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ABSTRACT

We study the structural properties like the gravitational mass, radius and tidal deformability of dark matter (DM)

admixed strange quark stars (SQSs). For the purpose we consider the vector MIT Bag model to describe the strange

quark matter (SQM) and investigate the possible presence of accreted DM in the SQSs consequently forming DM

admixed SQSs. We introduce feeble interaction between SQM and the accreted fermionic DM via a vector dark boson

mediator. Considering the present literature, in the context of possible presence of DM in SQSs, this work is the

first to consider interaction between DM and SQM in the DM admixed SQSs. The mass of the DM fermion (mχ)

and the vector mediator (mξ) and the coupling (yξ) between them are determined in accordance with the constraint

from Bullet cluster and the present day relic abundance, respectively. We find that the presence of DM reduces both

the mass and radius of the star compared to the no-DM case. The massive the DM fermion, the lower the values of

maximum mass and radius of the DM admixed SQSs. For the chosen values of mχ and corresponding values of mξ

and yξ, the computed structural properties of the DM admixed SQSs satisfy all the various present day astrophysical

constraints.We obtain massive DM admixed SQSs configurations consistent with the GW190814 observational data.

Hence the secondary compact object associated with this event may be a DM admixed SQS.

Key Words: (cosmology:) dark matter; gravitational waves;
dense matter; equation of state; stars: massive.

1 INTRODUCTION

Several unknown and inconclusive facets of compact stars
make them one of the most interesting objects in the Uni-
verse. One such inconclusive fact is their composition at such
high density (5−10 times the nuclear density). So the dense
matter composition and interactions at conditions relevant to
compact stars are at present best understood by theoretical
modeling of compact star matter. The corresponding inter-
actions and the equation of state (EoS) are thus obtained
based on speculative studies on theoretical modeling of com-
pact star matter. Consequently, the presence of quark matter
(QM) in compact stars is still experimentally unknown and a
topic of current research. Theoretical speculations have pre-
dicted the possible existence of strange quark stars (SQSs)
Olinto (1987) based on the Bodmer-Witten conjecture which
states that strange QM (SQM), being composed of u, d and s
quarks, have a lower energy per baryon number than the pure
nucleonic system Bodmer (1971); Chin & Kerman (1979);
Witten (1984). Ref. Farhi & Jaffe (1984) also ensured the
stability of SQM at large baryon number and no external
pressure with certain QCD parameters. Consequently, several
theoretical works attempted the modeling of SQM in order
to establish the possible existence of SQSs. The first and one
of the most widely adopted model is the original MIT Bag
model Chodos et al. (1974) which was later modified in Fraga

et al. (2001); Alford et al. (2005) as the non-ideal bag model.
Further, repulsive interaction between the quarks was intro-
duced via a parameter α4 Fraga et al. (2001); Alford et al.
(2005); Glendenning (2000); Weissenborn et al. (2011). The
repulsive effect was also included by introducing vector meson
as mediator (vBag model) Klahn & Fischer (2015); Cierniak
et al. (2019); Franzon et al. (2016); Wei et al. (2019); Lopes
et al. (2021); Kumar et al. (2022).

The bag constant B associated with the MIT Bag model
represent the difference in energy density between the pertur-
bative vacuum and the true vacuum. The bag constant B is
still not well known. Model dependent analysis with respect
to GW170817 data constrained B1/4 =(134.1 - 141.4) MeV
with low-spin prior and B1/4 =(126.1 - 141.4) MeV with high-
spin prior for SQSs Zhou et al. (2018) while for hybrid stars
Nandi & Char (2018); Nandi & Pal (2021) estimated similar
range of B. Ref. Aziz et al. (2019) also obtained the allowed
range of B1/4 =(133.68 - 222.53) MeV for SQSs while Yang
et al. (2020) constrained B1/4 =(141.3 - 150.9) MeV for SQSs
with modified Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) formal-
ism. It is also seen that the stability of SQS in terms of bind-
ing energy per baryon ε/ρB is controlled by B Farhi & Jaffe
(1984); Torres & Menezes (2013); Ferrer et al. (2015). Ref.
Torres & Menezes (2013) estimated the allowed range of B
with respect to the stability condition of SQSs demanding
that ε/ρB 6 930 MeV, where ρB is the baryon density. In β

equilibrated SQM the upper bound on B is set by considering
charge neutral 3 flavor SQM in presence of electrons while the
lower bound is obtained with 2 flavor QM Torres & Menezes
(2013). Recently, Lopes et al. (2021) calculated the same for
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2 Debashree Sen and Atanu Guha

the vBag model and established the allowed range of B for
different vector couplings GV . In the present work we adopt
the same vBag model following Lopes et al. (2021) and cal-
culate the stability window of B following the same criteria
as ε/ρB 6 mn. To calculate the EoS of SQM we consider an
average value of B between Bmax and Bmin for a particular
value of GV .

Certain observational evidences like the rotation curves of
the galaxies, observation of gravitational lensing, X-ray anal-
ysis of Bullet cluster Bertone et al. (2005); Aghanim et al.
(2020) support the existence of dark matter (DM) in the
Universe and compact stars like SQSs, being highly gravi-
tating objects, are capable of accreting DM onto the system
forming DM admixed SQSs. The exact nature and proper-
ties and interaction of DM particle candidates are unknown.
The most suitable DM particle candidates are the Weakly
Interacting Massive Particles (WIMPs) whose direct detec-
tion is being attempted in various experiments like super-
CDMS Agnese et al. (2018), XENON100 Aprile et al. (2012),
XENON1T Aprile et al. (2018), LUX Akerib et al. (2013),
PANDAX-II Wang et al. (2020), DARKSIDE-50 Agnes et al.
(2018), SENSEI Crisler et al. (2018) and very recently the
LUX-ZEPLIN (LZ) Aalbers et al. (2022) etc. However, the
exclusion bounds prescribed by such direct detection exper-
iments are dependent on the local DM density around the
solar neighborhood which do not affect the density of DM
in the NS/SQS environment. The Cosmic Microwave Back-
ground (CMB) anisotropy maps, obtained from the Wilkin-
son Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) data Bennett
et al. (2013), furnishes the present day thermal relic abun-
dances of DM to be ∼ Ωh2 ≈ 0.12 Tanabashi et al. (2018);
Bauer & Plehn (2019); Cannoni (2016). Thus any feasible
DM model has to successfully reproduce the observed non-
baryonic relic density. This sets strong constraints on the
model parameters. On being accreted to the SQS system, the
DM particles suffer collisions with the quarks and thereby lose
kinetic energy and eventually become gravitationally bound
to the star. At some point of time the accretion stops and the
DM particles attain thermal equilibrium among themselves
due to the self interactions. This justifies the DM particle
density to be almost constant as considered by Panotopoulos
& Lopes (2017b); Guha & Sen (2021); Sen & Guha (2021)
in case of DM admixed neutron stars (NSs). The accrecred
DM particles therefore remain confined within a region of
small radius inside the star. Several works have successfully
explained the possible existence of DM admixed SQSs and
DM admixed NSs in which the SQM or the NS matter do
not interact with the DM Lopes & Panotopoulos (2018); El-
lis et al. (2018); Li et al. (2012); Tolos & Schaffner-Bielich
(2015); Deliyergiyev et al. (2019); Rezaei (2017); Mukhopad-
hyay et al. (2017); Mukhopadhyay & Schaffner-Bielich (2016);
Panotopoulos & Lopes (2017a); Jiménez & Fraga (2022);
Panotopoulos & Lopes (2018b); Leung et al. (2022); Karke-
vandi et al. (2022); Lourenço et al. (2022a); Gleason et al.
(2022); Dengler et al. (2022); Karkevandi et al. (2022); Pan-
otopoulos & Lopes (2018a, 2017c); Miao et al. (2022) and the
two fluid approach is mostly adopted in such works. In this
context it is worth mentioning that the interaction between
DM and SQM in the DM admixed SQSs is not considered
before in the existing literature to the best of our knowledge.

The accreted DM may eventually lead to the collapse of the
star into a black hole. To prevent this, the interaction between

DM and the standard model constituents of the star matter
must be extremely weak Zheng & Chen (2016). Therefore in
the present work we invoke feeble interaction between SQM
and fermionic DM χ. As stated earlier that for the descrip-
tion of SQM, in the present work we consider the vbag model
that introduces a vector mediator (ω meson) to ensure quark
interaction. Motivated by this fact, in the present work we in-
clude the vector new physics mediator ξ to study the effects
of the feeble DM-SQM interaction on the DM admixed SQS
properties. We choose the dark boson mediator ξ in the dark
sector to be of vector type in order to maintain similarity with
the pure SQM that involves the ω meson which is a vector
mediator. Moreover, the vector ω meson and the vector dark
boson ξ carry the same net spin. It is well known that the net
spin of ω meson is 1 while that of the vector dark boson is
also 1 Hambye & Vanderheyden (2020); Arcadi et al. (2020);
Gabrielli et al. (2015). However, one can also consider a scalar
mediator from the dark sector. Several works Panotopoulos
& Lopes (2017b); Bertoni et al. (2013); Nelson et al. (2019);
Bhat & Paul (2020); Lourenço et al. (2022b); Quddus et al.
(2020); Das et al. (2019, 2020, 2021) have considered inter-
action between dark and hadronic matter via Higgs boson
and have successfully computed the structural properties of
DM admixed NSs. In our earlier works we introduced feeble
interaction between DM fermion and β equilibrated hadronic
NS matter (described by the hadronic relativistic mean field
model Sen (2021)) via a dark scalar mediator φ Sen & Guha
(2021) while in Guha & Sen (2021) we included same dark
vector mediator ξ (as chosen in the present work) along with
the scalar dark mediator φ in order to determine the struc-
tural properties of the DM admixed NSs. In the present work
we consider only the vector dark mediator ξ in order to be
consistent with the SQM sector which involves only vector
mediator and also to match the net spin of the ω and ξ vec-
tor mediators. Similar to Guha & Sen (2021), in the present
work the mass of DM fermion mχ, mass of vector mediator mξ

and the coupling yξ between them are determined in consis-
tence with the self-interaction constraint from Bullet cluster
Tulin et al. (2013); Tulin & Yu (2018); Hambye & Vander-
heyden (2020) and from present day relic abundance Belanger
et al. (2013); Gondolo & Gelmini (1991); Guha et al. (2019).
In the present work we study the effects of variation of these
DM parameters mχ, mξ and yξ on the DM admixed SQSs in
the light of various astrophysical constraints like the lower
bound on maximum mass from PSR J0740+6620 Fonseca
et al. (2021), the constraint on tidal deformability of a 1.4 M�
from GW170817 Abbott et al. (2018) and the NICER data
for PSR J0030+0451 Riley et al. (2019); Miller et al. (2019).
These astrophysical constraints on the structural properties
of compact stars help us to obtain realistic EoS of compact
stars to certain extent and to understand the possible com-
position of matter at such conditions. The nature of the mas-
sive secondary compact object associated with the detection
of GW190814 Abbott et al. (2020) has remained inconclusive
whether this object is a black hole (BH) or a NS. This is be-
cause any further information related to GW190814 like its
electromagnetic counterpart or the tidal deformability of this
compact object is still not obtained.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section 2
we depict the formalism of the vbag model for SQSs in the
presence of DM. In the following section 3 we present our
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results along with relevant discussions. We finally conclude
in the final section 4 of the paper.

2 FORMALISM

2.1 vBag Model with Dark Matter

We adopt the vector MIT Bag (vBag) model with the u, d
and s quarks in presence of electrons. The mass of u and d
quarks is very small compared to that of the s quark (ms=95
MeV). The formalism of obtaining the EoS of such a system
is well depicted in Lopes et al. (2021); Kumar et al. (2022). In
addition to SQM in the model, we consider the presence of ac-
creted DM. The interaction between the quarks and fermionic
DM χ is mediated by the vector dark boson ξ of mass mξ. The
complete modified Lagrangian of such a system is given as

L =
∑

f

[
ψ f

(
iγµ∂µ −gξγµξµ −m f

)
ψ f −B

]
Θ(ψ fψ f )

−
∑

f

gqqV

[
ψ f

(
γµVµ

)
ψ f

]
Θ(ψ fψ f ) +

1
2

m2
V VµVµ −

1
4

VµνVµν

+ ψl

(
iγµ∂µ −ml

)
ψl −

1
4

F′µνF′µν +
1
2

m2
ξξµξ

µ

+ χ
[
iγµ∂µ − yξγµξµ

]
χ (1)

where, f = u, d and s and the lepton l=e is the electrons.
B is the Bag constant and the Heaviside function Θ=1 inside
the bag. Here the quark interaction is mediated by the re-
pulsive vector ω meson channel and thus mV =783 MeV with
gqqV as the coupling strength. For simplicity, in the present
work we consider universal coupling scheme i.e., guuV = gddV =

gssV = gqqV . The scaled coupling is defined as GV = (gqqV/mV )2.
So taking GV =0 reduces to the original form of the MIT Bag
model without interactions. Refs. Lopes et al. (2021); Kumar
et al. (2022) also introduced the self-interaction of the vector
ω field via its quartic contribution in terms of a parameter
b4 that regulates the increment/decrement of the vacuum ex-
pectation value (V0) of the ω field. This correction term also
mimics the Dirac sea contribution of the quarks. However, in
the present work we do not consider this self-interaction of
the ω field since we intend to study the exclusive effects of
DM and the DM parameters on the structural properties of
the DM admixed SQSs. We consider the values of GV=0.3, 0.5
and 0.7. As discussed in the Introduction section 1, in order
to calculate the stability window for B, we adopt the same
procedure as Torres & Menezes (2013); Lopes et al. (2021);
Ferrer et al. (2015) based on the criteria as ε/ρB 6mn for the
upper bound of B with 3 flavor SQM while the lower bound
is obtained with the 2 flavor QM. Here we consider, mn=939
MeV to obtain the stability window for B. We present the
calculated allowed range of B for the considered values of GV
in table 1. Our calculated allowed range of B is slightly dif-
ferent from that of Torres & Menezes (2013); Lopes et al.
(2021) since unlike them we have considered mn=939 MeV.
Consistent with Lopes et al. (2021), we find that the value of
both Bmin and Bmax decrease with increase of GV . To calculate
the EoS given using Eqs. (7) and (8), we consider an average
value of B between Bmax and Bmin for a particular value of GV .

The terms ψ f (gξγµξµ)ψ f of Eq. (1) indicate the interaction

Table 1. Stability window obtained for the vector MIT Bag model
with XV = 1 and mn=939 MeV.

GV B1/4
min B1/4

max
(MeV) (MeV)

0.3 138 148

0.5 134 143

0.7 131 139

of the the quark fields ψ f with the vector new physics medi-
ator ξ from dark sector with a very feeble coupling strength
gξ ∼ 10−4 as we assumed in our previous works Guha & Sen
(2021); Sen & Guha (2021). We have checked that this cou-
pling, being extremely small, the change in its order below
10−4 do not bring any significant change to the EoS and
structure of DM admixed SQSs. The interaction between the
fermionic DM χ and ξ is depicted in the last line of Eq. (1).
The corresponding coupling between the two is denoted by yξ.
The terms 1

4 VµνVµν and 1
4 F′µνF′µν in Eq. (1) denote the kinetic

terms of the vectors fields ω and ξ, respectively. In the present
work the higher order self-interaction terms of the dark me-
diator ξ has been neglected and has been chosen up to second
order for simplicity. It is seen that the inclusion of the higher
order terms do not contribute much and do not bring any sub-
stantial change to the results presented in the present work.
The mass of the fermionic DM (mχ) and the corresponding
value of mξ is chosen in consistence with the self-interaction
constraint from Bullet cluster Tulin et al. (2013); Tulin &
Yu (2018); Hambye & Vanderheyden (2020) while the corre-
sponding value of yξ is chosen in accordance to the present day
relic abundance Belanger et al. (2013); Gondolo & Gelmini
(1991); Guha et al. (2019). In our earlier work Guha & Sen
(2021) we have already discussed in details the calculations
of mχ, mξ and yξ consistent with the mentioned constraints.
However, for the sake of completeness, we discuss the DM pa-
rameters and their calculations. Bullet cluster observational
data suggests an estimate of the self-interaction of the DM
particles Randall et al. (2008); Bradac et al. (2006). The self-
scattering transfer cross-section of DM fermions is typically
in the range σT /mχ ≈ (0.1−10) cm2/gm Randall et al. (2008);
Bradac et al. (2006); Dawson et al. (2012); Dave et al. (2001);
Vogelsberger et al. (2012); Kahlhoefer et al. (2015). For the
DM fermions of mass mχ, self-scattered through the light vec-
tor mediator of mass mξ, the bullet cluster data estimates for
the transfer cross-section as σT /mχ 6 1.25 cm2/gm Randall
et al. (2008); Robertson et al. (2017). The DM parameters
involved in the present work viz. the mass (mχ) of the DM
fermions χ and the mass (mξ) of the light mediator ξ sat-
isfy the self-interaction constraints from bullet cluster Tulin
et al. (2013); Tulin & Yu (2018); Hambye & Vanderheyden
(2020) as seen from Fig. 1. The coupling constant (yξ) for the
interaction between the DM fermion χ and the light vector
mediators from the hidden sector ξ is determined by satis-
fying the present day thermal relic abundances of DM. For
detailed calculations one can refer to Belanger et al. (2013);
Gondolo & Gelmini (1991); Guha et al. (2019). The chosen
parameter sets of the dark sector are listed in table 2.

Applying mean field approximation, the equation of motion
of the vector field in terms of V0 reads

MNRAS 000, 1–?? (2022)



4 Debashree Sen and Atanu Guha

Table 2. Chosen values of self interacting DM mχ and corresponding
values of mξ from the constraints obtained from Bullet cluster. yξ
have been fixed from observed relic abundance.

mχ mξ yξ
(GeV) (MeV)

25 50 0.27
50 60 0.32
75 20 0.40

100 10 0.46
150 6 0.50
200 4 0.52

Figure 1. Combination of mχ and mξ satisfying the self-interaction

constraint from bullet cluster Randall et al. (2008); Tulin
et al. (2013). The color coding denotes the values of DM self-

interaction transfer crossection σT /mχ = (0.1−1) cm2/gm (purple)

and (1−10) cm2/gm (sea-green).

V0 =
gqqV

m2
V

ρ (2)

where, the total quark density is given as

ρ =< ψ†fψ f >= (ρu +ρd +ρs) =
γ f

6π2

∑
f

kF f
3 (3)

Here kF f is the Fermi momenta of the quarks and γ f =6 for
quarks.

The vacuum expectation value (ξ0) of the vector dark boson
is

ξ0 =
gξρ+ yξρχ

m2
ξ

(4)

where, the DM density is

ρχ =
γ f

6π2 kFχ
3 (5)

Based on the discussion given in Panotopoulos & Lopes

(2017b); Guha & Sen (2021), for the present work a con-
stant number density of the fermionic DM has been assumed
throughout the radius profile of the star. This estimate of con-
stant number density (ρχ) of fermionic DM is ∼ 1000 times
smaller than the average baryon number density of the SQM.
In absence of any proper experimental or observational evi-
dence regarding the presence and distribution of DM in com-
pact stars, many recent works Bhat & Paul (2020); Sen &
Guha (2021); Guha & Sen (2021); Quddus et al. (2020); Das
et al. (2019, 2020, 2021) have also considered the same as-
sumption of constant number density of DM throughout the
density profile of NSs. Going with this assumption, the Fermi
momentum of the DM fermions kFχ also turns out to be con-
stant. Therefore in the present work we fix kFχ=0.03 GeV.

The quark chemical potential in presence of DM is modified
as

µ f =
√

k2
f + m2

f + gqqV V0 + gξξ0 (6)

The chemical equilibrium conditions and the charge neu-
trality condition for the quarks are additionally imposed.

The complete EoS is given as follows. The energy density
is

ε =
1
2

g2
qqV

m2
V

ρ2 +
1
2

(
gξρ+ yξρχ

)2

m2
ξ

+
γ f

2π2

∑
f

∫ kF f

0

√
k2

f + m2
f k2

f dk f

+
γl

2π2

∫ kF l

0

√
k2

l + m2
l k2

l dkl +
γχ

2π2

∫ kFχ

0

√
k2
χ + m2

χ k2
χ dkχ + B (7)

while the pressure is

P =
1
2

g2
qqV

m2
V

ρ2 +
1
2

(
gξρ+ yξρχ

)2

m2
ξ

+
γ f

6π2

∑
f

∫ kF f

0

k4
f dk f√
k2

f + m2
f

+
γl

6π2

∫ kF l

0

kl
4 dkl√

k2
l + m2

l

+
γl

6π2

∫ kFχ

0

kχ4 dkχ√
k2
χ + m2

χ

−B (8)

With the obtained EoS we proceed to calculate the struc-
tural properties of the SQSs.

2.2 Structural Properties of Quark Stars

With the obtained EoS, the structural properties like the
gravitational mass (M) and the radius (R) of the DM admixed
SQSs are computed by integrating the following Tolman-
Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations Tolman (1939); Op-
penheimer & Volkoff (1939) based on the hydrostatic equilib-
rium between gravity and the internal pressure of the star.

dP
dr

= −
G
r

(ε+ P)
(
M + 4πr3P

)
(r−2GM)

, (9)

dM
dr

= 4πr2ε, (10)

The deformation of the metric hαβ in Regge-Wheeler gauge
is given as Hinderer (2008); Hinderer et al. (2010)

hαβ = diag
[
e−ν(r)H0,eλ(r)H2,r2K(r),r2 sin2 θK(r)

]
Y2m(θ,φ) (11)

MNRAS 000, 1–?? (2022)
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The tidal Love number k2 is obtained in terms of the com-
pactness (C = M/R) and a quantity y which in case of QSs is
defined as Hinderer et al. (2010); Kumar et al. (2022)

y =
RH′(R)
H(R)

−
4πR3εs

M(R)
(12)

where, εs is the energy density at the surface of the QS.
The tidal deformability parameter λ in terms of k2 is given
as

λ =
2
3

k2R5 (13)

The dimensionless tidal deformability Λ is then calculated
as a function of Love number, gravitational mass and radius
Hinderer (2008); Hinderer et al. (2010) as

Λ =
2
3

k2(R/M)5 (14)

3 RESULTS

We compute the EoS of SQS both in presence and absence of
DM. For the purpose we consider the values of GV=0.3, 0.5
and 0.7. In the present work, for each value of GV we calculate
the EoS with a corresponding value of B which is the average
of Bmax and Bmin presented in table 1. The DM admixed SQM
EoS is computed for three values of mχ=50, 75 and 100 GeV.
For each value of mχ, mξ and yξ are calculated following Guha
& Sen (2021) in order to be consistent with the constraints
from Bullet cluster and present day relic density bound. With
the obtained EoS for SQM and DM admixed SQM, we ob-
tain the structural properties like the mass M, radius R and
tidal deformability Λ of both SQSs and DM admixed SQSs
following the formalism mentioned in section 2.2.

In Fig. 2 we show our results of mass and radius (Fig. 2a)
and tidal deformability (Fig. 2b) with a lower value of GV=0.3
and corresponding value of B for both SQSs and DM admixed
SQSs. From Fig. 2a we find that the maximum mass Mmax
of the star decreases as more massive DM fermion is consid-
ered. Compared to the no-DM (SQS) case, the constraint on
mass from the secondary component of GW190814 Abbott
et al. (2020) is hardly satisfied in case of DM admixed SQSs.
However, it is still debatable in literature whether this ob-
ject is a compact star or a black hole. For both SQSs and
DM admixed SQSs the M − R constraints from GW170817
Abbott et al. (2018) and PSR J0740+6620 Fonseca et al.
(2021); Miller et al. (2021); Riley et al. (2021) are well satis-
fied. However, the constraint on the M−R plane from NICER
data for PSR J0030+0451 Riley et al. (2019); Miller et al.
(2019), though satisfied by SQS, is hardly satisfied by the
DM admixed SQSs configurations. In Fig. 2b we find that for
the low value of GV(=0.3) the constraints on Λ1.4 from both
GW170817 and GW190814 are satisfied with mχ=75 and 100
GeV. For mχ=50 GeV and the no-DM only the constraint
from GW190814 is satisfied. For the no-DM case our result
is consistent with Kumar et al. (2022).

We next investigate the effect on the structural proper-
ties of SQSs and DM admixed SQSs in Fig. 3 with an inter-
mediate value of GV=0.5 and the corresponding value of B.
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Figure 2. (a) Mass-radius relationship of dark matter admixed

quark stars for different GV =0.3. Observational limits imposed
from the most massive pulsar PSR J0740+6620 Fonseca et al.
(2021); Miller et al. (2021); Riley et al. (2021) are also indi-

cated. Mass of secondary component of GW190814 Abbott et al.

(2020)) is also shown. The constraints on M−R plane prescribed
from GW170817 Abbott et al. (2018)) and NICER experiment for

PSR J0030+0451 Riley et al. (2019); Miller et al. (2019) are also
compared. (b) Corresponding variation of tidal deformability with
respect to mass. Constraint on Λ1.4 from GW170817 Abbott et al.

(2018) and GW190814 Abbott et al. (2020) observations are also
shown.
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Figure 3. Same as Fig. 2 but for GV =0.5.

For DM admixed SQSs the same values are mχ are consid-
ered same as that in case of Fig. 2. Comparing Figs. 2a and
3a we find that both Mmax and the corresponding radius of
SQSs increase with increasing values of GV . This is also con-
sistent with Lopes et al. (2021); Kumar et al. (2022). This
fact is also true for the DM admixed SQSs for any particular
value of mχ. For DM admixed SQSs the various constraints
on the M−R plane are better satisfied with a higher value of
GV . From Fig. 3a we find that the constraint from NICER

data for PSR J0030+0451, which was hardly satisfied with
GV=0.3, is now well satisfied for GV=0.5 with all the three
chosen values of mχ. We also note that unlike the DM ad-
mixed SQSs obtained with GV=0.3, constraint on mass from
the secondary component of GW190814 is well satisfied by
that with GV=0.5. Similar to the case of the lower value of
GV , our results with GV=0.5 are in good agreement with the
other constraints from GW170817 and PSR J0740+6620 on
the M −R relationship of compact stars. In Fig. 3b we find
that for the moderate value of GV(=0.5) the constraints on
Λ1.4 from both GW170817 and GW190814 are satisfied with
mχ=100 GeV. The rest including that for the no-DM case
satisfy only the one from GW190814.

We finally present our results with a high value of GV=0.7
in Fig. 4. From Fig. 4a we find that Mmax offshoots the theo-
retical limit on the upper bound of compact stars (> 3 M�) in
case of the pure SQS without DM. The presence of DM with
all the chosen values of mχ reduces the maximum mass to an
acceptable range. All the constraints on the mass-radius rela-
tionship of compact stars are well fulfilled by all the DM ad-
mixed SQSs configurations. Fig. 4b suggests that for the high
value of GV(=0.7) the constraints on Λ1.4 from GW170817 is
satisfied by none of the configurations. The constraint from
GW190814 is satisfied with only mχ=75 and 100 GeV.

Comparing Figs. 2a, 3a and 4a, we find that for any par-
ticular value of the mχ, both mass and radius of the DM
admixed SQSs increase with increasing values of GV . Thus
we find that the NICER data for PSR J0030+0451 is bet-
ter satisfied with GV > 0.3. With GV = 0.3 this constraint is
marginally satisfied only for mχ=50 GeV. For GV < 0.3 the
aforesaid constraint is not satisfied with any of the chosen
values of mχ. We therefore chose values of GV > 0.3 in the
present work. Overall, in the present work we obtain very
massive SQS configurations even in the presence of DM. In
most cases the maximum mass is high enough to be compa-
rable with that of the secondary component of GW190814
merger event. Although it is at present debatable whether
it is a BH or NS, the results of this work suggest that this
compact object may be a DM admixed SQS.

We next study the variation of R1.4 and Λ1.4 with respect
to mχ. In Fig. 5 we show the same. For all the values of GV ,
both R1.4 and Λ1.4 increase with decreasing values of mχ. We
also notice that for very high values of mχ the constraint on
Λ1.4 from GW170817 is not well satisfied. This effect becomes
more pronounced for lower values of GV . Each line in Figs.
5a and 5b are the fitted function for the variation of R1.4 and
Λ1.4, respectively with respect to mχ for the corresponding
value of GV . In absence of any direct relation between R1.4
and Λ1.4 with respect to mχ, we have obtained the specific
(fitted) relationship between to mχ and R1.4 and Λ1.4 indi-
vidually within the scope of the model. From these fits, the
particular relation between R1.4 and mχ for different GV is
obtained as

R1.4 = 7.677 + 4.346 exp
(
−

mχ

542.118

)
, for GV = 0.3 (15)

R1.4 = 8.321 + 4.138 exp
(
−

mχ

459.488

)
, for GV = 0.5 (16)

and
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Figure 4. Same as Fig. 2 but for GV =0.7.

R1.4 = 9.471 + 3.665 exp
(
−

mχ

319.798

)
, for GV = 0.7 (17)

while that between Λ1.4 and mχ are

Λ1.4 = 257.08 + 553.23 exp
(
−

mχ

139.95

)
, for GV = 0.3 (18)

Λ1.4 = 374.21 + 726.70 exp
(
−

mχ

106.13

)
, for GV = 0.5 (19)

(a)

(b)

Figure 5. Variations of (a) R1.4 and (b) Λ1.4 with respect to mχ for
different values of GV .

and

Λ1.4 = 558.56 + 1067.29 exp
(
−

mχ

64.80

)
, for GV = 0.7 (20)

It can be seen from Figs. 5a and 5b that compared to the
constraint on Λ1.4, that on R1.4 is better satisfied with the
chosen values of mχ for different GV . Moreover, as mentioned
earlier, that for all the chosen values of mχ, the NICER data
for PSR J0030+0451 is better satisfied with GV > 0.3. How-
ever, there are still many uncertainties pertaining to compact
star physics viz. the composition and EoS, presence of DM
and its interaction with the standard model particles. More-
over, the SQM EoS is also obtained with the vbag model
in the present work but there are various other well-known
models to describe the SQM properties. Under such circum-
stances, prescribing any specific bound on the DM mass with
respect to the various astrophysical constraints is beyond the
scope of this work. However, within the scope of the present
study, we can roughly conclude that with an average value
of mχ ∼100 GeV the present day astrophysical constraints on
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compact star structural properties could be satisfied. There-
fore instead of providing any specific bound on mχ, we have
focused on obtaining the specific (fitted) relationship and de-
pendence of R1.4 and Λ1.4 on mχ for a specific value of GV .
Within the scope of this study the relations presented in Eqs.
(15), (16) and (17) show the specific (fitted) relationship be-
tween R1.4 and mχ while (18), (19) and (20) show the same
between Λ1.4 and mχ.

4 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

We have computed the structural properties of DM admixed
SQSs. We consider the vBag model to describe the SQM with
the bag constant been determined by following the stabil-
ity condition of the SQM in terms of the energy density per
baryon. With the notion such compact stars, being highly
gravitating objects, we study the possible presence of accreted
DM in SQSs thereby forming DM admixed SQSs. We intro-
duce a feeble interaction between pure SQM and the accreted
fermionic DM via a vector dark boson mediator. The masses
of the DM fermion, mass of vector mediator and the coupling
between them are determined in consistence with the self-
interaction constraint from Bullet cluster and from present
day relic abundance, respectively.

Overall, we find that the presence of DM reduces both the
mass and radius of the star compared to the no-DM case.
We find that the presence of more massive DM particle leads
to the less massive DM admixed SQSs with smaller radius.
It is also seen that the various astrophysical constraints on
the mass-radius relationship of the DM admixed SQSs is bet-
ter satisfied with higher values of the vector coupling (GV)
between the quarks. With the chosen values of mχ and corre-
sponding values of mξ and yξ, the calculated structural prop-
erties (gravitational mass, radius and tidal deformability) of
the DM admixed SQS configurations satisfy all the various
present day astrophysical constraints obtained from the pul-
sars like PSR J0740+6620 and PSR J0030+0451 and the
gravitational wave data of GW170817 and GW190814.
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150

Gleason T., Brown B., Kain B., 2022, Phys. Rev. D, 105, 023010

Glendenning N. K., 2000, Compact stars: Nuclear physics, particle

physics, and general relativity. Springer-Verlag, New York

Gondolo P., Gelmini G., 1991, Nucl. Phys. B, 360, 145

Guha A., Sen D., 2021, JCAP, 09, 027

Guha A., Dev P. S. B., Das P. K., 2019, JCAP, 02, 032

Hambye T., Vanderheyden L., 2020, JCAP, 05, 001

Hinderer T., 2008, Astrophys. J., 677, 1216

Hinderer T., Lackey B. D., Lang R. N., Read J. S., 2010, Phys.
Rev. D, 81, 123016
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