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Concerning the stability of two-fluid star models, we prove the rigorous equivalence of two in-
dependent determining methods for mixed stars, after a brief review of the hybrid star case. Our
derivations apply to general multi-fluid cases, and here we take dark matter admixed neutron star
models for example, demonstrating a stability boundary distinct from the single-fluid case. Stable
configurations form a surface in the three-dimensional parameter space of (either) central pres-
sure, mass, and radius, which yields a group containing stable mixed stars. This group includes
“twin stars” with identical masses and radii but different interior structures. These results can help
interpret compact star observations and constrain dark matter properties through astrophysics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Evaluating the stability of compact stars is an im-
portant issue in astrophysics, especially in the multi-
messenger era marked by the gravitational wave obser-
vation of neutron stars (NS) [I]. For single fluid models,
the stability criteria has two equivalent expressions, one
from judging the sign of fundamental radial oscillation
frequencies [2], the other from finding the extrema in
mass-radius (M-R) curves (known as BTM criteria [3]
by Bardeen, Thorne, and Meltzer). The first is time con-
suming but also gives higher oscillation modes, and works
for multi-fluid case. The second method is intuitive and
convenient, but its extension to multi-fluid case is not
guaranteed.

There are mainly two scenarios for multi-fluid star
structures, hybrid stars [4H7] when the interactions
among different fluids are strong, and mixed stars [S8HI7]
when the interactions except gravitational ones are negli-
gible. Hybrid star case is relatively simple, and its stabil-
ity rule is found in [7]. As a byproduct in another work
[17], other collaborators and one of the current authors
have conjectured necessary conditions from BTM crite-
ria for mixed stars, which needs further modifications.
In fact, for mixed star case, there are two known inde-
pendent approaches for determining the stability. One
is through calculating the radial oscillation frequencies
[2, (18] as mentioned before, and the other is from finding
the parallel critical curves in certain parameter space [§].
Their equivalence is argued in [8] and checked for spe-
cific EoS in [I9]. In this paper, we give a rigorous proof
of this equivalence (and for multi-fluid case in the com-
panion paper [20]), and further explore its application to
dark matter (DM) - nuclear matter (NM) mixed stars.

NS, with extremely high compactness, serve as natural
laboratories for testing theoretical physics. As relativis-

*118038288465@shu.edu.cn

1 cts2003912@shu.edu.cn
+12045152271Qqq.com

§ kilar@shu.edu.cn; Corresponding Author

tic objects, they should be described within the frame-
work of General Relativity. Their macroscopic properties
(such as mass and radius) are determined by the Tolman-
Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations [21], 22] describ-
ing gravitational equilibrium, and the equation of state
(EoS) governing microscopic nuclear interactions [23]. In
our discussion, these objects are treated at zero temper-
ature as commonly applied. Consequently, the pressure
is treated as depending solely on the energy density.

The evidences for the existence of DM are various, in-
cluding galactic rotation curves, large-scale structure for-
mation, and gravitational lensing [24]. Precise cosmologi-
cal observations and measurements further indicate that
DM constitutes approximately 25% of the total energy
budget the universe [25].

At particle physics level, one of the DM candidates is
the Weakly Interacting Massive Particle (WIMP), such
as the neutralino in supersymmetric theories, whose ther-
mal production mechanism can naturally explain the
DM abundance [26] 27]. Beyond the traditional WIMP
paradigm, DM may possess other properties. For exam-
ple, models of Asymmetric DM, where the DM particle
is not self-conjugate [28, 29], provide another promising
theoretical framework.

Additionally, DM could be bosonic particles with self-
interactions, which would affect its dynamic evolution
within NS [27]. This so called Self-interacting Dark Mat-
ter (SIDM) extends the standard conventional cold DM
model by incorporating self-interactions, which can ef-
fectively mitigates small-scale structure issues [30, B1].
A key constraint on this model requires the ratio of its
self-scattering cross-section to the mass to lie within a
small window [30, B2], [33]. SIDM provides a theoretical
possibility to form compact star structures [34].

DM detection strategies are primarily divided into di-
rect and indirect detections. Direct detection experi-
ments (e.g., DAMA, CoGeNT, CDMS, XENON [35H38])
alm to receive signals from the scatterings of DM par-
ticles on atomic nuclei within detectors [39]. Indirect
detection, on the other hand, is achieved by studying
the effects of DM on astrophysical objects. For instance,
the extremely strong gravitational field and high den-
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sity of NM in NS may make them possible DM trappers.
Subsequent physical changes (such as heating, accumu-
lating or collapse) in NS can then be used to constrain
the properties of DM [27]. To be specific, the mecha-
nisms by which DM may become captured into NS have
been explored by many researches [40H46]. Should the
captured DM be self-annihilating, its subsequent anni-
hilation can significantly heat the star interior, leading
to observable increases in surface temperature or lumi-
nosity [4IH43]. In contrast, non-annihilating DM would
gradually accumulate within the star, potentially giving
rise to stable mixed configurations [47], or alternatively,
collapsing into black holes once the DM inside the NS
reach their self-gravitating limit [27]. Beyond capture,
an alternative proposal is that the collapse leading to NS
formation could be triggered within a pre-existing DM
halo [4850], i.e. the incorporation of DM and NM may
occur during the formation of compact objects.

There has been extensive research on the influence of
DM on the properties of compact stars, such as [39, BI-
[53]. It is necessary to discuss the conditions for the stable
existence of mixed stars composed of these components;
relevant studies include, for example, [17, [19][54H58]. Our
study primarily focuses on mixed stars consisting of NM
and SIDM or fermionic DM, and we systematically inves-
tigate their stability and macroscopic properties through
different methods.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [[I]
we establish the theoretical framework for star mod-
eling, detailing the geometric configurations, equilib-
rium equations in both single and multi-fluid formal-
ism, and the EoS for both DM and NM components.
Section [[T]] presents the comprehensive stability analysis
methodology that we adopt, including the dynamic ra-
dial pulsation approach following [2l [T9], and the critical
point/curve method [3, 8] for static stability determina-
tion, and further rigorously demonstrating the equiva-
lence between these two. Section [[V] shows our numeri-
cal findings, including stability boundary calculations for
specific EoS combinations and analysis of macroscopic
properties. Finally, Section [V] summarizes our key re-
sults and discusses the implications for constraining DM
properties through astrophysical observations of compact
stars. We put the detailed proof for equivalence between
the two stability determining methods in appendix [A]

II. STAR MODEL SETUP

To model the coexistence of DM and NM in compact
astrophysical objects and their corresponding structure,
we begin with a basic description of their possible internal
composition, followed by the TOV equations for spherical
equilibrium structure within the framework of General
Relativity. The formulation is completed by specifying
the EoS that relates pressure to energy density.
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FIG. 1: Schematic diagram: two different possible
structures: hybrid stars (I) and mixed stars (II).

A. Possible Mixing Models

From the perspective of geometric configuration, two-
fluid star models can be preliminarily classified into two
categories. Hybrid star: a NM (DM) core enveloped by
a DM (NM) crust; mixed star: a mixed core enveloped
by a single-component shell [I7, IEHEI, as shown in Fig

The formation mechanisms of the layered and mixed-
core configurations are fundamentally different in the
perspective of microscopic interactions. The emergence
of a layered structure requires the existence of non-
gravitational interactions [50] between DM and NM, such
that the total energy of the two-component system in a
phase-separated state is lower than that of the mixed
state, whereas a mixed core arises when only gravita-
tional interactions are present, lacking the driving force
for a sharp interface.

This structural difference profoundly influences their
macroscopic manifestations. In M-R relations, layered
(Hybrid) models depends on a single parameter varia-
tion, with a clear evolutionary path of a one-dimensional
curve. In contrast, mixed-core models exhibit more com-
plex parameter dependence corresponding to the central
parameters of both DM and NM, causing their M-R rela-

1 In these two references, “Hybrid” includes both hybrid and mixed
cases in this paper.
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FIG. 2: Schematic diagram: the stability turning point
of the hybrid star deviates from the mass vertex.

tion to topologically form a two-dimensional continuous
surface.

Regarding stability, both types can have their sta-
ble regions rigorously determined via radial perturbation
analysis. However, as the schematic diagram Fig[2]shows,
unlike pure NS, the stability boundary characterization
for layered stars exhibits a slight offset from the tradi-
tional BTM criteria [59] in the M-R relation, according
to the radial mode results calculated in [7]. For mixed-
core models, the stability analysis is more complex, and
their manifestation in macroscopic quantities must sat-
isfy a generalization of the BTM criteria, which will be
discussed in the next sections. In the following, we focus
on this mixed star case, which is the scenario II in Fig[l}

B. Equilibrium Configuration

The commonly used model for describing compact star
equilibrium configuration is provided by the TOV for-
malism. This framework comprises a set of differential
equations for a static, non-rotating star modeled as an
ideal fluid in spherical symmetry.

Based on a spherically symmetric metric line element
with Schwarzschild-like coordinates (¢,, 6, ¢),

~1
ds? = =24 2at? + <1 — 2GZZ2(T)> dr? + r?ds2?,
(1)

where d? = d#? +sin? 0d¢?, and the energy-momentum
tensor for an ideal fluid

T = (p (L+¢/c®) +p/c?) ulu” +pgh”,  (2)

with p the fluid pressure, ¢ the specific energy density,
p the rest mass density, and u* the four-velocity vector.
The TOV equations can be derived by substituting them
into the Einstein equation
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ct
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together with the energy-momentum conservation
vTH = 0. (4)

The explicit TOV equations are given as follows:

% =—G(p(r)(1+¢(r) /) +p
m (r) + 47r®p (r) /¢
r(r—2Gm(r)/c?) "’

%: =472 p (1) (1 +¢(r) /62) )

d¢ _m (r) + 4mr3p (1) /2
dr r(r—2Gm(r)/c?) "’

(r)/?)

where m (r) is the gravitational mass within radius r.

Defining the total energy density as ¢ = pc? + p¢ and
adopting the natural unit system, we simplify to

dp . . m (r) + 4nr3p (r)
L) +p () ),

E—T = 4nrie (r), (6)
d£: m (r) + 4rr3p (r)

dr r(r—2m(r))

We adopt the equations @ in our subsequent single-fluid
numerical calculations.

The boundary conditions are prescribed as follows:
at the star center, the mass within an infinitesimal ra-
dius must approach zero; at the surface (where r = R,
with R denoting the star radius), the metric potential
¢ assumes its vacuum form, ¢ = 11In (1 —2GM/(Rc?)),
which matches the Schwarzschild exterior solution, where
M = m(R) represents the total mass enclosed within the
star radius. The central pressure p. = p(0), on the other
hand, serves as a free parameter that may be specified
independently.

While the above TOV equations typically models the
interior of a compact star as an ideal fluid composed of a
single species of matter, the physical scenario under con-
sideration here is more complex: a DM/NM mixed star.
Generally, models with multiple matter components can
be constructed using either a single-fluid approximation
[60)[61] (where the system is still treated as one effec-
tive fluid, but with an EoS incorporating contributions
from multiple components) or a multi-fluid formalism
(where distinct matter components are described by sep-
arate EoS). In the case of a weakly coupled multi-fluid
model with only gravitational interactions—meaning the
energy-momentum tensors of the individual components
are decoupled—it is possible to derive a multi-fluid gen-



eralization of the TOV equation [T}, [62]:

dpr me(r) + dmrpy(r)
— == (er(r) +pr(r)) 7 (r — 2my(r))
% = 47r7"2€1(7")» Q

d¢ my(r) + 4mripg(r)
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where the subscript I indicates the components of the
substance. my = > ,myr, pr = >, prand g = Y €1
are the sums of respective quantities from contributions
of each fluid component. When p; reaches zero, the cor-
responding radius and mass for that component are R;
and M;. When p; reaches zero, we have the total star
radius Ry, and the total star mass M = ), M.

In addition to the nature units, we further apply astro-
physical units for later convenience. The units of mass,
pressure, energy density and radius are Mg, pe =@ =
1 /Mf37 and km, respectively, where M denotes the solar
mass.

C. Equation of State

There are many existing EoS models of NS and quark
stars, such as FPS [63], APR (ALF) [64], WFF [65],
MPAL1 [66], MSL [67], H4, [68] and the BSK family of
models [69].

To check the stability, we can deal with all kinds of
EoS, either numerical or analytical. In our project, we
take one numerical EoS and three analytical EoS for ex-
ample.

For NS EoS, we first consider the famous SLy4 [T0H72],
which survives from the GW170817 [I] and NICER [73]
observation constraints. It is a Skyrme-type effective nu-
clear interaction parametrization, tailored for describing
asymmetric NM. Its parameters are derived by fitting to
microscopic NM calculations and experimental data of
doubly magic nuclei, achieving self-consistency between
nuclear and NS physics. However it has many adjustable
parameters and doesn’t have an analytic form.

The second is a double-polytropic EoS [74] derived
from AdS/QCD and the Witten-Sakai-Sugimoto model
[75] [76], by introducing an instanton gas structure in D-
brane background and solving the free energy variational
equations. This model could only support a maximum
mass of 1.85M¢, but can still work as a good reference
since it is in a general analytical form, which is easy to
be altered to other situations:

& = 0140475710429 | 3896403331335 (g)

where A = 1.8 x 107° x £~7, and /¢ (brane asymptotic
separation) is the only adjustable parameter. We refer
this EoS as Holographic EoS later.

For the DM component in mixed stars, the EoS is de-
termined by the chosen DM model. Studies have em-
ployed free Fermi gas DM combined with the SLy4 NS
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model to investigate mixed star stability [19]. In this
work, we also include this EoS for comparison. The EoS
for such free Fermionic DM is given by [77, [78]:

1 br 2 /1.2 2
1 2 2
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where my is the fermion mass and kr is the Fermi mo-
mentum. Various interactions can be incorporated into
this free Fermi gas model to construct more sophisticated
EoS.

For Bosonic DM, a stable mixed star model cannot be
formed with free bosons due to the absence of degener-
acy pressure. Given the weak interaction between DM
and NM, it is natural to consider self-interacting bosonic
DM to construct the DM EoS that balances the self-
gravitational effect. In this project, we utilize a scalar
field theory with the potential V (¢) = ™2 [¢|* + 24 |¢|*,
as proposed in [79], where my is the boson mass and Ay
is the coupling. In the isotropic limit, this theory yields
the following EoS [34]:

g = 3]9 + B\Ea (10)
where the free parameter is B = ?/'% (GTQV)2

III. STABILITY CRITERIA

In the previous section, we obtained the method for
determining the equilibrium structure of compact stars.
Using this method, the distributions of the star’s physi-
cal properties—including pressure, energy density, mass,
and particle number density (which will be discussed
later)—can be uniquely determined by the central pres-
sure. However, such equilibrium solutions may corre-
spond to either stable or unstable configurations. In
practical applications, we are typically only concerned
with stable configurations. To determine the stability
of an equilibrium configuration, it is further required to
compute the frequencies its normal modes under radial
perturbations.



In addition to rigorously determining star stability
through such solutions, BTM criteria is an alternative
method, which determines the stability of single-fluid
compact stars using solely equilibrium configuration so-
lutions. This approach is more intuitive and computa-
tionally efficient.

For multi-fluid stars, the work of Henriques et al. [§]
as well as other works such as [80][I9] adopted another
method based on mass-particle number relation in con-
figuration sequence to identify the critical points between
stability and instability. In this section, we will introduce
both the method for computing radial oscillation modes
for single- and two-fluid stars and the method for di-
rectly determining stability using equilibrium solutions.
Furthermore, we will rigorously demonstrate the equiv-
alence of these two stability criteria based on the varia-
tional principles and the covariant conservation law.

A. Radial Oscillation
1. Single Fluid

Chandrasekhar, in his 1964 paper, rigorously estab-
lished the pulsation equation for radial oscillations in
single-fluid stars based on radial perturbations and vari-
ational principles [2], and it is widely applied in many
works such as [§1]. For the need of unifying notation, we
briefly review the main steps and key equations in the
derivation of this equation:

Linearization of the Field Equations

An unperturbed, static, spherically symmetric equilib-
rium configuration is assumed, satisfying the TOV equa-
tions. Its behavior after being subjected to infinitesimal
radial perturbations can be used to determine its stabil-

-1
ity. We define (") = (1 - QGTL&O”)) , then the metric
and fluid variables are written as:
A= Ao+ 0,
P =Dpo + op,

¢:¢0+5¢7

€ =¢gg + de.

The Einstein field equations and the Einstein-Euler equa-
tions are perturbed separately. Neglecting higher-order
terms, we obtain the corresponding system of linearized

radial perturbation equations:

%(re‘”oé)\) =

e~ 2o ( 56— 2d¢0 > e 4G

471G
—W r28e,
ct

SA+ —Z5p, (12)

r 72 ct
e~2% 9 4G dr
S\ = _— —_ 1
r Ot ct (po + o) dt’ (13)
0 d 0
20200 (o 4 ) 2 = d; + 676p+
(14)

(po +50) 0 5¢+ ((5p+5€) =0.

Lagrangian Displacement and Reformulating Perturbations

The Lagrangian displacement & is defined such that the

_ dr _ 9§
radial velocity satisfies v = %7 = 5, i.e.,

e~ %o 85 Then, using the first three equatlons of the hn—

earlzed perturbatlon equations (11| .., all pertur-
bations of metric and fluid variables except dp are ex-

pressed in terms of £ and equilibrium quantities:

u—6¢0 —

5)\:*%5( 0+ €o) _ZA ; (15)
1 0
de = 2 [7%(po + €0)€] , (16)

9 ArG 2ddo | 1
Eé(ﬁ = :T [5}) — (po + €0) ( dro + T‘) §:| e,g)m'
(17)

Note that the perturbation quantities and the Lagrangian
displacement are all functions of r and t (e.g., &(r,t),
op(r,t), etc.). We now assume that all perturbation
quantities F' possess a time-harmonic dependence of the
form: F(r,t) = F(r)e™!. Based on this separation of
variables and in combination of with , , and
, we obtain:

d d
- %(Po + €o)df
B [d%( (0 +po) , (po+€o))
dr dr r (18)

+(po + €0) (23f0

1 dX\o  d¢g
) (@)

d d
+ —dp + 5p% (Mo + 2¢0),

dr

where yet the perturbation equations are thus reduced
from complex partial differential equations (PDE) to a
relatively simpler eigenvalue problem governed by an or-
dinary differential equation (ODE), with the perturba-
tion terms now consisting of only the pressure variation.



Baryon Number Conservation

An additional relation is needed to connect the pres-
sure perturbation dp to the other variables. This is pro-
vided by imposing adiabaticity and baryon number con-
servation, which requires V,(nu*) = 0. Defining the
perturbation of n as n = ng(r) + dn(r,t) and combin-
ing it with £ defined previously leads to the form of dn
constituted by the Lagrangian displacement and the un-
perturbed terms:

_e? J(ngr?e” ™)

Sn —
" 72 Oor

(19)

Moreover, the first law of thermodynamics gives de =
EZP dn, thus the baryon number density is now related to
p or €. This finally allows the pressure perturbation to be
written solely in terms of the Lagrangian displacement:

dpg et 9 9 _
Op = —E—= — ypp— — bog) 20
p=—Em — o5 5 (e (20)
Here ~ is defined as v = f%%, which is the adiabatic

index. This step is crucial as it incorporates the micro-
physics (EoS) into the dynamical description.

The Pulsation Equation and Boundary Conditions

Substituting the expression for the pressure perturba-
tion dp from into the perturbed equation of motion
, and after involving the use of the background TOV
equations to eliminate derivatives of the metric po-
tentials, one arrives at the final pulsation equation:

wgeZ()“’_%)(Po + 50)6 — éde
r dr
_ d Ypo d _
Ao+2¢ Ao+3¢ 2 ,—¢
— e (Do O)% |:€( 0 0)7‘725 (7' e 05)

(21)

81

ta e**po(po + €0)§

1 (dp0>2 ¢

po+eo \ dr ’
To cast it into the standard Sturm-Liouville form, we
need two key simplifications: multiplying the entire equa-
tion by e*0t2%0 to simplify the differential operator
and introducing the new variable x(r) = r2e=%0("¢(r)
to simplify the expression for the Lagrangian perturba-

tion. After manipulation, the equation takes the canoni-
cal Sturm-Liouville form:

d

i [POR] e =won e

dr

where the coefficient functions are defined as:

P(r) = VP;)Q(T) Ao(M)+3¢0(r)

Q= (2%

r dr c

1 (dpo ) 2\ ero(r)+3¢o(r)
po(r) +eo(r) \ dr r2 ’

e3ro+¢o
W) = (o) + 20(r) g

%e”o(r)po(r)(po(r) +eo(r))

This formulation demonstrates the self-adjoint nature of
the eigenvalue problem, which guarantees real eigenval-
ues w? as well as orthogonal and complete eigenfunctions.

Solutions to the pulsation equation must satisfy
boundary conditions imposed by physical regularity and

spherical symmetry:

e At the center of the star (r = 0), all physical quanti-
ties must be finite. The radial displacement & must
vanish at the origin to avoid a directional singu-
larity, i.e., £(0) = 0. A power series analysis shows
that the leading-order of the displacement is linear:
¢ o< r. Thus, due to the factor of r2, the scaling
variable x(r) = r2e~%(¢(r) has an asymptotic
behavior ¥ o r3 near the origin. Therefore, the
inner boundary condition is:

x—0 as with

r— 0, % — const. (23)
r

In practice, for numerical integration, this is im-
plemented by starting the integration at a small
but finite radius r = rg with the asymptotic form
x(ro) = xord, where xq is a constant to be deter-
mined.

e At the surface of the star, the appropriate physical
boundary condition is that the Lagrangian pertur-
bation of the pressure must vanish:

Ap=0 at r=R. (24)
And its relation to the Eulerian perturbation is:
d
Ap=dp+€22
dr

e 9 3
= _’7100?5 (7“26 ¢Of) )

(25)

Therefore, in numerical calculations, we require
that the right side of [[ITA] should be zero on the
outer boundary.

The pulsation equation in Sturm-Liouville form, to-
gether with the boundary conditions and (24)), de-
fines a characteristic value problem for the squared oscil-
lation frequency w?.



Stability Condition and Variational Principle

The stability of an equilibrium configuration is deter-
mined by the temporal evolution of radial perturbations.
From the ansatz £(r,t) = £(r)e™?, real values of w (i.e.,
w? > 0) correspond to stable oscillations, while imagi-
nary w (w? < 0) leads to exponentially growing or damp-
ing modes, indicating dynamical instability.

The self-adjoint nature of the pulsation equation
permits the formulation of a variational principle for
the characteristic frequencies w?. Multiplying by
r2¢e(=?0) and integrating over the star volume, followed
by integration by parts and application of the boundary
conditions, yields the integral expression:

R
w2/ e(3r0=90) (pg 4 £0)r?e2dr = Numerator,  (26)
0

where the right-hand side “Numerator” is given by the
integral:

R
d
Numerator :4/ ePote0) . 2P0 ¢2 4.
0 dr

R Yo | d 2
_|_/O 6()‘04_3%)7 |:dr (7"26_%{)] dr

R 2
_ / (Ro+0) (dp0> e,
0 dr Po + €0
8rG [T
- eBroFe0) . (g 4 o) r?E2dr-.

(27)
Equation expresses w? as the ratio of two integrals,
known as the Rayleigh quotient:

A Jo

V2] = Numerator
~ Denominator’
where (28)

R

Denominator = / 6(3’\°_¢°)(p0 + g0)r2&3dr.
0

Here, w?[¢] is a functional, whose value depends on the

choice of the trial function &.

The orthogonality of the eigenfunctions, as guaranteed
by the self-adjoint Sturm-Liouville form, plays a crucial
role in the variational principle. Any admissible trial
function £ can be expanded as a series in the complete
set of orthogonal eigenfunctions £():

£€=Y cnt™, (29)
n=0

where c,, is the weight coefficients. The functional w? H

corresponding to the trial function is a weighted average
of the true eigenvalues w?:

&32 _ Z?:O C%w% <£(n)7 5(n)>

SRINAGORTI (30)

where (-,-) denotes the inner product with the corre-
sponding weight functions. The Rayleigh quotient is
stationary when £ is an eigenfunction (see more details
in[82]), and attains its minimum value w2 when € is pro-
portional to the fundamental mode § ),

Therefore, for any trial function £ satisfying the bound-
ary conditions, the computed value &? is an upper bound
to the true fundamental mode eigenvalue:

w? < &%) (31)

This formulation provides a powerful method for de-
termining dynamical stability. A sufficient condition for
dynamical instability is that there exists any trial func-
tion & for which the “Numerator” < 0. Since the “De-
nominator” is always positive, this implies @? < 0, and
consequently, wZ < 0.

2. Multi-Fluid

For a compact star composed of multiple ideal fluids
that are in the absence of any non-gravitational coupling,
the pulsation equations for a single fluid can be general-
ized to the multi-fluid case. The oscillation equations
for such a system have been previously derived in the
literature and applied to other mixed models (see, e.g.,
[[I8][19][83]]). This section briefly outlines the main steps
in deriving the equations using the same process as the
last text.

Linearized Field Equations and Energy-Momentum Tensor

Consider a spherically symmetric system composed of
N ideal fluids. The total energy-momentum tensor is the
sum of the decoupled contributions from each fluid:

Ty, =Y T, T8 = (1 + prulfuf + prg™.
I

For a spherically symmetric background, assuming the
EoS for each fluid depends only on its own energy den-
sity (i.e., the fluids only interact through gravity): p; =
pi(er), the radial perturbation variables are set as

O=¢o+0p, A=A +0A,
er = €10 +90er,  pr = pro+opr,

and the Lagrangian displacement {; of the I-th fluid
satisfies v; = £;. Similar to the case of a single fluid,
linearizing the Einstein field equations and the energy-
momentum conservation equations would yield a set of
coupled perturbation equations.

Lagrangian Displacement and Expression of Perturbations

Introduce the harmonic time dependence assumption:
&r(t,r) = &1(r)e't, and similarly for other perturbation



variables. Similar to the last section, the metric pertur-
bations dA, d¢ can be expressed in terms of the time-
independent £;:

—8nGr
oA :WZ(EIO + pro)ér, (32)
T

déo _ 209G+ Gr)
W :( Botal +p‘(c)otal)

l(spmtal _ (2615;0 + > ZI: (€10 —|—p10)§1] .

The energy density perturbation of each fluid can be writ-
ten as:

(33)

1.9 [r*(pro + £10)¢1] n

der == r2 or
ArG (34)
m(fm +P10)TZ (eg0 +ps0)(€s —&1)-

J

Particle Number Conservation and Pressure Perturbation

Similar to the case of a single fluid, through covari-
ant conservation, particle number perturbations are con-
structed as

ny = — 2% muots)
r or (35)
4rGr

+ ;TAOHIO EJ: (50 + pao) (€ — &1)-

For each fluid, introduce the adiabatic index ~v; =
_nro dpro _ ( proteio \ dpio

pro dnio PIo dero”
can then be expressed as:

The pressure perturbation

Opro e 9
0pr == &1—5 = = VIPI0 [287“ (rPe=%0¢r) "
47Gr
T e—2% Z(EJO +pyo) (€5 — fl)]-
J

These perturbation expressions couple the fluid variables
and the displacements &; of all fluids, reflecting the grav-
itational interaction between the multiple fluids.

Multi-fluid Pulsation Equations and Boundary Conditions

Substituting the above expressions into the lin-
earized equations and introducing the variable y;(r) =
r2e=%&;(r)(where ¢, = ¢o (r = 0)) yield a set of coupled
second-order ordinary differential equations:

0, (Prxy) + (@1 +w?Wr)xs + coupling terms = 0, (37)

where the coefficients are:

1
Pr 2721010’}’162%,

1
Wi 27(510 + pro)e?,

3 dpro
2P0 | gre
1“2 [T dr +

1
¢ ((gmpetotal _ mi™\ (€0 +pro  dpro '
r2 r dr

The coupling terms are explicitly given by:

2Xo total(
Po

Qr =

€ro + pro)+

coupling terms =

(510 + pro deO)

R
T dr

Z (50 +Pao)xs+
7

r%(e10 + pro) %0 dy
BT ZJ: (pJO'YJ 2 dr>
+81) (250 +ps0)(xs — X1)

J
2

r 2
+ %R (€10 + p10)
Z ZPJO'YJ(gKO + pro) (XK — X1)

7K
+ Ryrpro » [(e50/ + paol)(xs — x1)+
7
dxs _dxi
(g0 +pJO)(W - W)

where

R = 4me?rot290 /p.

d d
S]ZR|:( 1—1)%4—% 10+

1
~IPI0 (871’7’62)\0 (5B°tal +pgotal) . r):| )

The boundary conditions are as follows:
e At the star center (r = 0), x; o< r® for each fluid.

e At the boundary of each fluid r = Ry, the La-
grangian pressure perturbation must vanish, i.e.,

d
Apr =dpr + 51 Pro

dplo

— ¢ 210 dpro

4‘7

e®o 9 3
— Y1PI0 [ar (rPe=?¢r) (38)

—4rGre® Y " (eg0 +pa0)(€s — &1)
7

=0.



Among this, prg tends to 0 at the corresponding
outer boundary of the fluid. Therefore, since the
other quantities (£; and unperturbed quantities) in
the last term must be finite, the contribution of
this term to the boundary constraint is ignored,
and thus the boundary condition reduces to
%o 0
e
Ap; = — —— — (r?2e=%
pI VP10 | 3 8r( &) (39)
=0.

This outer boundary condition is also consistent
with those in [56] [82]. In [I8] the corresponding
term of e® is e2%0 after unifying the convention,
which seems to be typo. But this slight discrepancy
merely introduces a negligible scaling factor in the
numerical results and does not affect the stability
boundary.

Stability Condition and Variational Principle

The same stability criterion from the single-fluid anal-
ysis carries over to the two-fluid case: for perturbations
of the form &7(r,t) = &7(r)e™?, the configuration is stable
for real w and dynamically unstable for imaginary w.

Although the multi-fluid pulsation equations cannot be
written in a standard Sturm-Liouville form, one can still
give the coupled Rayleigh quotient:

) _ Denominator[{£}]
wlien] = Numerator[{;}]

which could be constructed by the integration of the
pulsation equation, including various complex coupling
terms. The extreme value of its trial functions are the
eigenvalues, and the minimum value is the square of the
fundamental frequency. If there exists a set of trial func-
tions {£7} such that w? < 0, then the system is unstable
to that perturbation mode.

B. Critical Point/Curve Criteria

The stability criteria introduced in this section rely
on examining the properties of the entire equilibrium se-
quence curve/surface (such as extremum points of mass).
Relying on such criteria, one cannot determine stabil-
ity based on a single isolated configuration; instead, its
position within the entire sequence must be considered.
Therefore, if the complete sequence has already been
computed, applying these methods to analyze stability
is convenient and essentially ”free” and requires no addi-
tional calculations.

1. BTM Criteria for Single-Fluid

The BTM criteria is a method for assessing the radial
stability of general relativistic star models. The key prin-

ciples of this criterion are (we apply its generalized ver-
sion in [54], that when passing through each extremum
of the M-R curve, the direction can go along either in-
creasing or decreasing the core pressure):

e Stability changes occur exclusively at the extrema
of the M-R curve.

e A counterclockwise bend at an extremum cor-
responds to gaining one unstable mode.

e A clockwise bend at an extremum corresponds
to losing one unstable mode.

e The sequence is typically parameterized by central
pressure.

It is crucial to emphasize that the original BTM cri-
teria was formulated specifically for sequences of zero-
temperature stars, representing a ”family” of different
stars composed of the same cold matter. This framework
is directly applicable to the cold NS models considered
in this work. In contrast, for sequences of hot isen-
tropic stars with a fixed total baryon number, the sta-
bility change at an extremum follows the opposite rule
[59): a counterclockwise bend leads to the loss of an un-
stable mode, while a clockwise bend leads to the gain of
one.

Due to its intuitive nature, the BTM criteria has been
widely used for decades as a primary tool for stability
assessment in relativistic astrophysics. The equivalence
between the oscillation method and BTM criteria has
been proved in [84] [85].

It is important to note that the BTM criteria is specif-
ically applicable to single-fluid models and becomes
invalid for multi-fluid models containing interface or
mixed phases. We will provide a more detailed discussion
of this fact and its manifestation in subsequent sections.

2. Critical Curve Criteria for Multi-Fluid

The stability analysis of multi-fluid compact stars can
be significantly simplified through the application of the
critical curve method. This approach, originally devel-
oped in [§] for determining the stability of boson-fermion
stars, is in fact applicable to any spherically symmetric
ideal multi-fluid star model in general relativity, includ-
ing the DM-NM mixed stars considered in this work. The
method provides an efficient criterion for determining
star stability by relying solely on equilibrium solutions
of the multi-fluid TOV equations, thereby circumventing
the computationally intensive task of solving the coupled
pulsation equations to identify radial normal modes.

The fundamental premise of this method lies in char-
acterizing a stability boundary in the parameter space
of central pressures for the constituent fluids. For a
two-fluid system, the critical curve demarcating stable
and unstable configurations is formed by a group of



points characterizing central conditions. At each point
& = (p§,p5), there exists a direction that fits the condi-
tion [g]:

dM () _ dNp

or alternativel
i i < Ve

de) (o)
do

where M (00) denotes the total gravitational mass of the
star (equivalent to the mass within radius R, hereafter
denoted simply as M) while Nr and Ng are the total
particle numbers for fermions and bosons, respectively.
For the specific case of DM-NM mixed stars considered
in our work, this criterion takes the form:

dNpm
41
2.

g

dM  dNyy

dg  dé

(or alternatively

where Ny s and Npjs represent the particle numbers of
DM and NM, respectively.

In the subsequent section, we shall rigorously demon-
strate a formal equivalence between the critical curve
criterion and the traditional approach based on solv-
ing radial pulsation equations. This theoretical connec-
tion, though implicitly assumed in previous mixed star
investigations, has rarely been explicitly established. We
also have performed comprehensive numerical calcula-
tions applying both method to identical equation-of-state
models within the same configuration space, validating
the critical curve method as a reliable and efficient alter-
native for stability analysis in multi-fluid compact stars.

C. Equivalence

This section establishes the formal equivalence between
the critical curve criterion introduced in Section[[IBland
the traditional approach based on solving radial pulsation
equations from Section [[TTA]

Preliminary Remarks

Before proceeding to the equivalence proof, several im-
portant considerations must be emphasized:

1. Stability vs. Zero-mode Condition: The fun-

damental mode vanishing (w? = 0) represents
a stronger condition than the existence of any
zeroomode (3n € Nsit. w2 = 0). The criti-
cal curve method strictly identifies configurations
where some mode has zero frequency. Additional
verification is required to ensure that the curve cor-

responds to the fundamental mode.

2. Model Assumptions and Mode Continuity:
For ideal fluids stars with fixed chemical composi-
tion and specific entropy, the dynamical equations
are time-reversal invariant due to the absence of
dissipative forces [86]. Consequently:
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e Eigenvalues w? vary continuously in the cen-

tral pressure parameter space and this conti-
nuity guarantees that the critical curve prop-
erly separates stable and unstable regions

3. Mathematical Foundations: The existence of
fundamental modes, the fact that the eigenvalues
are real, and the completeness of mode expansions
have been rigorously established by [82]. We adopt
these conclusions without further proof.

Proof of Equivalence

The equivalence proof proceeds by establishing that
the critical curve condition is equivalent to the existence
of zero-frequency modes. We begin by reformulating the
problem and then proceed through two main theorems.

In practical analysis, we identify the stability bound-
ary critical curve as the locus of points where any two
gradients among VM, VNy s, and VNpys become par-
allel. The equivalence we aim to prove can be formulated
as:

(VMX VNNMm :0) \Y (VMXVND]W :0)

9 (42)
vV (VNNM X VNpy = 0) <= d.n s.t. Wy, = 0

We decompose this proof into two parts, demonstrat-
ing that both conditions are necessary and sufficient for:

(VMXVNNJW :0) A\ (VMX VNDMZO)

43

AN (VNNMXVNDMZO) ( )

a. Step 1: Zero Modes and parallel Condition we
begin by proving the following theorem

Theorem III.1. For a two-fluid equilibrium configura-
tion, the three gradients, VM, V Ny, and VNpy, are
mutually parallel if and only if there exists at least a zero
mode respect to radial purturbation.

Proof. If for a certain static equilibrium configuration,
there exists n € N such that w? = 0 (or almost zero, i.e.,
w2 — 0%) under radial perturbation, the correspond-
ing eigenmode becomes quasi-static, implying the exis-
tence of a perturbation normal mode that is almost time-
independent, called a static solution:

En(rt) = gln(r)e_iwnt =&rn(r) (44)

This perturbation mode signifies an infinitely slow trans-
lation between configurations & and & + §&, where 66 =
(6p§, 6p§) corresponds to &rp, (7).

The connection between the existence of static solu-
tions and the critical curve relies on conserved quan-
tities. Recalling the derivation of the two-fluid equi-
librium and oscillation equations, the definitions of the
physical quantities and their perturbations in terms of



Lagrangian displacements originate from the covariant
conservation equations of the energy-momentum tensor
V, T = 0 and the particle number density for each
fluid V,J' = V,, (nguf) = 0, and their perturbations.
From this, we can directly conclude that the dynamical
process corresponding to any perturbation mode of the
radial oscillation equations for an equilibrium configu-
ration conserves both total energy and particle number.
The total energy here refers to the total energy of the
star and its gravitational field, which corresponds to the
gravitational mass M defined in our framework, equaling
the sum of internal energy and rest mass energy:

Mtotal = Einternal + Z mOINI (45)
I

where mg refers to fluid’s single-particle mass.
We now explicitly verify this natural conclusion of par-
ticle number and total energy conservation:

e Symbol definition: Conserved Charges and
Currents

We define the conserved charges and currents as @Q;
and J,Lu, 1= NI,M].

The conserved currents and charges are constructed
as:

- W gh — p0,
Iy, =Engut, Ty =175

Q; =— /2 Jfaux/ﬁd3w, (46)

where X is a spacelike hypersurface of fixed time, a,,
is the unit normal vector of 3, h is the determinant
of the induced 3-metric, and vhd®z is the invariant
volume element on the 3-space.

Thus, Q; represents the flux of J/* through X.

¢ Explicit Form of Conserved Charges

Define B = e2?, A = ¢=2?”. For i = Ny, the con-
served charge is explicitly given by:

Qn; Z/J]‘\‘,Iau\/f;d%
b))
= / I, VBVhd*z
b))
— [ I vads
b))

:/nIuOTQ\/EsinGdrdqbd@
STV n
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Similarly, for i = Mj:

Qn, :/dela#\/Ede:/Tfox/—gd%
> > (48)

VA 3 o
= | e;—=+v—gd x:/ drrcerdr = M.
/2 VB 0

e Covariant Conservation Law

The covariant conservation law is given by:

VIt =0,

e Proof of Conservation

Consider two adjacent spacelike hypersurfaces ¥
and Yo, which together with a timelike boundary
surface form a closed hypersurface. Since no cur-
rent flows through the boundary, the flux of J/
through the boundary vanishes.

The change in the conserved charge from X7 to Yo
is equal to the total flux of J! through the closed
hypersurface.

Applying the Stokes’ theorem, this flux equals the
volume integral of the covariant divergence of J!*
over the enclosed 4-volume:

AQ; = /V,Ljf\/—gd4x.

By the covariant conservation law V,J!" = 0, we
obtain:

which implies ANy = 0 and AM; = 0, thus proving
the conservation of both charges.

Based on the above, we can conclude: if an equilib-
rium configuration possesses a radial normal mode with
zero eigenvalue, then this mode corresponds to a static
perturbation mode &7, (r) which connects two neighbor-
ing equilibrium configurations while preserving both M
and Nj. it follows that along this direction in parameter
space, the total energy and particle numbers of each fluid
must attain their extremal values:

dM AN
“total — 0 and d—f =0,VI, (49)

do c

which is equivalent to the parallelism of the gradients of
M and Ny:

VM | VN, || VN, (50)

where the symbol || represents the parallel relation. [



b. Step 2: Theorem 2 - Variational Extremum Prin-
ciple The second part of the equivalence proof demon-
strates that if any two of the three gradients VM,
VINnu, and VNpjys are parallel, then the third gradi-
ent is necessarily parallel to them as well. The detailed
proof process is listed in the appendix [A] In this section,
we present the main steps:

Theorem I11.2. A two-fluid isentropic mized star con-
figuration satisfies the equilibrium equations if and only
if the total mass M takes its extremal with respect to
all time-independent variations that conserve the particle
numbers of both fluids.

Proof. We employ the method of Lagrange multipliers.
The theorem statement is equivalent to the existence of
Lagrange multipliers A; and Ay such that the composite
functional

H|[6] = M[6] = MNNum[6] = AeNpum[o]  (51)

is stationary with respect to arbitrary variations de;(r).
The first order variation of the functional is:

SH = M — M\6N1s — Aa6Npas. (52)

Applying the thermodynamic identity at zero temper-
ature de; = prdny = (e + pr) /nrény (where py is the
chemical potential of fluid I) and converting particle den-
sity variations to energy density variations yields:

oM ON; ON1
0H = Z /{861581—)\1 <851 der + Z 8mJ5MJ>:|dT.

I=1,2 J=1,2

(53)
In order for this expression to be zero for any variation
der(r), the integrated term must disappear, thus

5TILJ

oM ON: + ) ON: =0, VI.

—de;r — A | —d¢
861 85[ J—1.2 8mJ
(54)
For the existence of A; and A5 holding the above equa-
tion true, we must impose constraints on the star config-
uration, which eventually leads to:

my + 4mrip,

dpr
r(r—2my)’ (55)

dr
for I=DM,NM,

= —(er +pr1)

which is exactly the first equilibrium equation and
the theorem is proved. O

Since the Lagrange multipliers can be rescaled arbitrar-
ily (for example, dividing VM = MV Ny + A2V Npays
by A1 or A2), the statement of this theorem remains valid
under any permutation of M, Nyas, and Npys. Because
the arbitrary time-independent variations considered in
the theorem apparently include the static perturbations
corresponding to radial oscillation modes, this permuta-
tion symmetry implies that if any two of the three gradi-
ents (VM, VNnur, and VNpyy) are parallel (indicating
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simultaneous extrema), the third must also be parallel
to them. This reduces the requirement of mutual paral-
lelism among all three gradients to the parallelism of any
two gradients.

Physical Interpretation via Energy Considerations

For any equilibrium configuration, the stability with
respect to radial perturbations can be assessed by the
second-order variation of the total mass M. If the ex-
tremum of M (as defined in Theorem is a mini-
mum, then the configuration is stable against radial per-
turbations; otherwise, it is unstable. This statement is
equivalent to: the configuration is stable if §2M is posi-
tive definite, otherwise (if there exists some perturbation
such that §2M < 0), it is unstable.

For the non-rotating static zero-temperature two-fluid
star model we consider, the following equivalence can
be established within thermodynamic framework [82] [87,
88]: for a given linear perturbation mode & = (&1, &2),

sgn(6° M[€]) = sgn(Ee[€]) = sgn(V[€]) = sgn(wp), (56)

where E. and V are canonical energy and potential en-
ergy. The connection between their symbols and stability
is:

e 02M > 0 < w? > 0: Stable configuration,
e 02M = 0 & w? = 0: Stability boundary,

e 5°M < 0 (for some perturbation) < w? < 0: Un-
stable configuration.

The intuitive physical picture is as follows: 6°M > 0
implies that any perturbation deviating from equilibrium
increases the system’s energy. By energy conservation,
this energy must be supplied externally, indicating sta-
bility. Conversely, if 2M < 0, the perturbation could
grow with kinetic energy without requiring external en-
ergy input, thus the steller is unstable.

IV. RESULTS

This section presents the numerical results of our in-
vestigation into the stability properties and macroscopic
characteristics of mixed compact stars. We begin with
a detailed stability analysis comparing single-fluid and
multi-fluid models, followed by an examination of the re-
sulting M-R relationships and their implications for as-
trophysical observations.

A. stability analyze
1. Single Fluid

As shown in Fig[3] we show the eigenvalue-central pres-
sure relations for single-fluid models with three different
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(a) Single fluid eigenvalue curves as functions of central Radius/km
configuration for different EoS. (b) Corresponding M-R relation curves.

FIG. 3: Single fluid stability analysis. Left panel (Fig shows fundamental eigenvalue curves as functions of
central configuration for different EoS: Bosonic DM (B4 = 0.1), SLy4, and Holographic NM (/=7 = 10300)
respectively. Right panel (Fig displays the corresponding M-R relation curves.
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(a) Continuous distribution of the fundamental eigenvalues (b) Distribution of stable and unstable configuration points
of radial oscillation modes in the central pressure parameter space.

FIG. 4: Radial oscillation analysis results for the mixed star model with EoS of Holographic NM (¢~7 = 10300) and
Bosonic DM (By = 0.1). Left panel (Fig[a) shows the continuous distribution of eigenvalues. Right panel (Fig[4b])
displays the distribution of stable and unstable configuration points in the central pressure parameter space, where
the black curve represents configurations where the fundamental radial mode frequency vanishes and its interior
indicates the stable region.

EoS: SLy4, Bosonic DM (with B4 = 0.1) and Holographic  cal results serve as comparisons for the situation of mixed
NM (with £=7 = 10300). The stability distribution and  components.
M-R relations satisfy the BTM criteria. These numeri-
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(c) Critical curves for EoS combination 3:
Holographic NM (¢~7 = 10300) and Fermionic DM
(771/‘ = ().53).
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(b) Critical curves for EoS combination 2:
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(d) Critical curves for EoS combination 4:
SLy4 and Fermionic DM (my = 0.5).

FIG. 5: Critical curves for different EoS combinations. The black curves indicate multiple stability boundaries. The
units of both the horizontal and vertical axes are in astrophysical units (pg), representing the magnitudes of central
pressure for the two components. The black-and-white heatmap in the background displays the normalized cross
product of the gradient directions at each point of the total mass field and the particle number field of the second
component; the darker the color, the more the gradient directions of the two fields at that point tend to be parallel.
Ny = Npyy, represents the DM particle number.

2. Multi-Fluid

The numerical results in Figlda] provides precise
squared frequencies of fundamental radial oscillation us-
ing Bosonic DM (B, = 0.1) and Holographic NM (/=7 =
10300), thus in addition to identifying stable regions, it
also reveals the trend of fundamental frequency variation,
showing non-monotonic behavior.

To numerically identify the stability boundary stati-
cally, we need to precisely identify where the gradients
become parallel. Previous work usually relied on con-
necting the tangent points of several contour lines of mass
and particle number [56],[80]. We adopted a more efficient
numerical method via computing the magnitude of the
normalized cross product between the gradients. Specif-
ically, for any two of the quantities among gravitational
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FIG. 6: The critical curves corresponding to the
disappearance of higher-order modes. The units of both
the horizontal and vertical axes are in astrophysical
units (pe). This analysis constitutes an extension of
Fig[bal to a larger parameter space, applying the same
EoS combination. The dark curves represent zero-mode
boundaries (w? = 0) for the fundamental mode
(innermost curve) as well as the 2nd and 3rd order
modes (outer nested curves). The appearance of these
outer curves signifies the onset of additional unstable
modes in regions of higher central pressures. The white
highlight corresponds to the line of maximum gradient
angle difference between M and Npj;.

mass M and particle number Ny, this cross product is
defined as:

" . VM VN7
(ZA4,PJI = |1L§7A4 X 1L§7]VI‘ = Ti?jEiT X —=—

o G0

Here, tyy and dyy, are the normalized gradient di-
rection vectors of the M-field and the Nj-field respec-
tively. The locus where this value becomes numerically
zero forms the critical curve. Figlf| lists critical curves
results for different EoS combinations using method in-
troduced in subsection[[IT B} Fig[5aJuses Holographic NM
with £~7 = 10300 and Bosonic DM with By = 0.1. Fig[5h]
uses SLy4 and Bosonic DM with B, = 0.03. Figl5d uses
Holographic NM with /=7 = 10300 and Fermionic DM
with my = 0.5. Fig uses SLy4 and Fermionic DM
with my = 0.5. It is clear that Fig[fb] and Fig[5a] ver-
ify the equivalence between the radial oscillation normal
mode analysis and critical curve criterion.

Figlf] extends the analysis of Figl5al to a larger pa-
rameter space, showing critical curves where frequencies
higher than the fundamental mode vanish, i.e., bound-
aries where additional unstable modes appear. Our an-
alytical method involves scanning the parameter space
and computing the angular difference between the gradi-
ents of two distributions: total mass and particle number.
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This allows us to identify points where they are parallel,
which are the critical points. Darker regions in the plot
indicate smaller angular differences, so the black curves
represent our zero-mode boundaries. The white highlight
corresponds to the line of maximum gradient angle dif-
ference between M and N;. Here and later N1 = Npyy,
representing the DM particle number. Moreover, from
the perspective of numerical results, the white lines in
Fig[fland the central white line in Figlf] coincides exactly
with the line where the radii of the two fluid components
are equal.

Fig[0a] shows the M-R curves for mixed stars with a
fixed Bosonic DM central pressure p§ and varying Holo-
graphic NM (£~7 = 10300) central pressure p§. These re-
lations obtained through single-parameter variations in
mixed star models no longer satisfy the BTM criteria.
Furthermore, the deviation from the BTM criteria can
be quantitatively analyzed, as demonstrated in Fig[9b]
This panel plots the relative separation between the cen-
tral pressure of the last stable point, piast-stable, and that
of the maximum mass configuration, pmax-mass, as a func-
tion of the DM properties, showing the trend of the sys-
tematic separation as it varies with the central pressure
and properties of DM.

Crucially, the magnitude of this deviation is highly
sensitive to the EoS properties of the admixed DM. As
shown, different DM models (e.g., Bosonic DM versus
Fermionic DM) and variations in their microphysical pa-
rameters (such as the interaction strength By or the
fermion mass my) lead to distinctly different deviation
curves. This suggests that the degree to which the BTM
criteria is violated is not universal but is instead an indi-
rect probe of the DM’s EoS and its gravitational coupling
with the NM. Therefore, a precise future measurement
of a mixed star’s mass, radius, and its stability threshold
could, in principle, provide a tool to constrain the nature
of DM within the star.

B. Analysis and application of macroscopic
quantities

1. M-R Relation

The stable region of equilibrium configurations maps
to a continuous topological correspondence region in
the M-R;-p} space: a two-dimensional surface in three-
dimensional space, as shown in Fig[7] The EoS in Fig[7]
is Holographic NM (/=7 = 10300) and Bosonic DM
(Bs = 0.1), with vertical axis p§ in Fig[7a] and p§ in
Fig R, is the total radius: R; = max(Ry, Rp). Here
Ry and Rp represents the radius of NM and DM. Red
and blue dots code the configurations where Ry > Rp
and Ry < Rp. Any slice along the p} axis corresponds
to an M-R curve governed by single parameter variation.
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(a) Topological correspondence in M-R-p§ space.

(b) Topological correspondence in M-R-p5 space.

FIG. 7: The two-dimensional stable region from the pressure parameter space is mapped onto a three-dimensional
space with axes representing the total mass (in Mg unit), the total radius Ry = max (Ry, Rp) (in km unit), and
one of the central pressures (e.g., p§ and p§ in pg unit ). This unfolds the degeneracies of the two-dimensional M-R
projection. The red and blue dots distinguishes configurations where the NM radius is larger than the DM radius
(Rn > Rp, blue) from those where it is smaller (Ry < Rp, red). (a) and (b) show the two-dimensional surface of
DM and NM pressure for EoS combination in Fig Holographic NM (¢~7 = 10300) and Bosonic DM (B, = 0.1).

Figl§] shows the projections of stable configurations
onto both the mass-visible radius plane M-Ry and mass-
total radius plane M-R; with EoS combination: Holo-
graphic NM (¢=7 = 10300) and Bosonic DM (B =
0.1). Points within the stability boundary form a “sta-
ble group” in the projection plane, serving as a com-
parison tool for observational data. Overlapping regions
of two colors imply the possible existence of “twin con-
figurations” with identical mass and radius but distinct
halo compositions. The left boundary line of the ”stable
group” in Fig[BD| coincides with the curve where the ra-
dius size relationship between the two fluid components
reverses, meaning that for mixed star models with the
same mass, the stable configuration that minimizes the
total star radius is always the one where the two fluid
components have equal radii.

2. Prediction prospects

Collecting the latest M-R credible window from ob-
servational data of compact stars on the M-R stable
groups can impose constraints on DM EoS. Our mixed
star model demonstrates the ability to cover a wide range
of M-R area by adjusting the EoS parameters. For in-
stance, Fig[8a covers the mass and radius values of data
PSR J0437-4715 from the latest NICER observations
(M = 1.418 4 0.037M¢, R = 11.3670:2% km) [73].

Fig[I0] and Table. [ show the predicted range of M-R
relations and compactness analysis of mixed stars un-
der different EoS parameter selections and different DM

mixing ratios (ratio = p$,,/P% y, the central pressure
ratio of DM and NM), indicating that by appropriately
adjusting the hardness of the EoS and the ratios of ad-
mixed DM, the mixed star models have the potential to
become predictive for NS and certain gap events, con-
taining ranges of both 375 Mg and 507100 Mg [34, [90].
In addition, the similar values of compactness M/R for
the same EoS combinations but with different parameters
and mixing ratios exhibits a slight violation from scaling
symmetry for certain kind of single EoS [34] [9T]. More-
over, Figl[I0B| also shows the situations of massive stars
with the observable radius of conventional compact stars
and accompanied by a large dark halo.
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(a) The stable group projected onto the mass versus visible
radius plane using Holographic NM and Bosonic DM (b) The same stable group projected onto the mass versus
(Bs=0.1). maximum radius plane (M-R;), where Ry = max(Rn, Rp).

FIG. 8: In both panels, Ry and Rp are the radius(in km unit) where the nuclear and DM pressure vanish,
respectively. The colored regions represent dynamically stable configurations, while the grey shaded areas are
unstable. The color coding within the stable group distinguishes between Dark Core configurations (Ry > Rp, red)
and Dark Halo configurations (Ry < Rp, blue). The overlapping area between the red and blue regions, highlighted
in yellow, indicates the parameter space where twin stars [89] can exist: configurations with identical mass and
radius but different internal structures (one being a Dark Core, the other a Dark Halo). The dashed line represents
the boundary of the stable region (the critical curve).
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(a) M-R curves for mixed stars with a fixed Bosonic DM (b) The deviation is described as the relative error between
central pressure p§{ and varying Holographic NM the central pressure of the last stable point and that of the
(4_7 = 10300) central pressure p5. The maximum mass maximum mass point, and it is a function of the DM central
point (circle marker) and the last stable configuration point pressure p7. This explicitly shows that the turning point of
(star marker), determined by the critical curve method, do stability deviates from the mass peak, invalidating the
not coincide. simple BTM criteria for these sequences.

FIG. 9: Deviation from the BTM criteria in mixed stars.

V. CONCLUSION characteristics of DM-NM mixed stars within the frame-
work of general relativity.

In this work, we have conducted a comprehensive in-
vestigation into the stability properties and macroscopic
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FIG. 10: Prediction prospects for admixed star models displayed through the M-R relationship, with EoS
combination2: Bosonic DM and SLy4.

TABLE I: Maximum mass and corresponding Variables for different EoS parameters and Mixture ratio of DM

Parameter combinations Mmax (Mg) Rx (km) Rp (km) R; (km) M/Rn M/Rp  p5 (po)

B=0.0012, ratio=0.1 100.98 27.200 870.02 870.02 3.71 0.116 1.0481 x 10~
B=0.0022, ratio=0.1 55.340 15.254  495.75 495.75 3.63 0.112 3.5565 x 107
B=0.0012, ratio=0.9 100.97 44.668  878.50 878.50 2.26  0.115 1.0000 x 1077
B=0.0022, ratio=0.9 55.434 29.046 494.51 49451 1.91 0.112 3.3932 x 10~

We have established a formal equivalence between the
critical curve method and the traditional oscillation ap-
proach, based on both conservation laws and the varia-
tional principle.

Our numerical calculations, employing four typical
EoS combinations: SLy4, Holographic NM, Fermionic
DM and Bosonic DM, determine the stability regions
of mixed stars and validate the equivalence between the
two methods numerically, while revealing complex sta-
bility distributions that fundamentally differ from single-
fluid stars and hybrid stars. Unlike pure NS that obey
the classical BTM criteria, mixed stars stable configu-
rations form continuous two-dimensional surfaces in the
three-dimensional parameter space of (one of the) cen-
tral pressure, mass, and radius. The projection of these
stable configurations onto the M-R plane reveals “sta-
ble group” that delineate natural regions where mixed
stars should be observationally found. These groups ex-
hibit several noteworthy features, including the existence
of twin configurations with identical M-R measurements
but different internal compositions, and the characteris-
tic property that the most compact stable configurations
correspond to equal radii of the two fluid components.
moreover, our mixed star model, by adjusting the EoS

hardness and DM ratio, can fit regular NS events and
explain certain mass-gap events. It also has the poten-
tial to predict massive configurations featuring a compact
star radius core alongside a large DM halo.

Looking forward, our theoretical framework can be ex-
tended to incorporate more sophisticated DM models,
for example self-interacting fermionic DM and axion-like
particles. The methodology also provides a foundation
for investigating rotating mixed stars, magnetic field ef-
fects, and dynamical formation scenarios. As observa-
tional capabilities continue to advance, the stable groups
and characteristic M-R relations identified through our
analysis may serve as references for identifying potential
mixed star candidates and constraining the properties of
DM through astrophysical observations.
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Appendix A: Detailed Proof of the variational
extremum theorem

We aim to prove Theorem [[II.2] that for an isentropic
two-fluid system. The star configuration satisfies the
equilibrium equations if and only if the quantity M is
defined by:

Ry
M= Z / 42 (r)dr (A1)
0

I=1,2

is extremal under all variations of ¢;(r) that keep the
quantities

Ny = /ORI 4rrng (r) {1 - mt(”} - dr (A2)

r

constant for I = 1,2. This is equivalent to the existence
of Lagrange multipliers A\; and Ay such that 6H = dM —
A10N71 — Aa0 N3 is zero for all variations.

For given variations dey(r), we have:

0H [{der (r)}] =0M [{der (r)}] = MONy [{des (r)}]

— X20Ny [{der (r)}] .
(A3)
Now expand each term as (since all the integrand van-
ishes above R; + 6 Ry, we write the upper limit of inte-
gration as positive infinity)

Rr+oco
oM =47 Z / r20e;(r)dr,
1=1,270

SNy =Am /0 T (1 - 2mt(r)>_m onr(rydr—(py)

r

o0 —3/2
+ 471'/ r (1 — 2mt(r)>
0 T

X ny(r)dmy(r)dr,
where my(r) = mq(r) + ma(r). Thus:

0H =Ar Z / r20er(r)dr — 4n Z A1

1=1,270 I=1,2

)
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Using the isentropic conditions:

ni(r)
1) = 0 A6
ni(r) = s e r) (46)
and the mass variation:
dmy(r) = 477/ r20er(r')dr, (A7)
0

We do substitution by steps. First, substitute dn;:

0H =4 Z / r25er(r)dr — 4n Z [Ar
0

I=1,2 I=1,2

X /000 r? (1 - 22%)_2 pl(gg_%éaj(r)dr]

—Ar > A Y /OOO lr(l—QTmt)_

Nl

=12 J=12
nr(r)omy(r)dr].
(A8)
Now substitute dm s(r) into the last term:
o om.\ ~
— 47 Z Al Z / r(l—mt>
=12 J=1,2"9 r
(A9)

ny(r) [zm /O ' r/zéaj(?“’)dr/} dr

Defining

D)= %" AK/:Odr’r’ (1_27’“5/(7“/))_37”{(#)

K=1,2 "
(A10)
and exchanging the order of integration in the double
integral, the last term becomes:

167> (A11)

Z /OO drr?6e 7 (r)D(r)

J=1,270

Now combine all terms in 6 H:



SH —4rn Z /0OO r20er(r)dr — 4n Z A1 /0Oo r? <1 _ 2m;(?“)>_§ )

I=12

— 1672 Z /000 drr28e 5 (r)D(r)

J=1,2

I=1,2

20

ni(r) der(r)dr

= Oor r)[1— _ 2mu() - ni(r) — 47 D(r)| dr
P> /o o) [1 M <1 > pr(r) +eq(r) Dl )] ’

=12

=47 Z /OOO r28er(r) |1 =\ (1 _ 2mt(r)>é nr(r)

For 6H to be zero for all variations [{des (r)}], the
integrand must vanish for each fluid component I:

nr(r)
pr(r) +er(r)
— 4 Z /\J/ A3 2, (rYdr =0,

J=1,2

1— AfA(r) Y2
(A13)

where A(r) =1- 2mf‘(r).This is the extremization condi-
tion for the two-fluid system.

Define:
F(r) =dm Z )\J/ A3 g (Y dr' . (A14)
J=1,2 r
Then the condition becomes:
ni(r)

r 71/2
A T e

+F(r)=1 forI=1,2.

(A15)

From these two equations, we obtain a key constraint

that reflects the effect of Lagrange multipliers in this two-
fluid system:

A\ A(r —-1/2 nl(r) — Mo A(r —-1/2 HQ(T) ,
A e T R s
(A16)
which implies:
)\1’1’L1 )\2?12 (A17)

prter pater
This reflects that the chemical potential between the two
fluids satisfies a proportional relationship, which is some-
what different from the case of a single fluid.
Define a common function:

ny(r)

I'r)y=Af———*— ,forI=1,2. A18
Differentiate the condition with respect to r:
d _ ny(r)
— [ NA) T P——— 4 F'(r) =0,
ar [ (r) pr(r)+er(r) ) (A19)
for I =1,2.

(A12)
— 47 A / r
pr(r) +er(r) J:Z )
[
where:
F'(r)=—4rn Z A A(r) 3 0. (A20)

J=1,2

Take the derivative in (A19) and substitute the isen-

!’
nreyr
prter’

tropic condition n/ =

A [—n1A1/2p}

(pr +e1)?
—lnIA_?’/QL —4r Z ArA™3 20, =0,
2 pr+er Pt
for I =1,2.
(A21)

Multiply by A%/2 and (p; + 7)?, then rearrange to
solve for p/:

1A E :]:1 2 Agrng
f=—2 i 2 (A22
Pr = =g g prten)—Ar == (prter)”. (A22)
From the constraint definition I'(r) = A\j-2L—, we
pr+er
have:
Ang = F(T)(pz +€]), (AQS)

(A24)
Thus
ZJ:l,Z Agng _bete . (A25)
Arng pr+er
Substitute back to (A22]):
1A +e
pr=- ij(PI +er) - 42t ) “(pr+ex)
(A26)

1A pt+6t
——(p1+51) (2A+4’/TT A .



Now compute A’: using m} = 4wr2e; we obtain

A =2 (% - 47Tr5t) . (A27)

Substitute into the expression for p}:

1 /1
p/I = — (p] +€[)Z <2A/ +47T7"(pt +5t)>

1 /m
=—(pr+ EI)Z (7‘7; + 47”’1015) (A28)

mg + 47r7°3pt

=—(pr+er) r(r—2my)

This is exactly the two-fluid equilibrium equation:

dpr _ ma(r) + 4mr®py (r)
o (e1(r) +pr(r)) r(r—2my(r)) (A29)
for I =1,2.
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