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Abstract

We inspect the possibility that neutron star interiors are a mixture of ordinary
matter and mirror dark matter. This is a scenario that can be naturally envis-
aged according to well studied accretion mechanisms, including the Bondi-Hoyle
one. We show that the inclusion of mirror dark matter in neutron star models
lowers the maximum neutron star mass for a given equation of state, and that
it decreases the tidal deformability of a given neutron star. These general fea-
tures imply that, given an equation of state, one can constrain the maximum
viable amount of mirror dark matter in neutron stars in order to consistently
fulfill existing maximum mass and tidal deformability constraints. Conversely,
using tidal deformability measurements to rule out equations of state requires
making assumptions on the amount of mirror dark matter contained in neutron
stars. Finally, the presence of mirror dark matter also modifies the universal
relation that links the tidal deformability of a neutron star to its compactness.
Therefore, caution is mandatory when considering exotic models, such as the
ones discussed in this paper.
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1. Introduction

Neutron stars (NSs) are unique natural laboratories to probe the physics
of nuclear matter at supranuclear densities [1, 2]. The behaviour of matter in
their interiors is governed by the currently unknown NS equation of state (EoS),
which provides a relation between the thermodynamical variables of NS matter
— at the very least between pressure and density. With terrestrial laboratory
experiments, we can test the EoS at a density near the saturation density of
nuclei, 2.7× 1014g/cm3, but we cannot reach the density of a NS core, nor deal
with the huge number of nucleons that is typical of NSs. The EoS has an impact
on the macroscopic properties of NSs, such as the radius at a given mass, the
maximum mass that can be achieved, and the moment of inertia at a given mass
[3]. Last but not the least, the EoS has a direct impact on how NSs deform
under the effect of external tidal fields. As shown by Flanagan and Hinderer [4],
the NS tidal deformation leaves a clean imprint on the gravitational-wave (GW)
signal emitted by inspiralling NS binary systems. This imprint depends on the
tidal deformability parameter, which is sensitive to the EoS. This implies that
measurements of such parameter via GW observations can directly constrain
the NS EoS. Indeed, the LIGO-Virgo [5, 6] observation of GW170817 yielded a
first direct measurement of the tidal deformability parameter [1, 7], and sparked
several studies aiming at constraining the NS EoS, e.g., [8, 9]. A second tidal
deformability measurement came with the GW190425 event [10], and constraints
on the NS EoS may be produced by combining these two events, e.g., [11].

In this work, we study exotic models of NSs containing mirror dark matter
(MDM) [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17]. We determine the maximum mass of these
models and use the framework provided by Flanagan and Hinderer to calculate
their tidal deformabilities. Our work is motivated by the fact that NS models
with ordinary matter alone tend to support high maximum masses and tidal
deformabilities or low maximum masses and tidal deformabilities, while current
observational data indicates that NSs can be very massive, but at the same time
not very deformable. This statement is supported by GW170817 data [7, 18],
results from the NICER (the Neutron star Interior Composition Explorer) col-
laboration [19, 20, 21] — which infers masses and radii of NSs from their X-ray
emissions — and radio timing observations of PSR J0348+0432 [22] and PSR
J0740+6620 [23]. Several studies have considered this very tension between
nuclear physics and astrophysical observations, e.g., [24], and there have been
attempts to alleviate it with the inclusion of dark matter in NSs [25, 26], but
none with MDM so far. Our two main constraints are, Mobs

max = 2M� as a rep-
resentative of the highest NS mass ever measured1 and the dimensionless tidal
deformability parameter for a reference 1.4M� NS inferred from GW170817
Λobs

1.4 = 190+390
−120 [7].

1The ∼ 68% confidence measurement for PSR J0348+0432 is (2.01± 0.04)M� [22], while
the mass of PSR J0740+6620 is 2.14+0.10

−0.09M� at ∼ 68% credibility [23].
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This work is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we provide some basic notions
about NSs, including the approach to calculate the NS tidal deformability. In
Sec. 3 we explore the EoS models used in this paper, and clarify the reason for
our choices. In Sec. 4 we introduce the basic features of the dark matter model
under scrutiny in this work, and specify the inclusion of this kind of matter in
NSs. Finally, in Sec. 5 we compare our results with the publicly available GW
data for GW170817 [27, 28].

We work in G = c = 1 units, unless otherwise noted.

2. Neutron Stars

NSs are the leftovers of the evolution of stars with masses of at least ∼
8M�, and core masses of at least ∼ 1.4M� [29]. They are the second most
compact objects known in our Universe, after black holes, with central density of
order O(1015) g/cm3. As a consequence, the EoS that governs the microphysics
of matter inside NSs is still unknown, and various candidates are present in
the literature [30, 31]. A non-rotating and isotropic NS in hydrostatic and
thermodynamic equilibrium can be modelled as a self-gravitating perfect fluid
at zero temperature, T = 0 K, in general relativity. This is achieved by solving
the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations [32, 33],

dm(r)

dr
= 4πε(r)r2 , (1)

dp(r)

dr
= − [p(r) + ε(r)]

dΦ

dr
, (2)

dΦ(r)

dr
=

1

2r

[
1− 2m(r)

r

]−1 [
8πr2p(r) +

2m(r)

r

]
, (3)

which are derived from the Einstein Equations for the most general spherically
symmetric line element

ds2 = −e2Φ(r)dt2 + e2Γ(r)dr2 + r2dθ2 + r2 sin2(θ)dφ2 . (4)

In these equations, p(r) and ε(r) denote the fluid pressure and energy density,
respectively, and Γ(r) is governed by the relation

e−2Γ(r) = 1− 2m(r)

r
. (5)

Closing this system of first order differential equations for the four unknowns
m, ε, p, and Φ requires prescribing an EoS. Obtaining a specific model requires
picking a value of the central energy density and integrating the TOV equations
up to the surface of the star, where the condition p(r = R) = 0 is met. This
allows one to determine two macroscopic properties of the NS model: its radius
R and its gravitational mass M = m(r = R). A family of models, may be
obtained by repeatedly solving the TOV equations for a given EoS, while varying
the central energy density [see Fig. 1 in Sec. 3 for two examples of this].
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2.1. Tidal deformability

Other than the NS mass and radius, a third macroscopic NS property of
interest within this paper is the tidal deformability. Physically, this quantity is
introduced by considering a static and spherically symmetric star, plugged into
a static quadrupolar tidal field εij and linearising the response of the star to the
deforming field by writing

Qij = −λεij , (6)

where Qij is the induced quadrupole momentum of the star, and λ is the tidal
deformability. This is related to the ` = 2 dimensionless tidal Love number k2

by

k2 =
3

2
λR−5 . (7)

In this section we summarise the steps that lead to the equations that are
necessary to calculate λ for a specific NS model. We refer the reader to, e.g.,
Refs. [34, 35] for details.

The starting point is the following first order perturbation of the line element
in Eq. (4):

ds2 = −e2Φ(r)[1 +H(r)Y20(θ, φ)]dt2

+e2Γ(r)[1−H(r)Y20(θ, φ)]dr2 (8)

+r2[1−K(r)Y20(θ, φ)](dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2) .

The decomposition into spherical harmonics (Y`m) is truncated at leading order
(` = 2) and, without loss of generality, the azimuthal number m is set to zero.
This is suitable to describe the scenario in which a non-rotating NS is subject to
the external tidal field generated by a companion in a compact binary, during the
early stages of inspiral. The deformation will be static and axisymmetric around
the line connecting the NS to its companion, which constitutes the axis chosen
for the spherical harmonic decomposition. The line element in Eq. (8) allows
one to perturb, at first order, the left hand side of the Einstein Equations, i.e.,
the Einstein tensor Gµν . To complete the picture, the following perturbation of
the stress-energy tensor, i.e., the right hand side of the Einstein Equations, is
prescribed for the perfect fluid of the NS:

δTµν = diag (δε(r), δp(r), δp(r), δp(r))Y20(θ, φ). (9)

The µ 6= ν perturbed Einstein Equations δGµν = 0 lead to the expression

K ′ = H ′ + 2HΦ′ , (10)

where we use a prime to denote a derivative with respect to the radial coordinate
r, and where for simplicity we dropped the explicit notation for the dependency
on r. With the two angular parts of the µ = ν perturbed Einstein Equations
one may instead write

δp =
δG2

2 + δG3
3

16πY20(θ, φ)
, (11)
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which links δp to the metric perturbation, via δG2
2 and δG3

3. Finally, we can
combine the remaining components of the perturbed Einstein Equations in the
following way:

δG0
0 − δG1

1 = 8π Y20(θ, φ)[δε− δp] . (12)

Because of isotropy, we may write δε = f(p)δp. Thus, for small variations of
p, we may further set f(p) = dε

dp , since the relation δε = dε
dpδp holds generally,

including for small changes in the pressure. The function f(p) is the inverse of
the speed of sound squared, which for a fluid is defined as

c2s(p) =
dp

dε
. (13)

This provides a link between the internal structure and the EoS. This allows us
to rewrite Eq. (12) as

δG0
0 − δG1

1 =
f(p)− 1

2

(
δG2

2 + δG3
3

)
. (14)

Substituting the explicit expressions for the perturbed Einstein tensor in
Eq. (14) and using Eq. (10) leads to a second order ordinary differential equation
for the metric perturbation H(r), which reads

H(r)

(
−f(p)Γ′(r)

r
− f(p)Φ′(r)

r
− 2Γ′(r)Φ′(r) +

3Γ′(r)

r
(15)

−6e2Γ(r)

r2
+ 2Φ′′(r)− 2Φ′ 2(r) +

7Φ′(r)

r

)
(16)

+H ′(r)

(
−Γ′(r) + Φ′(r) +

2

r

)
+H ′′(r) = 0 . (17)

The derivatives of Γ and Φ may be eliminated using the background equations
(1)–(3). The differential equation for H(r) needs to be solved in order to de-
termine the tidal deformability. This is done by integrating outwards, starting
from H(r0 � 1) = a0r

2
0. Outside the star, where all fluid variables vanish, the

solution to the differential equation may be expressed in terms of the associated
Legendre functions Q2

2(x) and P 2
2 (x) as

H = c1Q
2
2

( r

M
− 1
)

+ c2P
2
2

( r

M
− 1
)
. (18)

The coefficients c1 and c2 are determined by matching the interior and exterior
solutions at r = R. This procedure leads to the sought expression for the ` = 2
tidal Love number:

k2 =
8C5

5
(1− 2C)2 [2 + 2C(y − 1)− y]×

×
{

2C[6− 3y + 3C(5y − 8)] + 4C3[13− 11y +

+C(3y − 2) + 2C2(1 + y)] +

+3(1− 2C)2[(2− y + 2C(y − 1)] ln(1− 2C)

}−1

, (19)

5



SLy

MS1

10 11 12 13 14
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

R[km]

M
[
M
⊙
]

Figure 1: Neutron star equilibrium sequences obtained with ordinary matter and the SLy
(blue) and MS1 (red) equations of state.

where C = M/R denotes the compactness of the star, while y = RH ′(R)/H(R).
This equation and Eq. (7) allow for the calculation of λ.

As a final comment, we note that it is often common to work with the
dimensionless tidal deformability

Λ =
2

3

k2

C5
(20)

and we will do so in the remainder of this paper.

3. Equation of State Choices

In this section we motivate our choices for the two EoSs used in this work,
namely, SLy [36] and MS1 [37].

A condition that every viable EoS candidate must satisfy is to be able to
sustain the maximum mass constraint [Mobs

max = 2M�, see Introduction]. A
second condition that must be satisfied by an EoS is that it yields a dimensionless
tidal deformability parameter for a 1.4M� NS that is compatible with Λobs

1.4 =
190+390
−120. Within an NS modelling approach, if an EoS cannot produce a stable

configuration that supports the mass measured for PSR J0348+0432 and for
PSR J0740+6620 or a tidal deformability that agrees with the GW170817 data,
that EoS must be ruled out.

In Fig. 1, we show the masses and radii of two NS equilibrium sequences ob-
tained by repeatedly integrating the TOV equations while varying the central
density, once assuming the SLy EoS (blue curve) and a second time assum-
ing the MS1 EoS (red curve). The curves terminate when the compactness,
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C = M/R, reaches its maximum value, beyond which the star becomes unsta-
ble. Both sequences are seen to admit NSs compatible with the maximum mass
observational constraint. MS1 supports NSs with large radii, i.e., low compact-
ness values. By virtue of Eq. (20), it therefore yields high dimensionless tidal
deformabilities and indeed it was found to be incompatible with the GW data
of the GW170817 event [1, 38, 7]. Nonetheless, we will show that this incompat-
ibility may be evaded resorting to non-canonical NS models that include MDM,
in addition to ordinary matter from the Standard Model. Essentially, the ad-
dition of MDM increases the compactness of a NS with a given gravitational
mass. For this very reason, we choose to use MS1 as an EoS in this work.

At the same time, the presence of MDM lowers the maximum NS mass: by
inspecting Fig. 1, one sees that SLy runs the risk of falling short of fulfilling the
maximum NS mass constraint when MDM is included in modelling NSs. The
choice of using the SLy EoS therefore enables us to show that there can be a
maximum amount of MDM content in NSs.

4. Mirror Dark Matter

Dark matter provides a vast theoretical scenario that encodes the appear-
ance of massive matter fields in the Universe other than the visible ones, in or-
der to fulfill astrophysical constraints. A plausible type of dark matter is MDM
[39, 40, 41, 42], which arises naturally if one assumes that Nature is parity-
symmetric. Asymmetric mirror scenarios have then been deeply analyzed in
the literature, with specific focus, for instance, on the possible implications of
asymmetric fermionic dark matter for neutron stars [43]. The idea behind this
model traces back to Lee and Yang’s paper on parity violation [44]. In the same
article they proposed a way to restore this symmetry globally, by creating a
mirror partner for each particle. This implies the existence of a new sector that
is an exact replica of the Standard Model, but with opposite handedness. This
symmetry can be interpreted as a spacetime parity that connects each particle
e, n, p, γ and so on, to the corresponding e′, n′, p′, γ′, where the prime symbol
denotes the mirror sector. Following these assumptions, ordinary and mirror
particles will have the same mass and be governed by the same dynamics —
with mirror particles also forming atoms, molecules and astrophysical objects
— but the two sectors will communicate only via gravitational interactions.2

It is also worth mentioning specific predictions for the evolution and structural
properties of mirror star massive compact halo objects (MACHOs) [46], and the
possibility of carrying out tests on mirror neutron oscillations [47, 48] in forth-
coming experiments, including the European Spallation Source (ESS). Bounds

2In a more refined picture, which we do not consider in the present paper, MDM can
interact with the Standard Model particles via, for instance, the so called photon–mirror-
photon kinetic mixing. With a mixing of strength of order ε ∼ O(10−9), MDM can fulfill all
constraints imposed by cosmological observations, including those from the cosmic microwave
background and big bang nucleosynthesis [45].
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on neutron-mirror neutron mixing have been also derived from pulsar timing
[49].

In the scenario of our interest, MDM is tied to galaxy halos, and should
mainly appear within the form of cold helium and gases of heavier elements.
From the measurements of Bahcall and collaborators [50], we can conjecture that
dark matter may be found in regions close to those containing stars. Differently,
the mass-light ratio would not be constant. These two assumptions point to the
perfect environment in which ordinary matter stars can capture dark matter
during their lifetime. These are the exact ingredients to apply an accretion
criterion such the as the Bondi-Hoyle one [51, 52].

Another, more sophisticated accretion formula for a body standing in a cloud
of gases is derived by X.Y. Li, F.Y. Wang and K.S. Cheng in [53]. Regardless of
the specific choice for the accretion model, there is no doubt that the capture of
MDM is a phenomenon that must be taken into account in this scenario. The
Bondi-Hoyle and the Li-Wang-Cheng accretion models can be seen, respectively,
as an upper and a lower limit to the accumulated mass. Assuming that the star is
acquiring dark matter, and given a lifetime of one billion years, in both cases the
amount of matter acquired exceeds 1M�: this motivates varying the percentage
of dark matter mass with respect to the total mass in the range 0%–50%.

4.1. Modelling Neutron Stars Containing Mirror Dark Matter

The presence of MDM may be incorporated in NS models by treating ordi-
nary baryonic matter (B) and MDM as two non-interacting perfect fluids. This
is done by splitting the pressure and energy density that appear in Eqs. (1)–(3)
into two additive contributions:

p(r) = pB(r) + pMDM (r) , (21)

ε(r) = εB(r) + εMDM (r) . (22)

In particular, since we are assuming that the two fluids only interact through
gravity, Eq. (2) separates in two equations:

dpB(r)

dr
= − [pB(r) + εB(r)]

dΦ(r)

dr
, (23)

dpMDM (r)

dr
= − [pMDM (r) + εMDM (r)]

dΦ(r)

dr
. (24)

This simplification would not have been possible had we inserted a channel of
non-gravitational interaction [54, 55, 53].

To build NS models that include MDM, one must integrate Eqs. (1), (3),
(23), and (24), with the constraints in Eqs. (21) and (22), starting from the
center of the star. To do so, an EoS and a central density need to be specified
in both matter sectors. In principle, we could use two different EoSs, one per
matter species [see, e.g., 56]. However, it is a good approximation to use the
same EoS in both sectors [55, 57]. Given the different nucleosyntheses, dark
matter nuclei are not distributed like ordinary ones, but it is fair to assume
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Figure 2: NS equilibrium sequences for the MS1 EoS at fix values of the MDM mass to total
mass ratio MMDM/M . The legend indicates the value of MMDM/M for a given sequence.

that, during the collapse, the strong gravitational field of the core reduces the
nuclei into mirror-protons, mirror-neutrons and small agglomerates of mirror-
nucleons that evolve in a way that is similar to that of the ordinary sector,
reaching β-equilibrium. Therefore, we specify a single EoS that holds in both
matter sectors. As discussed in the previous Section, we adopt the SLy and
MS1 EoSs.

The radius R of the NS is determined by integrating the equations of the
two-fluid TOV model until the condition that the total pressure vanishes is
reached, i.e., p(r = R) = 0. The radius of the sphere containing all the baryonic
ordinary matter is defined as RB ≤ R such that pB(RB) = 0; similarly, one may
define RMDM ≤ R such that pMDM (RMDM ) = 0 as the radius of the sphere
that contains all the MDM present in the NS.

Within the two fluid approach that we outlined so far, it is also possible
to define three distinct masses. The total ordinary matter mass is the integral
of 4πr2εB(r) from r = 0 to r = R, while the total MDM mass is the integral
of 4πr2εMDM from the center of the NS up to its surface. Finally, the (total)
gravitational mass is instead given by

M(R) =

∫ R

0

4πr2 [εB(r) + εMDM (r)] dr . (25)

This is the quantity we report in our results, unless otherwise stated.
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Table 1: Radius R, compactness C, Love number k2, and tidal deformability Λ for M = 1.4M�
NS models built with the MS1 EoS (top) and the SLy EoS (bottom), as the percentage of
MDM mass varies as indicated in the table header.

MMDM/M 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

R [km] 13.97 13.06 12.13 11.24 10.44
C 0.148 0.158 0.170 0.184 0.198
k2 [10−2] 8.38 7.37 6.47 6.23 6.76
Λ 786 495 301 197 148

R [km] 10.90 9.98 9.06 8.22 7.57
C 0.190 0.207 0.228 0.251 0.273
k2 [10−2] 6.00 4.85 4.04 3.52 3.33
Λ 163 85 44 23 15

5. Results

We now present our results obtained by repeatedly integrating the TOV
equations for two fluids (ordinary matter and MDM) described in the previous
Section, while varying the total central density and the MDM central density,
for a given EoS (which we recall holds for both matter sectors). This produces a
collection of NS models that we interpolate in order to produce NS equilibrium
sequences with a fix ratio of MDM mass to total mass, MMDM/M . Because
masses are integrated quantities, it is not possible to fix this ratio a priori and
an interpolation over a sample of models is necessary.

In Fig. 2 we show six NS equilibrium sequences obtained for the MS1 EoS for
different values of MMDM/M . The sequence without MDM is shown as a dot-
dashed line in the total radius versus total mass plane: in the absence of MDM,
the NS radius is maximum at a given NS (total) mass. As the MDM contribution
to the total mass increases, so does the compactness of the NSs, i.e., the radius
R decreases for a given M . At the same time, the value of the maximum
(total) mass of a stable NS, Mmax, decreases progressively. Quantitatively, for
the MS1 EoS, R ∼ 14.5 km and Mmax ' 2.75M� in the absence of MDM,
while for MMDM/M = 50% R ∼ 10.5 km and Mmax ' 1.95M�. Since the
TOV equations for two fluids that interact only gravitationally are insensitive to
swapping the two fluid species, the MMDM/M = 50% sequence collects the most
compact configurations that are obtainable for a given EoS. A sequence with
MMDM/M = 90%, for example, is identical to a sequence with MMDM/M =
10%. Indeed, this symmetry was exploited to benchmark the code we wrote to
integrate the TOV two-fluid model described in Sec. 4.1.

Having seen the general behaviour of a NS equilibrium sequence for a given
EoS as we increase the amount of MDM, we report in Tab. 1 the values of the
NS radius, compactness, Love number, and tidal deformability (R, C, k2, and
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Figure 3: The background is the two-dimensional posterior distribution of the dimensionless
tidal deformabilities of the two NSs in the source of GW170817 [1]. The dashed white line
encloses the 90% credible region of such posterior. The colored curves correspond to combi-
nations of EoS and MMDM/M that satisfy the two observational constraints Λobs

1.4 = 190+390
−120

and Mobs
max = 2M�: they are obtained by constructing the interpolating function Λ(M) and

then running it on the component mass posterior of GW170817. The GW170817 data is taken
from [58]

.

λ) for a NS with a canonical M = 1.4M� total mass when varying MMDM/M .
These properties are calculated for both the MS1 and the SLy EoSs.

We now turn to a discussion of the general results presented so far, in light
of the constraints from GW170817 [Λobs

1.4 = 190+390
−120], and PSR J0348+0432

and PSR J0740+6620 [Mobs
max = 2M�]. The MS1 EoS is not compatible with

GW170817 data when considering ordinary matter alone [1]. However, the
inclusion of MDM in an NS model lowers the NS tidal deformability: it is
indeed possible to make the MS1 EoS compatible with both the maximum mass
constraint and the tidal deformability measurement of GW170817, if the MDM
sector is included when modelling NSs. In other words, MS1 may be ruled out
under the hypothesis that the source of the GW170817 signal contained no
MDM, otherwise it cannot.
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Table 2: Values of the dimensionless tidal deformability for 1.4M� NS models built with the
the SLy or the MS1 EoS and several values of MMDM/M , as denoted in the header of the
table. We highlight in bold configurations that are in agreement with both the Λobs

1.4 = 190+390
−120

and the Mobs
max = 2M� observational constraints.

MMDM/M 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

SLy 282 163 85 44 23 15
MS1 1246 786 495 301 197 148

The case of SLy is different. Without MDM, this EoS leads to NS models
compatible with both the maximum mass constraint and GW170817, but just a
small amount of MDM, namely MMDM/M ' 1%, can drive the maximum mass
below 2M�. The presence of MDM may depend on the local environment and,
therefore, this statement may be rephrased as follows: under the hypothesis
that an SLy-like EoS holds in NS interiors, the amount of MDM in, say, PSR
J0348+0432 is bounded by MMDM/M < 1%.

All in all, adding MDM as a degree of freedom of NS models alleviates the
tension due to Mobs

max and Λobs
1.4 discussed in the Introduction. If one admits

the possibility that NSs contain MDM in their interiors, in order for an EoS to
meet experimental observations the following criterion — namely a necessary
condition — must be verified: at least one NS equilibrium sequence of the family
of sequences yielded by that EoS must satisfy the maximum mass constraint,
and at least one sequence must agree with the tidal deformability measurement
of GW170817. Once again, this relies on the fact that the amount of available
MDM may depend on the local environment.

Both MS1 and SLy satisfy the necessary condition we just stated. A more
interesting criterion is the following sufficient condition: for a given EoS to be
viable, at least one curve of the family of its NS equilibrium sequences must be
in agreement with both the maximum mass constraint and the tidal deforma-
bility of GW170817. A concrete application of this is shown in Fig. 3. Here,
we plot the two-dimensional posterior distribution for the tidal deformabilities
of the two constituents of the GW170817 binary NS (data from [58]); the 90%
credible region for this distribution is delimited by the white dashed contour
line. We also overlay examples of Λ1–Λ2 curves that satisfy the sufficient crite-
rion just enounced and that were constructed assuming wither the MS1 or the
SLy EoS. Each of these colored curves is obtained by choosing an EoS, fixing the
MDM contribution to the total mass MMDM/M , constructing the interpolating
function Λ(M) where M is the NS gravitational mass, and then running this
interpolating function on the component mass posterior of GW170817. This
procedure is identical to the one used in [1], but with the additional possibil-
ity of including MDM in our NS models. The EoS and MMDM/M choices
label the single curves in the figure. MS1 satisfies the sufficient condition (i.e.,
both the tidal deformability and maximum mass constraints) for any value of
MMDM/M between ∼ 20% and ∼ 40%. Below this interval, it yields tidal de-
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Figure 4: Deviation from the universal behaviour reported in Eq. (26) of the compactness as
a function of the dimensionless tidal deformability for NS models that include MDM, for NS
masses greater than 1.2M�. Cfit denotes the compactness yielded by Eq. (26) for a given Λ,
while Cexotic is the value obtained in the presence of MDM. The MS1 EoS is used. The black
dotted-dashed line marks the 2 % error quoted in [59] for the universal relation in Eq. (26).
The percentages in the legend refer to the ratio MMDM/M .

formability values that are not compatible with GW17087, whereas above this
interval it cannot satisfy the maximum mass constraint. On the other hand, as
mentioned previously, SLy is viable on for MMDM/M . 1%, otherwise it can-
not meet the maximum mass constraint given by PSR J0348+0432 and PSR
J0740+6620. These results are summarized in Tab. 2, where we report the di-
mensionless tidal deformability of 1.4M� NSs, Λ1.4, for both EoSs and various
values of MMDM/M : configurations that are compatible with Λobs

1.4 = 190+390
−120

and with Mobs
max = 2M� are highlighted in bold.

5.1. Universal Relations

Although the EoS that regulates the microphysics of a NS is unknown, some
universal, i.e., EoS-independent, relations that connect NS related quantities
have be found for canonical matter. For example, [60, 61, 62, 63] report an
essentially EoS-insensitive relation between the moment of inertia, the tidal
Love number, and the spin-induced quadrupole moment of an NS. Another
universal relation expresses, instead, the compactness C of an NS as function
of its dimensionless tidal deformability parameter Λ [59]:

C =
1

10

[
3.71− 3.91 · 10−1 ln Λ + 1.056 · (10−1 ln Λ)2

]
. (26)

This equation is obtained by computing Λ and C for the APR4, MS1, and H4
EoSs, and then fitting the results. The deviations for the fit are quoted to be
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Figure 5: Energy density profile for a NS model for the SLy EoS and 30% of MDM.

of at most ∼ 2%, and the fits are built for NSs with mass of at least 1.2M�.
Universal fits like the one above are derived under certain assumptions about

NSs. Most commonly, the NSs are taken to be stationary, cold, to have low
magnetic fields, etc. Since this article considers non-canonical NS models that
include MDM, we will compare our results for C and Λ to the predictions
of Eq. (26), in order to assess the deviations from it. This is interesting as
the introduction of MDM breaks one of the assumptions made when deriving
this universal relation. Our results are reported in Fig. 4, where we show the
deviation of the compactness of our models from the compactness given by
Eq. (26), as a function of Λ, for different values of MMDM/M , and assuming
the MS1 EoS. The ∼ 2% deviation quoted for the fit in Eq. (26) is indicated
for reference by the dotted-dashed line, and we restrict the NS total mass to be
greater than 1.2M�. We find that the universal relation in Eq. (26) is indeed
followed, with deviations that exceed the 2% error only in some extreme cases
and by 5%, at most. Similar results hold for the SLy EoS.

The configurations with the largest deviations from the universal behaviour
are those with MMDM/M = 30%. This is due to how the addition/removal of
MDM from the NS models impacts the density profiles of the stars. Since the
tidal deformability depends mostly on the proprieties of the outermost layers of
the NS [64, 65], the deviations from Eq. (26) grow progressively as the distribu-
tion of the two fluid species in the outer shell is less and less homogenous. When
MDM is absent or it constitutes all the matter in the NS model, one has a single
fluid TOV model, which constitutes the model behind Eq. (26); therefore, de-
viations from the universal behaviour are negligible. When MMDM/M = 50%,
something similar happens: the two fluids are evenly mixed throughout the star,
which effectively behaves as a single fluid TOV model, and again Eq. (26) is ver-
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ified (purple dots in Fig. 4). Between MMDM/M = 0% and MMDM/M = 50%
(and equivalently between MMDM/M = 50% and MMDM/M = 100%), the two
fluids coexist in the inner parts of the NS model but the external shell contains
only ordinary matter (equivalently MDM). A transition layer between the two-
fluid and single-fluid region thus exists. This moves progressively outwards as
MMDM/M approaches 50% (or equivalently inwards as MMDM/M approaches
100%, starting from 50%). An example of this is provided in Fig. 5, where we
show the baryonic matter, MDM, and total density profiles of a 1.58M� NS
model with MMDM/M = 30%, built with the SLy EoS. The presence of a knee
in the total density profile (the two-fluid to single-fluid transition layer) alters
the tidal deformability of the star, as one of the two fluids is no longer present.
Since the position of this knee depends upon the relative amount of MDM and
ordinary matter, the C-Λ relationship varies with it. There is therefore an op-
timal spot between MMDM/M = 0% and MMDM/M = 50% (and equivalently
between MMDM/M = 50% and MMDM/M = 100%) that maximises the de-
viations from Eq. (26): this happens when the “inohomogeneity” of the outer
layers is greatest.

Conclusions

Over the last five years, astronomy and astrophysics have been witnessing
an epochal revolution: the LIGO-Virgo direct observations of GW signals have
opened up the pathway to the exploration of the Universe by means of a new
channel of observations. We have started to probe the Universe according to a
new paradigm, going beyond observations performed within traditional astron-
omy, via electromagnetic radiation. Additionally, we can combine observational
data obtained in multiple observation channels, provided by gravitational and
electromagnetic waves, and by neutrinos.

Within this vast panorama of possibilities, our work carried out a systematic
study of the equilibrium properties of NSs encompassing MDM. Our research
perspective is supported by clues suggesting that dark matter is widespread
in galaxies, and that MDM could represent the majority of dark matter in
Nature. Through processes of accretion and capture, this form of dark matter
can be assimilated by NSs and modify some of their characteristics, such as
the maximum mass, the compactness, and the tidal deformability. To the best
of our knowledge, the tidal deformability had never been calculated before for
NSs with MDM (but see [25] and [26] for the cases of fermionic dark matter
interacting with ordinary nucleonic matter via the Higgs portal mechanism and
of bosonic dark matter with quartic self-coupling, respectively).

The results presented in Sec. 5 show that NSs with MDM are more compact,
less massive and less deformable than canonical NSs, all else being fixed. This
circumvents the general tendency of standard NS models to require stiff EoSs in
order to support high masses, which comes with the downside of struggling to
support low tidal deformabilities, given for example by GW170817 [7]. On the
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other hand, while soft EoSs can support low tidal deformabilities in canonical
NS models, these can struggle to support high mass values.

We carried out a comparison with the dimensionless tidal deformability con-
straint of GW170817 (Λobs

1.4 = 190+390
−120 for a 1.4M� NS) and the Mobs

max = 2M�
maximum mass constraint of PSR J0348+0432 and PSR J0740+6620. We found
that the introduction of MDM in NS models can allow EoSs to satisfy these con-
straints both separately — as the local environment of a source and its history
affect the amount of MDM a NS contains — and simultaneously. Specifically,
we showed that the SLy EoS satisfies both constraints if MDM is at most ∼ 1%
of the total matter in the star: this implies that if SLy EoS governs NS interiors,
then no more than ∼ 1% of the mass of PSR J0348+0432, for example, can be
ascribed to MDM. The MS1 EoS, instead, easily satisfies the maximum mass
constraint and it can be made compatible with the tidal deformability constraint
for percentages of MDM between 20% and 40% of the total NS mass.

Finally, in Sec. 5.1 we assessed the deviations from the C-Λ universal be-
haviour reported in [59] for standard NSs, when one instead admits the presence
of MDM. We found that in the MDM scenario, for a percentage of MDM & 10%
the deviation crosses the 2% tolerance quoted in [59]. The difference from the
universal trend increases up to about 5% until the MDM reaches percentages
around ∼ 30% of the total NS mass. At this point, the agreement of the MDM
configurations with the universal behaviour improves again. We attribute this
behaviour to the distribution of ordinary and MDM near the surface of the NS,
as these layers dominate the calculation of Λ [64, 65].

Future developments of the work carried out in this paper range from testing
systematically more EoSs, to exploring other models of dark matter — for in-
stance, adding a kinetic mix in the case of MDM [45]. With a suite of exotic NS
models in hand, comparisons against observational results could then gradually
induce restrictions on the parameter space that characterizes viable dark matter
candidates.

Acknowledgements

R.C. and F.P. thank Andrea Maselli for useful discussions. F.P. thanks
Bhaskar Biswas for reading the manuscript and providing helpful comments.
The work of A.A. is supported by the Talent Scientific Research Program of
College of Physics, Sichuan University, Grant No.1082204112427. A.M. wishes
to acknowledge support by the Shanghai Municipality, through the grant No.
KBH1512299, by Fudan University, through the grant No. JJH1512105, and by
NSFC, through the grant No. 11875113. This research has made use of data,
software and/or web tools obtained from the Gravitational Wave Open Science
Center (https://www.gw-openscience.org), a service of LIGO Laboratory, the
LIGO Scientific Collaboration and the Virgo Collaboration. LIGO is funded by
the U.S. National Science Foundation. Virgo is funded by the French Centre
National de Recherche Scientifique (CNRS), the Italian Istituto Nazionale della
Fisica Nucleare (INFN) and the Dutch Nikhef, with contributions by Polish and
Hungarian institutes.

16



References

[1] B. P. Abbott, et al. (LIGO Scientific Collaboration and Virgo Collabo-
ration), Gw170817: Observation of gravitational waves from a binary
neutron star inspiral, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 (2017) 161101. URL: https:
//link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.161101. doi:10.1103/
PhysRevLett.119.161101.

[2] A. Arcones, et al., White paper on nuclear astrophysics and low energy
nuclear physics Part 1: Nuclear astrophysics, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 94
(2017) 1–67. doi:10.1016/j.ppnp.2016.12.003. arXiv:1603.02213.

[3] A. W. Steiner, S. Gandolfi, F. J. Fattoyev, W. G. Newton, Using Neutron
Star Observations to Determine Crust Thicknesses, Moments of Inertia,
and Tidal Deformabilities, Phys. Rev. C91 (2015) 015804. doi:10.1103/
PhysRevC.91.015804. arXiv:1403.7546.

[4] E. E. Flanagan, T. Hinderer, Constraining neutron star tidal Love numbers
with gravitational wave detectors, Phys. Rev. D77 (2008) 021502. doi:10.
1103/PhysRevD.77.021502. arXiv:0709.1915.

[5] J. Aasi, et al. (LIGO Scientific), Advanced LIGO, Class. Quant. Grav. 32
(2015) 074001. doi:10.1088/0264-9381/32/7/074001. arXiv:1411.4547.

[6] F. Acernese, et al. (VIRGO), Advanced Virgo: a second-generation in-
terferometric gravitational wave detector, Class. Quant. Grav. 32 (2015)
024001. doi:10.1088/0264-9381/32/2/024001. arXiv:1408.3978.

[7] B. P. Abbott, et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), GW170817: Measurements
of neutron star radii and equation of state, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 (2018)
161101. doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.161101. arXiv:1805.11581.

[8] F. J. Fattoyev, J. Piekarewicz, C. J. Horowitz, Neutron Skins and Neutron
Stars in the Multimessenger Era, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 (2018) 172702.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172702. arXiv:1711.06615.

[9] B. Kumar, P. Landry, Inferring neutron star properties from GW170817
with universal relations, Phys. Rev. D99 (2019) 123026. doi:10.1103/
PhysRevD.99.123026. arXiv:1902.04557.

[10] B. Abbott, et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), GW190425: Observation of a
Compact Binary Coalescence with Total Mass ∼ 3.4M�, Astrophys. J.
Lett. 892 (2020) L3. doi:10.3847/2041-8213/ab75f5. arXiv:2001.01761.

[11] F. H. Vivanco, R. Smith, E. Thrane, P. D. Lasky, A scalable random forest
regressor for combining neutron-star equation of state measurements: A
case study with GW170817 and GW190425, 2020. arXiv:2008.05627.

[12] S. Blinnikov, M. Khlopov, On Possible Effects of ‘Mirror’ Particles, Sov. J.
Nucl. Phys. 36 (1982) 472. [Original version: Yadernaya Fizika 36 (1982)
809-811.].

17

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.161101
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.161101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.161101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.161101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2016.12.003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.02213
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.02213
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.91.015804
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.91.015804
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.7546
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.7546
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.021502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.021502
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.1915
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.1915
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/7/074001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.4547
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.4547
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/32/2/024001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.3978
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.3978
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.161101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.11581
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.11581
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172702
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.06615
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.06615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.123026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.123026
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.04557
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.04557
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab75f5
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.01761
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.01761
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.05627
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.05627


[13] S. Blinnikov, M. Khlopov, Possible astronomical effects of mirror particles,
Sov. Astron. 27 (1983) 371–375. [Original version: Astron.Zh. 60 (1983)
632-639.].

[14] M. Khlopov, G. Beskin, N. Bochkarev, L. Pustylnik, S. Pustylnik, Ob-
servational Physics of Mirror World, Sov. Astron. 35 (1991) 21. [Original
version: Astron.Zh. 68 (1991) 42-57.].

[15] Z. Berezhiani, Mirror world and its cosmological consequences, Int.
J. Mod. Phys. A 19 (2004) 3775–3806. doi:10.1142/S0217751X04020075.
arXiv:hep-ph/0312335.

[16] Z. Berezhiani, Through the looking-glass: Alice’s adventures in mirror
world, in: From Fields to Strings: Circumnavigating Theoretical Physics:
A Conference in Tribute to Ian Kogan, 2005, pp. 2147–2195. doi:10.1142/
9789812775344_0055. arXiv:hep-ph/0508233.

[17] Z. Berezhiani, Matter, dark matter, and antimatter in our Universe, Int.
J. Mod. Phys. A 33 (2018) 1844034. doi:10.1142/S0217751X18440347.

[18] T. Zhao, J. M. Lattimer, Tidal deformabilities and neutron star merg-
ers, Physical Review D 98 (2018). URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevD.98.063020. doi:10.1103/physrevd.98.063020.

[19] S. Bogdanov, S. Guillot, P. S. Ray, M. T. Wolff, D. Chakrabarty, W. C. G.
Ho, M. Kerr, F. K. Lamb, A. Lommen, R. M. Ludlam, et al., Constraining
the neutron star mass–radius relation and dense matter equation of state
with nicer. i. the millisecond pulsar x-ray data set, The Astrophysical
Journal 887 (2019) L25. URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/
ab53eb. doi:10.3847/2041-8213/ab53eb.

[20] S. Bogdanov, F. K. Lamb, S. Mahmoodifar, M. C. Miller, S. M. Morsink,
T. E. Riley, T. E. Strohmayer, A. K. Tung, A. L. Watts, A. J. Dittmann,
et al., Constraining the neutron star mass–radius relation and dense matter
equation of state with nicer. ii. emission from hot spots on a rapidly rotating
neutron star, The Astrophysical Journal 887 (2019) L26. URL: http://dx.
doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab5968. doi:10.3847/2041-8213/ab5968.

[21] M. C. Miller, F. K. Lamb, A. J. Dittmann, S. Bogdanov, Z. Arzoumanian,
K. C. Gendreau, S. Guillot, A. K. Harding, W. C. G. Ho, J. M. Lat-
timer, et al., Psr j0030+0451 mass and radius from nicer data and implica-
tions for the properties of neutron star matter, The Astrophysical Journal
887 (2019) L24. URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab50c5.
doi:10.3847/2041-8213/ab50c5.

[22] J. Antoniadis, P. C. C. Freire, N. Wex, T. M. Tauris, R. S. Lynch, M. H.
van Kerkwijk, M. Kramer, C. G. Bassa, V. S. Dhillon, T. Driebe, J. Hessels,
V. Kaspi, V. I. Kondratiev, N. Langer, T. R. Marsh, M. Mclaughlin, T. T.
Pennucci, S. M. Ransom, I. Stairs, J. van Leeuwen, J. P. W. Verbiest, D. G.

18

http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X04020075
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0312335
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0312335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/9789812775344_0055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/9789812775344_0055
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0508233
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0508233
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X18440347
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.063020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.063020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.98.063020
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab53eb
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab53eb
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab53eb
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab5968
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab5968
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab5968
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab50c5
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab50c5


Whelan, A massive pulsar in a compact relativistic binary., Science 340
6131 (2013) 448, 1233232.

[23] H. T. Cromartie, et al., Relativistic Shapiro delay measurements
of an extremely massive millisecond pulsar, 2019. doi:10.1038/
s41550-019-0880-2. arXiv:1904.06759.

[24] B. Biswas, P. Char, R. Nandi, S. Bose, Hint of a tension between Nuclear
physics and Astrophysical observations, 2020. arXiv:2008.01582.

[25] A. Das, T. Malik, A. C. Nayak, Confronting nuclear equation of state in
the presence of dark matter using gw170817 observation in relativistic mean
field theory approach, Physical Review D 99 (2019). URL: http://dx.doi.
org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.043016. doi:10.1103/physrevd.99.043016.

[26] K. Zhang, G.-Z. Huang, F.-L. Lin, GW170817 and GW190425 as Hybrid
Stars of Dark and Nuclear Matters, 2020. arXiv:2002.10961.

[27] R. Abbott, et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), Open data from the first and
second observing runs of Advanced LIGO and Advanced Virgo, 2019.
arXiv:1912.11716.

[28] A. Trovato (Ligo Scientific, Virgo), GWOSC: Gravitational Wave Open
Science Center, PoS Asterics2019 (2020) 082. doi:10.22323/1.357.0082.

[29] S. Rosswog, M. Bruggen, Introduction to high-energy astrophysics,
2007. URL: http://www.cambridge.org/catalogue/catalogue.asp?

isbn=9780521857697.

[30] D. T. Loan, N. H. Tan, D. T. Khoa, J. Margueron, Equation of state of the
neutron star matter, and the nuclear symmetry energy, Physical Review C
83 (2011) 065809. URL: http://hal.in2p3.fr/in2p3-00596982. doi:10.
1103/PhysRevC.83.065809, to be published in Physical Review C.

[31] J. Lattimer, The nuclear equation of state and neutron star masses,
Annual Review of Nuclear and Particle Science 62 (2013). doi:10.1146/
annurev-nucl-102711-095018.

[32] R. C. Tolman, Static solutions of einstein’s field equations for spheres of
fluid, Phys. Rev. 55 (1939) 364–373. URL: https://link.aps.org/doi/
10.1103/PhysRev.55.364. doi:10.1103/PhysRev.55.364.

[33] J. R. Oppenheimer, G. M. Volkoff, On massive neutron cores, Phys. Rev.
55 (1939) 374–381. URL: https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.
55.374. doi:10.1103/PhysRev.55.374.

[34] T. Hinderer, B. D. Lackey, R. N. Lang, J. S. Read, Tidal deformability of
neutron stars with realistic equations of state and their gravitational wave
signatures in binary inspiral, Phys. Rev. D81 (2010) 123016. doi:10.1103/
PhysRevD.81.123016. arXiv:0911.3535.

19

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-019-0880-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-019-0880-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.06759
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.06759
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.01582
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.01582
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.043016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.043016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.99.043016
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.10961
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.10961
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.11716
http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.11716
http://dx.doi.org/10.22323/1.357.0082
http://www.cambridge.org/catalogue/catalogue.asp?isbn=9780521857697
http://www.cambridge.org/catalogue/catalogue.asp?isbn=9780521857697
http://hal.in2p3.fr/in2p3-00596982
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.83.065809
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.83.065809
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-102711-095018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-102711-095018
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.55.364
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.55.364
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.55.364
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.55.374
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.55.374
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.55.374
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.123016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.123016
http://arxiv.org/abs/0911.3535
http://arxiv.org/abs/0911.3535


[35] T. Hinderer, Tidal Love numbers of neutron stars, Astrophys. J. 677 (2008)
1216–1220. doi:10.1086/533487. arXiv:0711.2420.

[36] Douchin, F., Haensel, P., A unified equation of state of dense matter and
neutron star structure, A&A 380 (2001) 151–167. URL: https://doi.

org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011402. doi:10.1051/0004-6361:20011402.

[37] H. Muller, B. D. Serot, Phase transitions in warm, asymmetric nuclear
matter, Phys. Rev. C52 (1995) 2072–2091. doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.52.
2072. arXiv:nucl-th/9505013.

[38] B. Abbott, et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), Properties of the binary neu-
tron star merger GW170817, Phys. Rev. X 9 (2019) 011001. doi:10.1103/
PhysRevX.9.011001. arXiv:1805.11579.

[39] Z. Berezhiani, A. Dolgov, R. Mohapatra, Asymmetric inflationary
reheating and the nature of mirror universe, Physics Letters B
375 (1996) 26–36. URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(96)

00219-5. doi:10.1016/0370-2693(96)00219-5.

[40] Z. G. Berezhiani, R. N. Mohapatra, Reconciling present neutrino
puzzles: Sterile neutrinos as mirror neutrinos, Physical Review D
52 (1995) 6607–6611. URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.
6607. doi:10.1103/physrevd.52.6607.

[41] R. Foot, Mirror dark matter: Cosmology, galaxy structure and di-
rect detection, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A29 (2014) 1430013. doi:10.1142/
S0217751X14300130. arXiv:1401.3965.

[42] P. Ciarcelluti, Cosmology with mirror dark matter, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D19
(2010) 2151–2230. doi:10.1142/S0218271810018438. arXiv:1102.5530.

[43] I. Goldman, R. Mohapatra, S. Nussinov, D. Rosenbaum, V. Teplitz, Possi-
ble implications of asymmetric fermionic dark matter for neutron stars,
Physics Letters B 725 (2013) 200–207. URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.

1016/j.physletb.2013.07.017. doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2013.07.017.

[44] T. D. Lee, C. N. Yang, Question of parity conservation in weak interactions,
Phys. Rev. 104 (1956) 254–258. URL: https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRev.104.254. doi:10.1103/PhysRev.104.254.

[45] R. Foot, Mirror dark matter: Cosmology, galaxy structure and direct de-
tection, International Journal of Modern Physics A 29 (2014) 1430013.
URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X14300130. doi:10.1142/
s0217751x14300130.

[46] Z. Berezhiani, P. Ciarcelluti, S. Cassisi, A. Pietrinferni, Evolutionary
and structural properties of mirror star machos, Astroparticle Physics 24
(2006) 495–510. URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.

2005.10.002. doi:10.1016/j.astropartphys.2005.10.002.

20

http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/533487
http://arxiv.org/abs/0711.2420
http://arxiv.org/abs/0711.2420
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011402
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.52.2072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.52.2072
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9505013
http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/9505013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.011001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.011001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.11579
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.11579
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(96)00219-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(96)00219-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(96)00219-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.6607
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.6607
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.52.6607
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X14300130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X14300130
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.3965
http://arxiv.org/abs/1401.3965
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218271810018438
http://arxiv.org/abs/1102.5530
http://arxiv.org/abs/1102.5530
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.07.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.07.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.07.017
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.104.254
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.104.254
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.104.254
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X14300130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/s0217751x14300130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/s0217751x14300130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2005.10.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2005.10.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2005.10.002


[47] Z. Berezhiani, L. Bento, Neutron - mirror neutron oscillations: How
fast might they be?, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96 (2006) 081801. doi:10.1103/
PhysRevLett.96.081801. arXiv:hep-ph/0507031.

[48] Z. Berezhiani, More about neutron–mirror neutron oscillation, The Euro-
pean Physical Journal C 64 (2009). URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/
epjc/s10052-009-1165-1. doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1165-1.

[49] I. Goldman, R. N. Mohapatra, S. Nussinov, Bounds on neutron-mirror
neutron mixing from pulsar timing, Phys. Rev. D 100 (2019) 123021.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.100.123021. arXiv:1901.07077.

[50] N. A. Bahcall, A. Kulier, Tracing mass and light in the Universe: where
is the dark matter?, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 439 (2014) 2505–2514.
doi:10.1093/mnras/stu107. arXiv:1310.0022.

[51] H. Bondi, F. Hoyle, On the mechanism of accretion by stars, MNRAS 104
(1944) 273. doi:10.1093/mnras/104.5.273.

[52] R. G. Edgar, A Review of Bondi-Hoyle-Lyttleton accretion, New
Astron. Rev. 48 (2004) 843–859. doi:10.1016/j.newar.2004.06.001.
arXiv:astro-ph/0406166.

[53] X. Y. Li, F. Y. Wang, K. S. Cheng, Gravitational effects of condensate
dark matter on compact stellar objects, Journal of Cosmology and Astro-
Particle Physics 2012 (2012) 031. doi:10.1088/1475-7516/2012/10/031.
arXiv:1210.1748.

[54] Q.-F. Xiang, W.-Z. Jiang, D.-R. Zhang, R.-Y. Yang, Effects of fermionic
dark matter on properties of neutron stars, Phys. Rev. C 89 (2014) 025803.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.89.025803. arXiv:1305.7354.

[55] F. Sandin, P. Ciarcelluti, Effects of mirror dark matter on neutron stars,
Astropart. Phys. 32 (2009) 278–284. doi:10.1016/j.astropartphys.
2009.09.005. arXiv:0809.2942.

[56] S. Leung, M. Chu, L. Lin, Dark-matter admixed neutron stars,
Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 107301. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.84.107301.
arXiv:1111.1787.

[57] P. Ciarcelluti, F. Sandin, Have neutron stars a dark matter core?,
Phys. Lett. B695 (2011) 19–21. doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2010.11.021.
arXiv:1005.0857.

[58] Gravitational Wave Open Science Center, https://www.gw-openscience.
org/eventapi/html/GWTC-1-confident/GW170817/v3/, ????

[59] A. Maselli, V. Cardoso, V. Ferrari, L. Gualtieri, P. Pani, Equation-of-state-
independent relations in neutron stars, Phys. Rev. D88 (2013) 023007.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.88.023007. arXiv:1304.2052.

21

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.081801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.081801
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0507031
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0507031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1165-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1165-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-009-1165-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.123021
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.07077
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.07077
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu107
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.0022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.0022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/104.5.273
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.newar.2004.06.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0406166
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0406166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/10/031
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.1748
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.1748
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.89.025803
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.7354
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.7354
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2009.09.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2009.09.005
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.2942
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.2942
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.107301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.1787
http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.1787
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2010.11.021
http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.0857
http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.0857
https://www.gw-openscience.org/eventapi/html/GWTC-1-confident/GW170817/v3/
https://www.gw-openscience.org/eventapi/html/GWTC-1-confident/GW170817/v3/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.023007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.2052
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.2052


[60] K. Yagi, N. Yunes, I-Love-Q, Science 341 (2013) 365–368. doi:10.1126/
science.1236462. arXiv:1302.4499.

[61] K. Yagi, N. Yunes, I-Love-Q Relations in Neutron Stars and their
Applications to Astrophysics, Gravitational Waves and Fundamental
Physics, Phys. Rev. D88 (2013) 023009. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.88.
023009. arXiv:1303.1528.

[62] N. Jiang, K. Yagi, Analytic i-love-c relations for realistic neutron
stars, Physical Review D 101 (2020). URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/
PhysRevD.101.124006. doi:10.1103/physrevd.101.124006.

[63] J. Gagnon-Bischoff, S. R. Green, P. Landry, N. Ortiz, Extended i-love
relations for slowly rotating neutron stars, Physical Review D 97 (2018).
URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.064042. doi:10.1103/
physrevd.97.064042.

[64] L. Perot, N. Chamel, A. Sourie, Role of the crust in the tidal deformability
of a neutron star within a unified treatment of dense matter, Physical
Review C 101 (2020). URL: http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.101.
015806. doi:10.1103/physrevc.101.015806.

[65] J. Piekarewicz, F. J. Fattoyev, Impact of the neutron star crust on the
tidal polarizability, Physical Review C 99 (2019). URL: http://dx.doi.
org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.045802. doi:10.1103/physrevc.99.045802.

22

http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1236462
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1236462
http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.4499
http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.4499
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.023009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.023009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.1528
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.1528
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.124006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.124006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.101.124006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.064042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.97.064042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.97.064042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.101.015806
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.101.015806
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevc.101.015806
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.045802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.045802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevc.99.045802

	1 Introduction
	2 Neutron Stars
	2.1 Tidal deformability 

	3 Equation of State Choices 
	4 Mirror Dark Matter 
	4.1 Modelling Neutron Stars Containing Mirror Dark Matter

	5 Results
	5.1 Universal Relations


