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The nature of dark matter (DM) remains a profound mystery. Macroscopic candidates, such as
Fermi-balls, offer a distinct alternative to conventional particle DM, yet their low number density
makes terrestrial detection challenging. In this work, we present a unified search strategy for sub-
saturated Fermi-ball DM. We first revisit and significantly update astrophysical constraints from
compact objects, utilizing rigorous expressions and additional white dwarf data related to ignition

and subsequent supernovae.

Crucially, we then explore novel signatures of Fermi-balls in future

gravitational wave experiments like LISA and TianQin, performing detailed signal-to-noise ratio
and Fisher matrix analyses. By combining these updated white dwarf/neutron star limits with the
projected gravitational wave sensitivities, we derive the most comprehensive constraints on Fermi-
ball parameter space to date, demonstrating the power of multi-messenger approaches for probing

macroscopic DM.

As one of the most profound mysteries in the universe,
the properties of dark matter (DM) have long been ex-
plored by physicists. In addition to particle and wave-
like DM, there are also motivations suggesting that DM
may be formed through the composition of dark particles,
analogous to the formation of atoms from electrons and
protons in the visible world. The typical candidates of
this species of DM are Q-ball or Fermi-ball, which may
be formed through Affleck-Dine mechanism [1, 2] or a
first-order phase transition [3-7].

For these macroscopic DM candidates, due to their
low number density in the universe, it is hard to de-
tect them on terrestrial experiments like direct detec-
tion experiments. Many efforts for detecting them have
been proposed [8-14]. The astrophysical compact objects
like white dwarfs (WDs) and neutron stars (NSs) provide
powerful probes for detecting macroscopic DM. When a
macroscopic DM transits the white dwarfs, it may trans-
fer enough energy in terms of the scattering to trigger
runaway fusion and ignite a type Ia supernova [15, 16].
The astrophysical constraints on macroscopic DM have
been reconsidered [17, 18]. In addition, for relatively
lighter DM with mass mpy ~ O(1 —10°) GeV, compact
objects also have the ability to constrain their properties
by capturing them [19-30]. For instance, the captured
asymmetric DM could accrete to trigger gravitational col-
lapse of compact objects into a black hole [31-37]. For
symmetric DM, DM annihilation can heat NSs and pro-
duce radiation detectable by telescopes [38-40].

Furthermore, DM yields unique signatures in gravita-
tional wave (GW) experiments [41-54]. For a review,
see [55]. Macroscopic DM could interact directly with
the satellites [41-46], or affect the photon propagation
through the Shapiro effect [56-61].

In this letter, we revisit the astrophysical constraints
(supernovae and superbursts) on Fermi-ball DM by uti-

lizing rigorous expressions and more WD data. In addi-
tion, we investigate the direct signals of Fermi-ball DM
in GW detectors like LISA [62] and TianQin [63].

Fermi-ball DM with long-range interaction—We
consider the minimal Fermi-ball DM model by simply in-
troducing a scalar ¢ and a fermion X beyond the stan-
dard model (SM) [64],
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We fix mx = 100 GeV. When the scalar field ¢ varies
slowly over the Compton wavelength of X, it can be
treated as a classical background field that induces a spa-
tially varying effective mass mx —yx¢(r) for X. Within
the Thomas-Fermi approximation, the X particles are
treated as a degenerate Fermi gas. The total energy of
the X — ¢ system with radius Rx is
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where the Fermi-ball is assumed to be spherical. gx is the
degree of freedom of X and kp is the Fermi momentum.
The fermion number is defined by
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Using the minimization condition, dEx — udNx = 0
with p being the chemical potential, one gets the rela-

tion pu = gﬁi;g:’; \/k2 + [mx — yxé(r)]>. The
numerical and analytlcal analyses of the Fermi-ball pro-
file are shown in the Supplementary Material.

We investigate the case where the constituents are

relativistic for large fermion number Nx, but Rx <
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m;l [64]. The Fermi-ball in this case is “sub-saturated”

and has the scaling Rx ~ N)Q(/ 3, or more precisely,

3/4
2gx 37rm§( 3/2
Ny = 2= [ —= RY™, 4
X 97 <gkﬂ1X X ()

with ax = y% /47, and
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It can be seen from Egs. (4) and (5) that Mx Ni/?’,
therefore the Fermi-ball mass grows slower than Nx.
This implies the existence of a negative binding energy,
which renders the Fermi-ball more stable than a system of
Ny free fermions and provides the possibility for Fermi-
ball to serve as the DM candidate.

Assuming the scalar ¢ also couples to the SM sector
— for instance, to nucleons via y,n¢n — an additional

Yukawa attractive potential arises between two objects
i,7 € {SM, X},
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with §; = Vo m; = M;/N; is the averaged mass

per constituent and agy = y2/4w. It is obvious that
myx = u for Fermi-ball DM, and we set m, to be the
nucleon mass for nucleons. From Egs. (4) and (5), the
DM effective coupling reads,
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While |dsnm| < 3 x 1076 has been strongly constrained
by the MICROSCOPE mission’s weak equivalence princi-
ple test [65, 66], the DM coupling could be several orders
larger, since the only relevant constraints are imposed
by the influence of DM self-interaction on structure for-
mation [67-69]. Observation of the bullet cluster con-
strained the cross- of DM to be o/Mx < 1 cm?/g, from
which the constraint on dx is given by [70]:
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with A\ = m;l and vpy the DM velocity. From the def-
inition of number density nx = d;(?’ = px/Mx with px
the energy density of Fermi-ball DM, the characteristic
distance between the Fermi-ball DM reads,

Luys (Mx VP
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where we have assumed that the Fermi-ball accounts
for only a part of the total DM, px = fxppm with

ppum = 0.4 GeV /cm?® being the DM density. This is phe-
nomenologically reasonable in the theory of Fermi-ball
formation during a first-order phase transition [6]. We
will also assume the force range of sub-saturated Fermi-
ball is larger than the typical lengths in this work, i.e.,
the radius of the WD or NS, and the arm length of the
GW detector; for instance, we take A = 0.1 pc. Then the
attractive potential between the DM and the nucleons is
simply obtained by replacing the Newton constant in the
gravitational potential by G — G(14&) with & = dgmdx .

Runaway fusion of compact objects— Firstly, we
briefly discuss the condition of triggering runaway fusion
in a WD core and NS ocean. When DM passes a WD
or an NS, it may deposit energy through scattering with
C or O ions. If the energy deposition Fqep is enough
for the ions to overcome their mutual Coulomb barrier,
the runaway fusion occurs. Therefore, the first condition
for fusion is that the energy deposition must raise the
temperature of a certain area above some critical value
Terit ~ MeV. In this work, Tg,it is set to be 0.5 MeV [71].
The second condition is that the timescale for cooling due
to thermal diffusion has to be longer than the timescale
corresponding to the heating due to fusion. The former
increases with the size of the heated region but the latter
is independent of the size of the region; therefore, there
is a critical size Ar beyond which the heat cannot be
efficiently diffused [16]. Following the discussion in [72],
the ignition condition reads,
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where p is the local density of WDs or NSs. ¢, ~
M /2 + ¢ /4 + ¢ is the averaged heat capacity with
the heat capacity for ions, photons, and electrons (see
Supplementary Material).

It is often assumed that the DM triggers the igni-
tion near the center of a CO WD. Obtaining the pre-
cise density profile of WDs requires solving the Tol-
man—Oppenheimer—Volkoff (TOV) equation [73, 74]. In
this work, we use the analytic fit of the WD-mass central
density relationship introduced by Ref. [72],
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with {¢;} ={1.0033, —0.3087, —1.1652, 2.0211, —2.0604,
1.1687, —0.2810}.

The trigger length A is obtained by comparing the nu-
clear energy generation rate and the heat diffusion rate.
However, the specific nuclear energy generation rates of
the WD generally require numerical simulation, and the
Ref. [72] provides an analytical scaling relation,
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with {A;, A} = {1.3x107% em,2.5x 107° cm} and
{p1,p2} = {2x10% g-cm™3,10'° g-cm™3} for WDs.
We take 4361 WDs in Montreal White Dwarf
Database [75] with known lifetimes and masses spanning
0.8 < Mwp/Mg < 1.4. The minimum trigger length is
found to be Ar ~ 4.8 x 107° cm.

Unlike WDs, the thermal nuclear runaway causes the
NSs to undergo a superburst instead of a supernova.
The outer layer of NS consists of an ocean of heavy el-
ements, where the mass fraction of carbon is approxi-
mately 10% [76]. For NSs, we assume the relation (12)
still holds. The superbursts source 4U 1820-30 is used
to place constraints on the Fermi-ball DM. The mass
and radius of the NS are [77] Mys = 1.58 My and
Rns = 9.11 km respectively. The recurrence time of 4U
1820-30 is taken to be tyoc = 2.5 yr [17] and its Galactic
position is 1.2 kpc. The trigger length of NS is derived
by integrating the neutron star crust density profile in
Ref. [78] to obtain the crustal column depth and then
comparing it to the maximum ignition column depth of
4 x 1013 g - cm™2 presented in Fig. 1 of Ref. [76].

As the Fermi-ball DM passes through a compact object
with mass Mco and radius Rco, it can deposit its energy
through elastic scattering. The energy transfer reads,

dE4ep
dx
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where ox 4 ~ 7rR§( is the scattering cross between DM
and carbon ions. vese = v/2GMco/Rco is the escape
speed on the surface of compact objects. Given that
Rx > Ar, we have to multiply Egep by ()\T/RX)3 after
taking into account the energy deposition in the critical
volume, %’U\%«. Then the energy deposition to trigger the
ignition reads,
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Astrophysical constraints from supernova and
superburst.— In addition to the ignition, it is impor-
tant to investigate the event rate at WDs/NSs. The en-
counter rate between DM and WD /NS relies on the max-
imum impact factor bpyax [70], whose complete formula
can be found in Supplementary Material. The encounter

rate between DM and compact objects is defined by

(1) = fx P2 R . (15)

FX
Mx

For WDs, DM is chosen to be at the solar position,
ro = 8.3 kpc, where ppu(re) = 0.4 GeV/em® and
ve ~ 220 km/s [79-82].

The expected number of DM passing through the WDs
is

Ne\ch = nglcTWD,i : (16)

We set N2VP = 3 which may be ruled out at 95% confi-
dence, as pointed in Ref. [17]. For NSs, the mwp has to
be replaced by t.ec. In order to evaluate the DM velocity
at the position of NS, we use the Maxwell-Boltzmann dis-
persion speed vpm(r) = /3G M (r)/2r where M(r) is the
DM mass enclosed in r [18]. By adopting the Navarro-
Frenk-White profile [83, 84],

% ) (17)
(£) (1+3)

where rs = 20 kpc and p, can be fixed by ppm (r), then
M(r) = for d3r’ ppu (17).

For WDs, there will be a surface above which the elec-
trons become non-degenerate, and there the density peny
is typically only about 0.1% of the central density. The
temperature T, at the transition point can be determined
by equating the electron pressure of the degenerate layer
to that of the non-degenerate layer [85]. More details

can be found in the Supplementary Material. Then the
radius R, at which T' = T, can be obtained from

pom(r) =

1 fpe GM
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where p, is the atomic mass unit. And o =

O, X1+ Z;)/A;)"" is the mean molecular weight with
X;, Z;, and A; being the mass fraction, charge, and
atomic mass number of ion species ¢, respectively. The
width of a non-degenerate WD envelope is defined by
Renv = Rwp — R.. The condition for DM to penetrate
into the WDs is that the energy loss of DM cannot exceed
the incident kinetic energy of DM,

dEq . Mxv?i (1+a)
d;p ~ penvaXAngC(l +a)< # . (19)
From which one can obtain ‘?\j[‘; < pmchm. We take

Penv to be 1072 of the central density, peny = 1073 pwp.
From the updated WD database and the rigorous anal-
yses above we obtain a conservative bound oxa/Mx >
7.3 x 107! ecm? /g that is shown in Fig. 1. This value is
about 100 times larger than that in [16] and 10° times
larger than the value reported in [17], but it is 300 times
smaller than the value in [18].

For NS crusts, the condition that DM crosses the non-
degenerate layer is set by using the maximum ignition
column depth at the carbon ocean in Ref. [76], which is
about peny Renv =~ 4 X 10'3 g - cm™2. The astrophysical
constraints for Fermi-ball DM are shown in Fig. 1. The
Fermi-ball fraction is set to be fx = 0.01, and the results
for fx = 1 can be found in Supplementary Material.
As more DM is focused, constraints are amplified when
introducing the Yukawa interaction. The maximum value
of DM mass to be constrained by WDs is 6.25 x 1018 g
and 6.46 x 10%° g for @ = 0 and & = 100, respectively.
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Figure 1. WD and NS constraints on Fermi-ball DM. The blue
solid line represents the constraint with only gravitational in-
teraction, and the dashed line represents the constraint with
extra Yukawa attraction. The gray line represents the CMB
constraints [8, 9].

For NS the value for & = 0 is 2.14 x 10% g. The Fermi-
ball will collapse into a black hole when its radius drops
below the Schwarzschild radius 2GM .

Signals at GW experiments.— As a macroscopic
DM object passes near the detector, its gravitational in-
fluence causes differential acceleration among the test
masses of GW detectors, producing a detectable Doppler
signal. In the scenario where DM transits near a GW
detection satellite, we assume the process occurs within
the x — y plane, with the DM moving along the y-
direction at velocity vpy. The resulting differential ac-
celeration of the nearest interferometer node can be ex-
pressed as [42, 45]
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where D is the impact factor of DM with respect to the
nearest satellite and G is given by G(1 + &) after taking
into account the long-range Yukawa interaction. In the
following, we use the SI units to make the results clearer.
After integration, the velocity of the test mass induced
by the trajectory of DM reads,

+ vpmt/D
GMy \/W
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Duvpm \/1+th4t /D
0

So in the limit ¢ — —oo, the test mass is at rest. At
t — oo, the velocity of the satellite approaches the z-
direction and is equal to %

The DM interacts with three nodes of the detector si-

multaneously. We assume that the impact factor between
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Figure 2. The signal PSD (dashed lines) of Fermi-ball DM
on the GW detectors in the X channel and the corresponding
noise PSD (solid lines).

the DM and the other two nodes is D’. We use U; and V;
to encode the possible Doppler shifts of the laser beams
that are exchanged between the detector nodes. In order
to effectively cancel the laser noise, time-delay interfer-
ometry is employed [86-88]. For instance, the signal in
Michelson-like X channel combination reads,
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with
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and permutation symmetry 1 — 2 — 3 — 1. n; is de-
fined as the unit vector between two nodes, labeled by
the opposite side of the triangle, while v; refers to the
corresponding velocity perturbation of the i-th node in-
duced by gravitational pull. Note that vi(t) = v(¢, D)
and va(t) = v3(t) = v(t,D’). By using the relation

ny +nz = —1ny,
X(8) = —ny v(t,D) —v(t—4L/c, D)
c
_ / o /!
+2v(t 3f/c,D) 72v(t I;/C,D) ' (25)

For arbitrary orientation of the detector plane relative to
the DM, n; = (sin¥cosy,sindsinp,cosd). For sim-
plicity, we set D’ = D + L by taking into account



the larger distance with respect to the other two nodes
due to the arm length. Some works consider the close
approach limit, where the DM is restricted to pass-
ing by an interferometer node with an impact parame-
ter smaller than the characteristic size of the detector,
D < L [42, 45]. The GW detector is moving through
the halo at a constant velocity, and the DM velocity
follows the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution, f(vpy) =

2
\/ﬁexp {; (%) } where 7 = vpms/V3 with

Urms A~ 270 km/s [89]. As the DM speed is concentrated
within a specific range, we set vpy = vg. Complete cal-
culation needs Monte-Carlo simulation for the geometry
of the detectors, DM position and DM velocity distribu-
tion. We leave this in our future work. Finally, the power
spectral density (PSD) of the signal reads,

P(w) = %/dcosﬁ/ dgp‘)z(w)r . (26)

where X (w) is the Fourier transformation of X (t) and
w = 27 f. In Fig. 2 we show the DM signals and the
corresponding noise PSD S, for LISA [62], TianQin [63],
Taiji [90], and BBO [91]. The complete formula for signal
PSD in the three TDI channels and the corresponding
noise PSD can be seen in the Supplementary Material.

We employ the X channel to derive our main result.
The detectability of GW detectors is evaluated by the
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR),

SNR = (4/?@58))% . (27)

In order to avoid the constraints of MICROSCOPE and
the bullet cluster, fx and dgy are set to be fx = 0.01
and dgy = 1076, respectively. The DM impacts on GW
detectors are approximately a Poisson process. The cor-
responding probability is (Ng?’)"e*Necic /n! where n and
NEW — (waD2pDMvDM/MX) Tébs are the number of
DM and the expected number of DM passing through the
detector i, respectively. We restrict NGW = 1 so that at
least one DM induced event will be expected during the
lifetime T}, . of the experiments. The results of the sen-
sitivity of the GW detectors after fixing SNR > 10 are
shown in Fig. 3. GW detectors have the ability to de-
tect DM with mass 1 — 10' g and coupling ax > 1077,
The detectability of GW detectors is strongest around
10" — 10'2? g. Below this value, the PSD of the signal
is proportional to C~T‘2M)2(, so ax must be increased to
compensate for the decrease in Mx. On the other hand,
if the DM mass is too large, the impact factor D has to
be increased for a fixed event rate. The signals suffer an
extra exponential suppression, and then ax needs to be
increased again. The NS heating constraint due to the
energy transfer from DM that is not gravitationally cap-

tured has been considered [70]. The sensitivity of GW

detectors on DM for fx = 1 and expected events for a
fixed SNR are shown in the Supplementary Material.

We also perform Fisher matrix analysis to forecast the
precision of model parameters. The full analysis can be
seen in the Supplementary Material. The marginalized
1-0 uncertainty on the ¢-th parameter is estimated as
the square root of the diagonal element of the covari-
ance matrix, which is the inverse of the Fisher matrix.
For example, our results indicate that for My = 108 g,
ax = 107135 and D = 10 km, the uncertainties are
logo(Mx/g) = 8.0+ 0.19 and log;, ax = —13.5 +0.23
at TianQin, showing the superiority of GW detectors for
DM detections.
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Figure 3. Projected sensitivity of GW detectors to Fermi-
ball DM with updated astrophysical constraints. The brown
line and the gray line denote the constraints from NS kinetic
heating and CMB, respectively.

Conclusion— In this Letter, we have established a
unified framework to constrain macroscopic DM, specifi-
cally Fermi-balls, by bridging the gap between astrophys-
ical observations and precision interferometry. By adopt-
ing more rigorous analysis of white dwarf envelopes and
incorporating expanded data, we derived a conservative
bound of ox4/Mx = 7.3 x 10711 ¢cm? /g, which updates
previous estimates by orders of magnitude.

Complementing astrophysical bounds, we demon-
strated that space-borne GW observatories, such as LISA
and TianQin, can serve as sensitive detector by monitor-
ing the kinematic response of its test masses to pass-
ing DM. We found that they can identify sub-saturated
Fermi-balls with masses spanning 1-10'* g and ayxy >
10717,  Furthermore, our Fisher analysis reveals that
these experiments can achieve percent-level precision in
parameter estimation, highlighting their ability to pro-
vide robust measurements.

Collectively, these results place macroscopic DM “un-
der siege” from two directions. The combination of up-
dated WD constraints and the novel use of GW inter-



ferometers as particle detectors offers a powerful, multi-
messenger strategy to either discover or rule out a wide
class of macroscopic candidates in the coming decade.
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I. FERMI-BALL PROFILE COMPUTATION

I.a. Derivations of (XX) and (X'X)

We briefly give the derivation of Egs. (10) and (11). More details can be found in Ref. [92]. Consider a single
particle state,

_ [ Pk wilk) o ex
Xi(x):/(27r)3 2Eku (k)e> . (1)

T

where w; is the wave-packet function, and the spinor u*® satisfies
u®T(k)u® (k) = 2By, us (k)u’ (k) = 2mx . (2)

Then the average of XTX in the total system of N particles,

N 3 ’U,ST u
:Z : /((217:){3 (;cl)?k (k)|wz(k)|2 (3)

we get



And similarly for (X X),

= d3k mx
@x) = [ G0 (©
In the limit of zero temperature,

1
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I.b. Numerical solutions

The equation of motion of X and ¢ can be derived from Eq. (1),

[id — (mx — yxé(r))] X(z) =0, 8)
V26 —mié +yx(XX) =0, (9)
where
S 9x ke (#) k*(mx —yxo)
(XX) = ﬁ/0 dk N e (10)
_ 9% ke(4) _ Ox :
oeix) = 25 [0 an = (o) (1)

with gx and kp being the degree of freedom and the Fermi momentum, respectively. We will assume the
Fermi-ball is spherical. Out of the Fermi-ball, » > Ry, the equation of motion can be solved analytically,
o(r) ~ p(Rx)e~™+("=Ex) Ry /r. So, the boundary conditions are as follows,
mx — —mx)1l+myR
0,0(0) =0, d(Rx) = XL g, 9(Ry) = L) LT Mol
yx yx Rx

(12)

For the numerical solution of the Fermi-ball profile, it is convenient to rewrite the equation of motion of ¢ in Eq. (9)
in terms of f(r) = (mx —yx¢(r)) /u. And by using the definition mx = mx/u, Mgy = me/p, p = pr, then Eq. (9)
reads as follows

2
%%(pf) = —m (x — f) + X lf\/l — 2+ fPlog (Hj@ﬂ : (13)

where ax = y%/4m. The f(p) subjects to the boundary conditions f’(0) = 0,f(Rx) = 1 and f'(Rx) =
(I4+mgRx)(mx —p) /(uRx). When the number of constituents Nx is large enough, f — f(0) is exponentially
small, resulting in very large numerical inaccuracies. In order to solve the problem, we adopt the method of Ref. [64].
Because f — f(0) is exponentially small, the right side of Eq. (13) can be Taylor expanded,

d? N 9
dipg(pf) =p [/9 (f - fo)] (14)

with

52:m2+gxax /1= f2+3f21o _fo ) 15
1) T fO fO g 1+ m ( )
The Eq. (14) can be easily solved,

Kp
The boundary condition can then be replaced by the value at some intermediate point p = pg, where pg is of the
order 1/k. Then we integrate until Rx where f(Rx) = 1 and check if f'(Rx) satisfies the boundary condition. The
numerical profile can be easily obtained by using the overshooting-undershooting method. In Fig. 1 we show the DM
radius versus Nx for my/mx = 10~* and m¢/mX = 0 respectively. The ax is fixed to be 1074,




I.c. Analytical evaluations

We can also give some insights into the Fermi-balls analytically.
In the case of small Nx the nugget is small enough that Ry < m;l, the constituents of Fermi-balls are largely
non-relativistic and the effective mass myx —yx¢ = myx. From the non-relativistic theory of fermi gas, the Fermi-ball

has the behavior Nx = — 81T __ [93].

4g§( ax m:;( Rg(
In the case of medium Ny, one can rewrite the equation of motion (13) as [64],

|5 nnem (-5 =2 a7)

with
f
h(f) = dmax s / P(y)dy, (18)
0

and

V=Y yk2dk

9x
== — . 19
In the medium Nx regime, where mg ~ 0, f(0) ~ 0, and p < mx, we obtain the relation,
2 1 2
L[ mx 2/ gxox b
— | — ) ~4 dy = =——— . 20
5 (1) =araxie [ vy = 22 (20)
By using Nx ~ %’%Rik%((}) o~ %’%R%ﬂi one can obtain
3/4
2g9x (3mm% 3/2
Nx = — | —= R 21
X 97T (QXOéX X ( )
and
2 m?
Mx = Nxp=~-—2Rx . (22)
3 ax

It can be seen that this analytical behavior is consistent with the numerical results in Fig. 1.

In contrast to the case of small Nx, when Nx is large enough, the Fermi-ball radius Rx becomes much larger than
mdjl. The effective mass approaches a constant, mx — yx@(r) — 0 for r < Rx. The Fermi-ball is in saturation, the
scalar field, effective mass, and the Fermi momentum are nearly constant inside the Fermi-ball, then from Eq. (2),

47 m2 m2 Gdof N3/ 9n2 4/3
Mx =FEx = —R?’X—d) XX (T . 23
3 2 y% 6r Rx \2gx (23)

By minimizing Ex with respect to the Fermi-ball radius, i.e., dEx /dRx = 0, we have

1/4
L (3#)5/12ax/ N1/3 (24)
- A
21/3g3 " (mxmg)1/2
and
31/4775/4(mxm¢)1/2
X = 1/4_1/4 X (25)
9x Ox

The behaviors are also consistent with the numerical results in Fig. 1.
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Figure 1. DM radius versus Nx for ax = 1074

II. SOME DETAILS ABOUT THE ASTROPHYSICAL CONSTRAINTS
II.a. The heat capacity for different particle species

The heat capacity for ions, electrons, and photons is given by [72],

: 5 X;
on — int
Cp (T7 p) - 2,Ufa Z Ai ) (26)
-1
w2 T <m6>2
(T, p) = — [1— , 27
p( p) Halle EF EF ( )
—3/2
47 T\* me \ 2
(T, p) = — 1— (== 28
%(”>5M%<ﬁ> (&J ’ 28)

where pi, is the atomic mass unit. pe = (3, XiZi/Ai)_l is the mean molecular mass per electron with X;, Z;, and
A; being the mass fraction, charge, and atomic mass number of ion species i, respectively. For WDs we assume

1/2
Xe=Xo=1/2. Erp =1+ (3ﬁ2ne/m2)2/3} is the electron Fermi energy and n. = p/ (uqp.) is the electron
number density.

II.b. Maximum impact factor

Throughout the DM trajectory, it satisfies the constraint p,p" = M#%. For a DM with energy E = yMx =
Mx /\/1 — v3,,, velocity vpm, conserved angular momentum L = yMxbvpy with b being the impact factor, we get

the following relation [70],
dr\* _ (E=Veay\ (E—Verr,- (29)
dr Mx Mx




with

Mcoae™™e" 2G' M L/Mx)?

Verx _ GMcoae 4 (1 2GMco) ((L/Mx) 1) (30)
My r r 72

where & = §,,0x. The maximum impact factor can be found by using the following conditions [70]

‘/e/ff,‘f’ (Tb)‘LZ’YMXbUDM = 0 5 Vveﬂ?’+ (rb)|L="{JVIXbUDM = ’YMX . (31)

Using v3,; < % < 1 and A > Rco, a good analytic approximation for by,,x is given by the minimum of

2
2GMco (1 +5[€_RCO/)‘) + (Gé\i((j)o de—Rco/)\>

R R
bmax, in ~ co < ) (32)
UDM (1 _ QGNfco)
Rco
and
2G M, a
bmax, out ~ \/)\CE (Uzco + )\CC), T~ IOg ﬁ ’ (33)
DM GJ\/ll)cI\f) + log &
so [70]
bmax = min (bmax, in 7bmax7 out ) . (34)
In the limit A > Rco,
2
2G M, ~ GM, ~
Reo | FReo  (1H0)+ (Tgoa)
bmax, in ~ (35)
UDM (1 _ QGf\/Ico)
Rco
When @ — 0, the maximum impact factor is
R 2
bmax = -0 ’Ueibc y (36)

UDM 1— 1)2

which reproduces the formula without Yukawa interaction.

II.c. The width of a non-degenerate WD envelope

The density p. and the temperature T, at the transition point can be derived by equating the electron pressure of
the degenerate layer to that of the non-degenerate layer [85],

KT A
PlPe 90 % 1013 (p) , (37)
Hella He
from which one get,
Pe = (2.4 x1078 g- cm_3) ,ueTf/2 . (38)
The photon diffusion equation is L = —4mr? ﬁ % (aT4) with a being the radiation constant and Lwp the luminosity.

& is the opacity of the stellar material and can be approximated by Kramer’s opacity & = rgpT 3 with

Ko =4.34 x 10*Z(1 + X) cm? - g~* . (39)



where X is the mass fraction of hydrogen and Z is the mass fraction of heavy elements other than hydrogen and
(40)

helium. The photon diffusion equation gives,
i _ 3k L
dr — 4acT3 4mr?’
By combining the photon diffusion equation and the equation of hydrostatic equilibrium % = —W, the
pressure P follows the following equation [85],
dac 4nG M k
pdp = 22T WD B oprsgp (41)
3 koLlwp [ifia
(42)

After integration and replacing P by p from the equation of state,
_ 8ac 4G Mwp [ifte 12 73.25
25.5 IioLWD k ’

(43)

L 1
1K

In terms of the luminosity Lwp by combining Eqs. (38) and (42), T, can be expressed as,
o Mwp ( T, )3‘5

Lwp = (5.7 x 10%rg -5~ x £~
wp = (5.7 x 10%erg - s )XugZ(l—FX) My

where 1 = (3, X;(1+ Z;)/A;)"" is the mean molecular weight. For WDs, Lwp can be derived from the cooling rate
(44)

) () (2 ()

of the total thermal energy [85],
Lwp = (3.14 x 10** erg - s71) x (-
wo = & ) no He Mo TWD
Equate this to Eq. (43) we get
T, \%° o 1G
( ) ~ 5.5 % 10" Z(1 + x)He (“_ - 1) ( yr) (45)
1K no\ p TWD
After obtaining T one can eliminate p in Eq. (40) by using Eqgs. (42) and k = kopT 3, and integrate to get
1 jpe GMwp [ Rwp
T, = 1), 46
4.25 k  Rwp R, (46)

then the width of the non-degenerate WD envelope is obtained by using Reny = Rwp — Ra.

MORE DETAILS ON THE SIGNALS INDUCED BY DM IN GW DETECTORS

Signal and noise PSD for X, a and { combinations

I11.
ITl.a.

Parameter LISA |TianQin| Taiji

Arm length L (10° m)| 2.5 0.17 3

Poms (10712 m) 15 1 8

Pace (107" m - 572) 3 1 3

Tobs (yr) 4.5 2.5 5
Frequency range (Hz) |[107%, 1]|[107%, 1]|[107*, 1]

Table I. The parameters of the GW detectors.
(47)

The Fourier transformation of the velocity of the satellite (21) is,
~ = iK (LUD/UDM)
2GM |11
= KO (wD/’UDM) s

Z(w) Vi 0




with w = 27 f. Then the Fourier transformation of Eq. (25) can be obtained,
N [2 wr/e\ GM D D
X(w) =¢/= (1 — e‘““L/‘) TX sin ¥ x [Ko (w) sinp — 1K, (w) cos go] +
s CUDM UDM UDM
) . ~]\j D’ D'
1/§ (e3wL/c—e“"L/c) GTXsinﬁ X [KO ( w) sing — ik, ( w) cosgo} . (48)
™ CURM UDM UDM

Then the signal PSD reads,

P =([x@)[ ) = 1 [avsin [ gz (49)
:% i];ﬁ):inz (WLJe) x {[Ko (vl;;) cos(wL/c) — Ko (ZI;)}Z
[Kl (iﬁ) cos(wL/c) — K1 (g@r} . (50)

It can be seen that in the limit D < L, |val,|v3| < |v1], and we can neglect the terms including D’ in the bracket.
The equation then reduces to the results given by [45].
The noise PSD for the X channel is given by expressions of the form [94]

() =t6sin? (22) {134 cos (F25) | i) + St} 61

where Soms(f) and Sacc(f) denote the PSDs of the optical measurement system (OMS) and acceleration noises,
respectively. The noise PSDs for LISA, TianQin, and Taiji are given by [95, 96],

2 _ 4
S f) = (L1 ) [1 () (52)

Pice \° 0.4 x 1073 Hz\” f 4
el = (35:) l” C=7) | (som)

where Py,s and P, are the noise amplitude parameters and their values can be found in Tab. I.
For the BBO, the noise PSDs are given by [91]

Hz ', (53)

2.0 1073 m?

BBO -1
SERO(f) s Ha (54)
and
4.5 %1073 m?. Hz*
GBBO(f) — Hz ! 55
acc (f) (27Tf)4(3L)2 Z ? ( )
with L = 5 x 10* km and T,},s = 4 yr for BBO.
Similar to the Michelson-like combination X, the Sagnac combination « is given by
L L 2L L
a(t) = Ui(t) + Va(t) + Us(t — ;) + Va(t — ;) + Ua(t — 7) + Va(t — ;)
t,D)—v(t—3L/c,D t—2L/c,D')—v(t—L/c, D'
g VD)=V =3LjeD) . v(t=2L/eD) ~v(t—Lje. D) 56)

Cc Cc

and the fully symmetric Sagnac combination ( is

(1) = Urlt = 2) + Valt = 2) + Ualt = =) 4+ Valt = ) + Uslt — ) + Vilt — =)

~n,. v(t—L/¢,D)—v(t —2L/¢,D) . v(t—2L/¢,D")—v(t—L/e,D") . (57)




After Fourier transformation, we have

2 : GM D D
a(w) =4/= (1 - e3“"L/C) TX siny x {Ko (w) sinp — 1K, <UD(;\J/1> cos 4 +

™ CUDM UDM
2 (o , GM D’ D’

31/ — (eQWL/C - e“"L/C> 5 X sind x [Ko ( w) sinp — 1K, ( w) cosgp} , (58)
™ CUDM UDM UDM

which leads to the PSD in the « channel,
~ 2
) 8 (GMx wL Dw wL D'w\1?

Py (w) = 2N =2 in? [ = Ko[—)(1+2 =) - 3K
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which leads to the PSD in the ¢ channel,
- 2
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The corresponding noise PSD for o and ¢ channels reads,

Sa(f) =382 sin?(7fL) + sin2(37TfL)] Sace(f) + 6Soms(f) , (62)
Se(f) = 6 [4sin® (7 fL)Sacc(f) + Soms(f)] - (63)

and

III.b. Expected number of DM passes through the detectors for fixed SNR

In Fig. 2, we show the expected number of DM passes through the detectors NGV = (fxmD?ppmvpm/Mx) T
for fixed SNR=10 for LISA, Taiji, and TianQin in the X channel, with & = 10. It can be seen that the expected
event number is lower when the DM mass is smaller or larger. This can be understood as follows: when DM mass is
smaller, the DM number density is large, and the averaged distance between DM and GW detector is small, D < L.
In this case, from the Taylor expansion of Eq. (49) we get P(w) oc M%/D? ~ constant , then NSV oc Mx. If the
DM mass is large enough, the averaged distance satisfies D > L. After the Taylor expansion of Eq. (49) at large

. M2 e—2DPw/vDM los Mx)2 . . .
Dw/vpwm, one can obtain P(w) o< =X*——— and NGV %. These evaluations are both consistent with

enc
the behavior of N&W in Fig. 2.

enc

III.c. The sensitivity of GW detectors on DM in sight of astrophysical constraints for fx =1

Here we show the results where the Fermi-ball accounts for the whole DM. In this case, the DM suffers the
constraints (8) from bullet cluster. The renewed constraints from WDs and NS are shown in Fig. 3. And it can be
seen from Fig. 4 that the detectable range is fully excluded by the constraints from MICROSCOPE+bullet cluster.
The mass limit derived from gravitational microlensing is also presented in Figs. 3 and 4. This limit relies on the
fact that macroscopic DM acts as point-like lenses, as their physical size is significantly smaller than the Einstein
radius [97, 98]. It is crucial to note that this constraint strictly requires fx = 1. For values of fx < 0.01, the limit
disappears and is no longer applicable.
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Figure 2. Expected number of DM passes through the detectors and impact factor of Fermi-ball DM as functions of DM mass
in the X channel.
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Figure 3. Constraints on Fermi-ball DM from WDs and NS. The gray line represents the CMB constraints, and the pink line
denotes the constraints from microlensing.
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Figure 4. Sensitivity of GW detectors to Fermi-ball DM for fx = 1 after taking into account the astrophysical constraints.

ITI.d. Full Fisher matrix analysis

The Fisher matrix approach provides a method for estimating parameter uncertainties by approximating the like-
lihood function as a Gaussian distribution:

L(0) x exp(—6T-C7-0/2) , (64)

where @ is a series of model parameters.
The covariance matrix C is obtained by inverting the Fisher matrix F. The elements of F are derived from the
model of the signal h(f), and are expressed as:

Fij = Z (g, 1*| 0, hF) . (65)
k=X,a,C

In this work, we simply set the signal h to be y/P(f). The inner product is defined as follows:

oo

_ R(a(f)b"(f))
(alb) = 4/df5n(f) (66)

0

with S, (f) being the instrument noise PSD. The numerical challenge is connected to the inversion of the Fisher
matrix. This issue comes from the large range of numerical values, e.g., large values of DM mass and small values of
ax. So we choose the parameter set to be {log,o(Mx/g),log,q ax,log,o(D/km), vpy(km/s)}.

Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 present the projected 68% and 95% confidence level (CL) contours for a DM
signal for TianQin and LISA+Taiji, respectively. The analysis assumes a fiducial parameter set of
{log1o(Mx/g) = 8,10g,, ax = —13.5,10g,,(D/km) = 1, vppm(km/s) = 220}. In this visualization, the diagonal pan-
els display the one-dimensional marginalized posterior distributions, while the off-diagonal panels reveal the two-
dimensional covariance ellipses. The numerical values above each column indicate the inferred means and 1o uncer-
tainties derived from the Fisher matrix analysis.

The results demonstrate that TianQin can constrain the signal parameters with remarkable precision. Specifically,
the DM mass Mx is determined with a relative error of approximately 44% (at 68% CL). This tight constraint is
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Figure 5. Triangle plot of the Fisher analysis for a signal at TianQin induced by Fermi-ball DM.

anticipated, given the high sensitivity of the GW signal phase to the underlying DM mass. The distance parameter
D/km is constrained with a relative precision of ~ 0.15%. Similarly, the dark matter velocity vpy is determined
with a relative error of ~ 0.15%. This sub-percent precision indicates that TianQin is highly sensitive to the spectral
features governed by the velocity and the distance. In contrast, the coupling strength ax exhibits a larger uncertainty.
The comparatively looser constraint on log;, ax—despite the high precision on log;, Mx—suggests that the intrinsic
coupling strength suffers from partial degeneracies with the dark matter mass. A notable correlation is observed
between the coupling strength log;, ax and the DM mass log;, Mx, as evidenced by the upward-left tilt (negative
correlation) of the corresponding contour. Consequently, a source placed at a larger DM mass log;q Mx can produce
the same observed signal strength if it possesses a lower log,;,ax. We also observe the degeneracy between the
velocity vpy and the distance log,o(D/km), as evidenced by the elongated contours in the corresponding subplot
(upward-right).

We further explore the parameter reconstruction capabilities of LISA (blue contours) and Taiji (red contours) in
Fig. 6. We have separated these results from TianQin due to the distinct PSDs. Overall, the comparative results
for both detectors exhibit similar qualitative behaviors, although the resulting uncertainties are generally larger than
those obtained for TianQin. LISA exhibits visibly tighter confidence regions across the entire parameter space relative
to Taiji. This difference is likely due to the specific signal falling closer to the optimal sensitivity band of LISA. The
strong degeneracy between the coupling strength log;, ax and the distance log;,(D/km) persists in both cases. Other
parameter pairs also display distinct elliptical shapes, indicating their correlations.
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Figure 6. Triangle plot of the Fisher analysis for a signal at LISA and Taiji induced by Fermi-ball DM.
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