panel, showing no DM,
demonstrates the maximum eccentricity observed across all
cases, confirming that DM plays a crucial role in reducing ro-
tational deformation.

Analyzing Table II reveals that the interplay between ro-
tation and DM can either increase or decrease NS properties
relative to their standard, non-rotating, and DM-free config-
urations. To elucidate these effects, we calculated the rel-
ative deviation of NS properties from their baseline values
and depicted these deviations in Fig. 9. The top panel high-
lights deviations in maximum mass (∆M ), where, in the non-
rotating case (Ω = 0 s−1), the maximum mass deviates up
to about 16% below its standard value, with more significant
deviations at higher DM interaction strengths. When rota-
tion is introduced, these deviations decrease with higher an-
gular velocities. At the highest angular velocity considered
(Ω = 5000 s−1), the deviation reduces to around 13%. As the
interaction strength G increases, reducing the DM content in
the star, the relative deviation in maximum mass shifts from
negative to positive at G = 100 fm2 and Ω = 4500 s−1, sug-
gesting that under these conditions, the rotating DM-admixed
NS’s maximum mass can exceed its baseline value. Con-
versely, at higher DM fractions (G = 300 fm2), the maxi-
mum mass initially decreases at lower angular velocities, but
as rotation intensifies, the deviation turns positive, continuing
this trend even in the absence of DM. The bottom panel of
Fig. 9 presents the relative deviation in the canonical radius
(∆R1.4), which mirrors the mass deviation trends. In the static
case with DM, ∆R1.4 initially decreases, but the magnitude of
this decrease diminishes with higher rotational speeds. As the
DM fraction decreases and rotation increases, the deviation in
∆R1.4 eventually becomes positive, indicating greater defor-
mation of the star.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we systematically explored the combined ef-
fects of DM and rotation on NS properties using the NITR
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equation of state. We have focused on analyzing mass, ra-
dius, eccentricity, and compactness under varying conditions
of DM interaction strength and rotational velocity. The find-
ings highlight the intricate interplay between these factors,
demonstrating their combined effects on the structural prop-
erties of NSs.

Our results indicate that both DM and rotation significantly
influence NS mass and radius. Rotation, driven by increasing
angular velocity, generally leads to an expansion of the equa-
torial radius and an increase in mass due to centrifugal forces.
For example, in the absence of DM, the NITR EOS predicts
a maximum NS mass of 2.35M⊙, which rises to 2.44M⊙
at Ω = 5000 s−1, with the equatorial radius extending from
13.05 km to 14.15 km. However, this rotational expansion

pushes the radius beyond the observational constraints set by
NICER+XMM data. When DM is introduced, it exerts a sta-
bilizing effect, particularly at higher DM fractions (lower in-
teraction strengths, such as G = 11 fm2), leading to a reduc-
tion in both the maximum mass and radius. For instance, with
G = 11 fm2, the maximum mass drops to 1.99M⊙ for a static
NS and to 2.05M⊙ at Ω = 5000 s−1.

Eccentricity, a measure of rotational deformation, increases
with angular velocity but decreases with higher DM content,
reflecting DM’s role in reducing deformation and maintaining
a more spherical shape. Compactness, defined as the ratio of
mass to radius, generally decreases as DM content increases
or as rotational velocity rises, further illustrating DM’s mit-
igating influence on deformation. Additionally, we assessed
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the relative deviations in maximum mass (∆M ) and canoni-
cal radius (∆R1.4) from their baseline values. The largest re-
duction in ∆M (approximately 16%) occurs at high DM frac-
tions and low angular velocities, whereas low DM fractions
combined with high angular velocities result in an increase in
∆M . A similar trend is observed for ∆R1.4, where the devi-
ation becomes positive at high rotational speeds and low DM
content, indicating significant deformation.

Overall, the study confirms that the combined effects of
DM and rotation lead to significant deviations in NS proper-
ties from their true values, underscoring the complex relation-
ship between these factors. The mass range predicted by the
NITR EOS aligns with the observed maximum mass of PSR
J0952-0607, particularly for cases with moderate DM inter-

action strengths (G = 30 fm2, 100 fm2, 300 fm2) and with-
out DM. However, satisfying the NICER+XMM radius con-
straints requires careful consideration of both DM content and
rotational velocity, highlighting the need for precise modeling
when evaluating NS properties under different physical con-
ditions.
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TABLE II. Various properties of DM admixed NS for both static and
rotating case is shown along with without DM. First, we have shown
the maximum mass (Mmax) for the NS and then their corresponding
central density is depicted (Ec). Also the corresponding canonical
properties for both equatorial radius (R(1.4)) and eccentricity (e1.4)
is displayed.

G Ω Mmax Ec R(1.4) e1.4

(fm2) (s−1) (M⊙) (MeV/fm3) (km)

11 0 1.99 1326.1 12.26 0.0

11 1500 1.99 1315.8 12.34 0.13

11 3000 2.01 1292.72 12.56 0.27

11 4500 2.04 1252.07 12.98 0.40

11 5000 2.05 1229.41 13.17 0.45

15 0 2.06 1256.61 12.45 0.0

15 1500 2.07 1251.41 12.53 0.13

15 3000 2.09 1225.55 12.76 0.27

15 4500 2.11 1184.58 13.20 0.41

15 5000 2.13 1164.29 13.39 0.46

30 0 2.19 1152.92 12.73 0.0

30 1500 2.20 1147.66 12.81 0.14

30 3000 2.21 1121.47 13.07 0.28

30 4500 2.25 1087.77 13.53 0.43

30 5000 2.26 1067.22 13.74 0.47

100 0 2.20 1070.93 12.95 0.0

100 1500 2.31 1062.96 13.04 0.14

100 3000 2.33 1041.82 13.30 0.29

100 4500 2.36 1010.4 13.79 0.44

100 5000 2.38 989.654 14.02 0.49

300 0 2.33 1048.81 13.02 0.0

300 1500 2.34 1040.81 13.11 0.14

300 3000 2.36 1014.3 13.38 0.29

300 4500 2.40 985.442 13.88 0.44

300 5000 2.41 975.023 14.11 0.49

No DM 0 2.35 1035.24 13.05 0.0

No DM 1500 2.36 1013.92 13.14 0.15

No DM 3000 2.38 1013.92 13.41 0.30

No DM 4500 2.42 971.79 13.92 0.44

No DM 5000 2.44 971.79 14.15 0.49
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