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Gravitational-wave observations of extreme mass-ratio inspirals (EMRIs) in vacuum are largely
insensitive to the internal structure of the small compact companion. We show that this conclu-
sion can change when the central black hole is surrounded by a dense dark matter environment.
We compute, for the first time, the relativistic dynamical-friction force on a neutron star moving
through a collisionless medium and its impact on the evolution of EMRIs embedded in dense dark
matter spikes. We then perform a Bayesian parameter-estimation analysis of simulated LISA ob-
servations to assess the measurability of both spike properties and the companion’s internal struc-
ture. We find that, in our fiducial dark matter spike models, EMRIs with signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) ≳ 20 already allow us to distinguish neutron star from black hole companions, while events
with SNR ≳ 400 make it possible to discriminate between different neutron star equations of state.

Introduction. With the advent of next-generation
millihertz gravitational-wave (GW) detectors [1–3], it
will become possible to monitor extreme mass ratio black
hole (BH) binaries over long timescales. Such measure-
ments will enable detailed investigations of the astro-
physical environments where binaries form and evolve [4–
12], opening a wide range of possibilities for fundamen-
tal physics. These range from stringent probes of grav-
ity [13–16] to searches for new physics in the particle
sector [17–22]. A particularly compelling scenario in-
volves dark matter (DM) overdensities, or spikes, around
BHs [23–29], which can influence the orbital evolution of
inspiraling binaries [30–49].

The interaction of EMRIs with standard non-
interacting particle DM is mediated only by gravity. The
leading environmental effects in this case arise from dy-
namical friction [50–52] and, for BH companions, from
particle accretion [34, 49, 53, 54]. Both effects are sensi-
tive to the internal degrees of freedom of the small com-
panion object, such as its mass and spin [55–58].

Neutron stars (NS) are extremely compact astrophys-
ical objects [59–61], and their interior provides a unique
laboratory for the equation of state (EOS) of strongly
interacting matter at supranuclear densities [62], where
exotic degrees of freedom [63–66] or phase transitions [67]
may occur. Probing this regime is one of the central goals
of multi-messenger astronomy [68–70]. Thus far, the de-
tections of comparable mass ratio compact binaries by
the LVK [71–73] collaboration have yielded constraints
on NS properties [74–80], offering direct empirical in-
sight into the behavior of dense matter. In sharp con-
trast, GWs from EMRIs in vacuum (with mass ratio,
m/M ≤ 10−5) are often argued to be insensitive to the
nature of the companion [81].

Here, we demonstrate that environmental effects
from DM can render EMRI waveforms sensitive to
the nature of the small compact object. Specifically,
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we study the impact of a DM spike on the GW
emission of an EMRI consisting of a NS orbiting a
supermassive BH. We show that for our fiducial spike
models (i), the spike parameters can be accurately
recovered already for any detectable waveform, largely
irrespective of the nature of the companion, and (ii)
for sufficiently high SNR, the nature of the companion
can be distinguished: SNR ≳ 20 enables discrimination
between certain NS models and BH secondaries, while
SNR ≳ 400 yields sensitivity to differences among all
tested NS equations of state.

Setup. We consider an EMRI in which a NS orbits a
massive BH embedded in a dark matter DM spike. As the
companion moves through the surrounding DM distribu-
tion, dynamical friction provides an additional dissipa-
tive channel that alters the orbital evolution [30, 31]. To
model the inspiral, we adopt the adiabatic framework,
in which the EMRI is described as a slow secular drift
through a sequence of bound geodesics of the background
BH spacetime [82, 83].
At leading order, the secular evolution is governed by

the orbit-averaged fluxes of energy, angular momentum,
and Carter’s constant [53, 84]. In this work, we study
quasi-circular inspirals around a non-spinning BH where
due to symmetry inspirals are characterized only by the
flux for angular momentum loss. Under these assump-
tions, and when at separation r, the rate of change of the
NS’s angular momentum L is

dL

dt
= rFϕ

√
1− 2GM/ (c2r)

1− 3GM/ (c2r)
, (1)

where the fraction is a strong field correction (at most a
∼ 6% enhancement at the innermost stable circular or-
bit with respect to the non-relativistic case, L̇ = rFϕ)
and Fϕ is the dynamical friction force acting on the
NS in the direction of its motion which we compute
below. This flux will then be incorporated within the
FastEMRIWaveforms v2.0.0 (FEW) framework [85–88]
to generate highly accurate GW waveforms.
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Dynamical friction on neutron stars. Dynamical
friction is the dominant mechanism through which com-
pact objects exchange momentum with their surround-
ing medium in collisionless environments such as cold
DM spikes [50–52]. While Newtonian prescriptions exist
for both point masses and extended perturbers [89–91],
and relativistic formulations have been developed for BHs
[53, 54], NSs cannot be fully captured by either frame-
work. This is because they possess a finite size, EOS-
dependent density profiles, and an extreme compactness
which makes it impossible to neglect strong-gravity ef-
fects in their vicinity. To address this, we develop a rel-
ativistic framework for computing dynamical friction on
NSs. In absence of a dissipative coupling between bary-
onic and dark matter, the force experienced by NS is
given by

F =

∫
γ µ f(v) vσscatter(v)v d3v , (2)

where v is the relative velocity of the particles sam-
pled from the distribution function f(v) [26, 92] in the
NS’s frame of reference, γ is the Lorentz factor, and µ
is the particles’ rest mass. The term σscatter represents
the cross-section for exchange of momentum via gravita-
tional scattering. For spherically symmetric interactions
(cf. discussions), it is

σscatter = 4π

∫ bmax

0

b cos2 χ db , (3)

where bmax = r (q/3)
1/3

is the Hill radius, and χ is the
azimuthal difference in the position of a particle between
infinity and the point of closest approach. It is related to
the deflection angle through θdefl = 2χ− π (cf. [92, Fig.
3.2]). Evaluating Eq. (3) requires solving the geodesic
equations governing particle motion in the NS spacetime
whose computation is discussed in Section A.

To assess the impact of the DM environment on the
companion’s orbit, we numerically integrate Eq. (3) for
the NS spacetime and insert it into Eq. (2) and Eq. (1),
which are themselves integrated over the spike’s velocity
distribution. In Section B we give present the techni-
cal details of the calculation. We assume the relativistic
distribution function from Ref. [26], derived for the adi-
abatic growth of a non-spinning BH, and transform it to
the NS frame, accounting for the central BH’s strong
gravity as in [48]. To capture a representative range
of possible NS structures, we consider three EOS high-
lighted in [93] for being compatible with with tidal de-
formability constraints from GWs [78] and heavy pulsar
observations [94]: MPA1 [95], AP3 [96] and SLy [97],
which are matched with a crust as in [98]. The EOS
and resulting radial profiles of the change in friction are
shown in Fig. 6 alongside a collection of other represen-
tative models.

In Fig. 1, we show the drag force F (normalised by
q2 so that the BH curve is approximately constant) as a
function of the companion mass. The behaviour of the
NS curves can be understood as follows.

L̇GW/q
2/r ∼ 3× 10−4
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FIG. 1. Dynamical friction as a function of companion
mass. Markers indicate the predicted onset of key features
from a constant-density–sphere toy model for u = ⟨u⟩9GM/c2 .
A NS’s crust causes the toy model to overestimate the true
values, particularly for SLy’s thick crust.

• At low masses, the drag on NSs is weaker than
for BHs due to their smaller compactness, which
effectively dilutes the density probed by DM orbits
and yields a smaller dynamical friction force than
BH accretion.

• As the mass (and hence the compactness) increases,
the NS drag overtakes the BH value: this is a gen-
uinely relativistic effect driven by nearly radial en-
counters that would have been accreted by a BH
but are instead strongly deflected by the NS. Par-
ticles scattered through an obtuse angle transfer
more momentum to the star than accretion would
(cf. [92, Ch. 3]); in the extreme case of a ∼ 180◦

deflection, the momentum transfer is equivalent to
accreting two particles, effectively enhancing the
cross-section.

• For even larger masses, the force reaches a maxi-
mum and then decreases, because the higher com-
pactness allows particles to wind around the star
and exit with acute scattering angles, which are
less efficient at transferring momentum and thus
reduce the scattering cross-section.

In Section C, we introduce an analytical toy model
that reproduces this qualitative behaviour, and we use
a constant-density sphere to estimate the compactness
values at which the onset and peak of the enhancement
occur.
Finally, while low-compactness stars may allow

particles to graze their surface and smoothly reach
deeper with decreasing impact parameter, sufficiently
compact objects prohibit such grazing trajectories. In
this case, radial encounters with b < bcr penetrate
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the interior whilst effectively on a plunging trajectory,
and reach discontinuously deep within the star before
escaping due to the decrease in enclosed mass at the
core. These will wind discontinuously more compared
to slightly less radial encounters, thus changing the
scattering cross-section for those compact objects. This
effect arises as a generalization to the photon-sphere to
account beyond just photons but particles moving with
any velocity. Amongst our selected models, this only
affects SLy which achieves the appropriate compactness.

Parameter estimation with incorrect models.
Having established the physical setup and the modeling
framework for computing NS inspirals within DM spikes,
we now turn to assessing the observability of these ef-
fects through future GW observations in the mHz band
such as with LISA [5]. In particular, we first explore
how parameter estimation is affected when the analysis
is carried out with an incorrect model for the companion,
and quantify the resulting biases in the inferred system
parameters.

We quantify these biases using the Bayesian framework
described in Section D. Specifically, we inject a wave-
form with a duration of 4 years, emitted by a binary
with a NS companion described by the SLy equation of
state and the intrinsic parameters of a benchmark system
(M = 106 M⊙, m = 2 M⊙, and ρ = 10 ρMW ≈
1018 M⊙/pc

3 at 10−6 pc, where ρMW represents the ex-
pected density for a Milky Way-like galaxy [23]) and then
recover it using the true model or three alternative com-
panion models: MPA1, AP3, and a BH. We adopt an
SNR of 300 as a fiducial value, representing an optimistic
scenario in which a single such event is detected during
LISA’s nominal four-year mission, obtained by rescaling
the SNRs of Ref. [99] to NS companions. We empha-
sise, however, that EMRI rate predictions span nearly
three orders of magnitude [99–101], and that estimates
for systems with NS secondaries have so far been car-
ried out only for in-situ formation channels [102]. The
density and SNR choices adopted here should therefore
be regarded as convenient benchmarks, rather than fore-
casts. The scaling of our results with these parameters
is discussed in the next section.

In Fig. 2 we show the resulting one- and two-
dimensional marginal posteriors, illustrating how the
choice of companion model affects parameter recovery.
We find that the component masses and DM spike
normalization are recovered with similar accuracy across
all companion models, with only a modest bias when an
incorrect model is used. In particular, the ∼ 5% bias
in the inferred DM density, shows that spikes remain
clearly identifiable even when the companion assumption
is incorrect, which highlights the potential of LISA to
probe DM spikes.

Inferring the equation of state. We now turn to
the prospects for inferring the NS EOS from GW obser-
vations of EMRIs in DM spikes. For each of the three NS

4 years observation
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FIG. 2. Marginal posteriors for the masses and spike
density. Results are based on 4 years of observation data,
with black dashed lines indicating the injected values.

models (SLy, MPA1, AP3), we generate mock data sets
containing an EMRI signal that includes the contribution
of dynamical friction, and analyse each injection under
four companion hypotheses: SLy, MPA1, AP3, and a BH.
For every case, we compute the Bayesian evidence and
construct Bayes factors, providing a quantitative mea-
sure of how strongly the data support each model. This
allows us to assess whether the different companion mod-
els can be distinguished across the NS mass spectrum.
The results of this analysis are summarised in Fig. 3,

which shows the Bayes factors B for comparisons be-
tween different companion models across the range of
NS masses considered. Most comparisons yield strong
evidence (B > 10) in favour of the true model, al-
though some pairs provide less than substantial support
(B < 3.2), primarily for MPA1 versus AP3, which pro-
duce very similar NSs. In a subset of cases the Bayes
factors reach the regime of decisive evidence (B > 100).
This is remarkable given that the EOS models we con-
sider are already relatively similar, and all remain com-
patible with current tidal-deformability constraints from
GW observations of binary NS mergers [78]. This high-
lights how DM environmental effects may allow us to
probe the internal structure of the compact companion.
The mass dependence of the Bayes factors exhibits

a correlation with the mass trends shown in Fig. 1. In
particular, we observe that the Bayes factors disfavoring
a model, for example, a BH, tend to reach their largest
(or smallest) values at specific masses, consistent with
the distance between forces from those models. We note
that the curves shown in the figures are expected to shift
toward slightly higher masses for snapshots at smaller
radii, due to the increase in average particle velocity.



4

1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.2
100

101

102

103

104

B
ay

es
F

ac
to

r

Injection EoS: MPA1

1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0

Companion Mass [M�]

Injection EoS: SLy

Compared with: SLy MPA1 AP3 BH

1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.2

Injection EoS: AP3

M = 106 M�

FIG. 3. Bayes factors for EOS comparisons with different companion masses. Colored bands denote the Jeffreys-scale
interpretation [103] from “Trivial” (gray), to “Substantial”, “Strong”, “Very Strong”, and “Decisive” (dark blue). Error bars
show the nested-sampling evidence uncertainty. The SLy EOS cannot achieve a 2.2 M⊙ configuration and is hence omitted.

Nevertheless, the shift is small, and the behavior at
r = 9 GM/c2 provides a particularly useful diagnostic,
as the majority of the inspiral’s impact is accumulated
at larger separations and that radius approximately
corresponds to the furthest distance over the 4-year span
of waveform data.

Systems of interest. So far, we have demonstrated
that the internal structure of the companion can be dis-
tinguished in a high-SNR EMRI embedded in a DM en-
vironment. We now turn to the conditions under which
this effect remains detectable as we vary the system pa-
rameters. To this end, we use the Laplace approximation
to the Bayesian evidence (cf. Section D) to make the ex-
ploration of parameter space computationally tractable.
In Fig. 4, we illustrate how the discriminating power de-
pends jointly on the SNR, the DM density, and the pri-
mary mass.

In this figure, the lines show the combinations of DM
density and SNR for which the Bayes factor between the
relevant models reaches the threshold for decisive evi-
dence, B = 100. Reading the plot from low to high den-
sity or SNR, four regimes emerge. At low density/low
SNR, the DM-induced dephasing remains indistinguish-
able from a vacuum EMRI. For larger SNR, the presence
of a spike can be established with decisive evidence once
SNR ≳ 400 (20) for a 106 M⊙ (105 M⊙) primary, while
the companion models remain degenerate. At higher
SNR, SNR ≳ 800 (400), subsets of EOS models yield
B ≥ 100, and in the highest-density/highest-SNR regime
all of our EOS comparisons satisfy the same decisive-
evidence criterion.

We have chosen the primary mass to be 106 M⊙ (solid)
or 105 M⊙ (dashed lines) to encompass the peak of the
EMRI rate distribution [99, 101]; for reference, each case
is normalized with the appropriate density to either the
DM density expected for the Milky Way [23] ρMW, or
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FIG. 4. Minimum optimal signal-to-noise ratio accu-
mulated after 4 years for distinguishing EMRIs with
neutron star companions. Arrows point the SNR for bi-
naries placed at 1 Gpc distance. The vacuum-like region for
the 105 M⊙ case lies outside the plot.

for Draco dSph [104] ρDS, respectively. Evidently, whilst
the best-case region, where all EOS are resolved, is of
the same size for both primary masses, the secondary re-
gion where only some can be resolved, is wider for the
system with a lighter primary. This occurs because a
larger mass ratio allows the companion to inspiral from
larger initial separations (in terms of the primary’s grav-
itational radius) while still merging within a fixed time.
As a result, the inspiral covers a wider portion of the
dynamical friction profile, making features like changes
in slope easier to measure. Repeating the analysis using
waveforms with a shorter duration would restrict the re-
gions and push the boundaries towards higher values of
SNR.
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Discussion. Although our discussion has centered
on dynamical friction for compact objects in EMRIs,
the framework applies equally to less asymmetric bina-
ries, or isolated objects embedded in DM distributions.
It can be readily extended to NSs described by differ-
ent EOS than those investigated here, and generally
to compact objects whose interior metric can be spec-
ified either from first principles, through an EOS, or a
parametrized density profile. For instance, it can be ap-
plied to known astrophysical objects, like main sequence
stars (C ∼ 10−6) or white dwarfs (C ∼ 10−3) within en-
vironments with relativistic velocity distributions. It can
also be applied to exotic compact objects like strange
quark stars, composed of deconfined strange quark mat-
ter [105, 106] which are generally more compact than or-
dinary NS; or boson stars [107], which could form from ul-
tralight or self-interacting scalar fields [108]. Additional
targets can be horizonless BH mimickers (cf. [109] and
references therein), gravastars [110], or Q-balls [111], and
even BHs with small environments around them, such as
gravitational atoms [112] formed when ultra-light bosonic
fields grow through superradiance [113], though one must
adapt the formalism beyond spherical symmetry for most
atom configurations.

Although our most striking result is the possibility of
probing the internal structure of the compact compan-
ion, the region of parameter space in which LISA can
distinguish NS from BH companions is also informative.
The detection of unusually low-mass BHs, in particular,
would point to nonstandard formation channels: they
could, for instance, be primordial BHs [114, 115], or
BHs formed through the DM–induced collapse of NSs.
DM–nucleon interactions can, in fact, lead to accumu-
lation of DM inside a NS. If the captured DM becomes
self-gravitating and collapses to form a BH, the latter can
grow by accreting nuclear matter and eventually consume
the star from the inside (see, e.g., Refs. [116, 117]).

Accounting for DM-nucleon interactions, if present, in
the complementary regime in which the DM mass and
cross section do not trigger collapse over the NS life-
time, would require adapting the deflection formalism
to include nuclear scattering. The extreme case where
all particles crossing the interior are captured, the dy-
namical friction induced by a NS would be analogous to
that induced by a BH, but with a larger geometric cross-
section. We find that for a low NS compactness (C ∼ 0.1)
it can be at most ∼ 50%. Therefore, realistic couplings1

would only provide a subdominant contribution to the
dynamical-friction force, highlighting the robustness of
our analysis against possible DM–nucleon couplings.

1 Requiring the DM mean free path ∼ mn/(ρnucleusσχn), to ex-
ceed the NS radius so that particles undergo multiple scat-
terings before becoming gravitationally bound implies σχn ≫
10−44 cm2. Current limits already constrain σχn ≲ 10−41 cm2

[118], greatly restricting the viable parameter space for this ex-
treme scenario.

Finally, we have neglected the spin of the NS, as its
inclusion would affect our results only at higher order.
Spin modifies the stellar structure [119, 120] and, at
sufficiently rapid rotation, leads to mass shedding [121];
it also alters the exterior space-time from Schwarzschild
but to a less pronounced extent compared to Kerr for
the same spin [119, 122, 123]. Kerr BHs can therefore
be used to obtain an upper bound on spin-induced
modifications to dynamical friction. The effect scales as
ã2 of the dimensionless spin, ã = cJ/Gm2 rather than
only with angular momentum J , and changes at most
by ∼ 10% for an extremal BH, ã ∼ 1, (cf. [49, 55, 57]),
whereas physically motivated EOSs yield NS spins no
larger than ã ≃ 0.7 [122]. Furthermore, isolated NSs at
birth typically have ã < 0.04, and accretion can increase
their spin only up to ã ≲ 0.4 [124, 125], consistent with
the fastest-rotating observed pulsar J1748-2446ad [126].
In fact, fewer than 1% of NSs are observed to exceed
ã > 0.05 [127]. To incorporate spin, the scattering
framework would need to be extended following [128],
but applied to the spacetime sourced by a rotating NS,
and its structure needs to be modified accordingly.

Conclusions. In this work, we have shown that DM
overdensities around BHs, such as DM spikes or mounds
around massive BHs [23, 26–28], can render EMRI wave-
forms sensitive to the nature of the small compact object.
In particular, we have explored the potential to probe
NS internal structure and their equation of state [59–61]
through EMRIs embedded within DM spikes observed by
LISA [1].

We developed a relativistic framework for dynamical
friction on compact objects moving through a collision-
less medium, applicable to generic NS models with an ar-
bitrary EOS as well as exotic compact objects, provided
the internal metric is specified. Applying this framework
to EMRIs with a NS secondary embedded in DM spikes,
we computed the influence of the companion’s internal
structure on the emitted gravitational waveforms using
the FEW framework [85–88].

We find that, for our fiducial spike models, the bi-
nary masses and DM spike parameters can be accurately
recovered for any detectable waveform, largely indepen-
dently of the companion model. This implies that param-
eter estimation pipelines can be simplified without signifi-
cant loss of precision. For sufficiently high signal-to-noise
ratios, the additional friction induced by the companion’s
internal structure becomes measurable. Using Bayesian
model comparison, we have shown that such EMRIs can
discriminate between BH and some NS companion mod-
els (SNR ≳ 20 if the primary is ∼ 105 M⊙, or SNR ≳ 400
if ∼ 106 M⊙) and, for louder events (SNR ≳ 400, or
SNR ≳ 800 respectively), between any EOS tested (SLy,
MPA1, AP3). These results highlight that LISA obser-
vations of EMRIs embedded in a DM environment could
serve as a new astrophysical laboratory, probing both the
distribution of dark matter around massive BHs and the
microphysics of matter at supranuclear densities.
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Appendix A: Geodesic motion around neutron stars

We consider a static, spherically symmetric and spin-
less NS in hydrostatic equilibrium. Under these assump-
tions, the stellar structure is obtained by solving the Tol-
man–Oppenheimer–Volkoff equations [53],

dP

dr
= −Gmr

r2c2
(ϵ+ P )

(
1 +

4πr3P

mrc2

)(
1− 2Gmr

c2r

)−1

,

dmr

dr
= 4πr2

ϵ

c2
, (A1)

where P (r), mr(r), ϵ(r) = ρ(r)c2 are the pressure, en-
closed mass and energy density at radius r respectively.
The system is then solved given an EOS [62] P (ϵ) and
by setting the core pressure/density. The latter is iter-
atively modified until a stable NS [129] with the target
total mass is produced.

Within the neutron star, the space-time is described
by the metric [53],

ds2 = −g̃tt(r) c
2dt2+

(
1− 2Gmr

rc2

)−1

dr2+r2dΩ2 , (A2)

where the term g̃tt(r) is determined from the expression

d ln g̃tt
dr

= − 2

ϵ+ P

dP

dr
, (A3)

and the boundary condition g̃tt(R) = 1 − 2Gm/(c2R).
Outside the star, the space-time is taken to be
Schwarzschild.

The orbits of massive particles are described by the
Lagrangian L = −gµν ẋ

µẋν , where gµν are the metric
contributions to the differentials dxµdxν . Standard La-
grangian analysis yields the corresponding geodesic equa-
tions of motion,(

dr

dτ

)2

=
1

r2

(
1− 2Gmr

rc2

)(E2r2

g̃ttc2
− h2

z − c2r2
)
, (A4)(

dr

dϕ

)2

= r2
(
1− 2Gmr

rc2

)( E2r2

h2
z g̃ttc

2
− c2r2

h2
z

− 1

)
, (A5)

where the constants E , hz represent the specific energy
and angular momentum, which are obtained by exploit-
ing time-translation and axial symmetry of Eq. (A2).

For an incoming particle in the NS frame with impact
parameter b and velocity u at infinity, the constants of
motion are: E = γc2, hz = γbu. Then, the angle χ,
drawn by an incoming particle until it reaches its closest
approach r0, is computed by integrating Eq. (A5),

χ = hz

∫ ∞

r0

(
1− 2Gmr/

(
rc2

))−1/2

r
√
E2r2/ (g̃ttc2)− c2r2 − h2

z

dr , (A6)

where r0 is obtained at the root of dr/dτ .

Appendix B: Calculating dynamical friction

If the point of closest approach is larger than the stel-
lar radius R, particles follow geodesics entirely defined
from the equivalent Schwarzschild spacetime as for a BH
with the same mass. As such, we calculate the scattering
cross-section only for those orbits that can probe the NS
interior. The difference is given by,

δσ ≡ 4π

[∫ bth

0

b cos2 χNS db−
∫ bth

bcr

b cos2 χBH db

]
, (B1)

where bcr is the critical impact parameter that separates
accretion from deflection on BH geometry [53], bth is a
threshold impact parameter below for which particles can
penetrate the NS, and χNS/BH are, respectively, the an-
gles drawn by a particle in NS or BH spacetime. Using
δσ on Eq. (2), we define

FNS = FBH + δF , (B2)

where FBH is the dynamical friction experienced by a BH.
In this work, we use the fit given by Traykova et al. [54]
for relativistic dynamical friction on BHs.
We calculate δσ by substituting Eq. (A6) for the NS

and BH spacetimes within Eq. (B1) and integrating in
impact parameter. For the BH spacetime, we substi-
tute mr(r) = m and g̃tt = 1 − 2Gm/

(
rc2

)
. For less

compact stars, the impact parameter bth in the integra-
tion limit is determined by requiring the turning point of
the orbit to coincide with the stellar radius. This con-
dition is obtained by setting dr/dτ = 0 at r = R in the
Schwarzschild metric, yielding

b2R = R2

(
1 +

2Gm

Rc2γ2β2

)(
1− 2Gm

Rc2

)−1

. (B3)

This reduces to the well-known Newtonian relation [130]
in the non-relativistic limit c → ∞. Note, however, that
substituting bcr into Eq. (A4), it becomes apparent that
around a BH, the distance of closest approach for massive
particles cannot be smaller than

rmin
0 (β) =

Gm

c2
3γ2 − 4 + 3γ

√
γ2 − 8/9

2 (γ2 − 1)
. (B4)

This also suggests that particles of velocity β cannot
graze the surface of a very compact NS and escape. In
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FIG. 5. Difference in scattering cross-section for an
extended toy object and a point mass. The dashed
black line represents the accretion cross-section for a BH.

particular, since limβ→0 r
min
0 = 4Gm/c2, only NSs with

compactness C ≥ 0.25 can be affected.2 For these stars,
radial particles with b < bcr can still penetrate the inte-
rior, but the distance of closest approach undergoes a dis-
continuous jump, from rmin

0 (β) to a point deep within the
star when Eq. (A4) bifurcates. Physically, these particles
are effectively on plunging trajectories and approach deep
within the core but eventually escape due to the decrease
in enclosed mass. In practice, this means that

bth(β,m,R) =

{
bR(β,m,R) R ≥ rmin

0 (β,m) ,

bcr(β,m) otherwise ,
(B6)

as long as bth < bmax.

Appendix C: The compactness dependence

In this section, we provide an analytical argument to
understand the observed relation between dynamical fric-
tion and NS mass seen in Fig. 1. To factor out the effect
of the velocity distribution we examine the cross-section
at fixed velocity.

2 The effect can appear at smaller compactness if the star has
a thick crust, which contributes disproportionately more to its
radius than to its enclosed mass. The required condition is that
Eq. (A4) exhibits a local minimum and maximum within rmin

0 ,
or equivalently that

dP

dr
=

ρc2 + P

r

(
1−

c4

E2
g̃tt

)
, (B5)

has two distinct and positive roots.

To demonstrate the robustness of the observed trends,
we reproduce our numerical results using idealized stel-
lar models: a constant-density sphere and a Tolman–VII
configuration [131]. As is evident for the geometric unit
representation of these models, they depend primarily
on the compactness, with the total mass only scaling
the cross-section quadratically. For realistic equations
of state, and in the absence of twin-star branches [132],
fixing the mass effectively fixes the radius and therefore
C. For concreteness, we evaluate the cross-section at the
average orbital velocity of the radial snapshot in Fig. 1,
which provides a representative dynamical scale for the
encounters. As shown in Fig. 5, the toy-models reproduce
all the characteristic features of Fig. 1. Additionally, we
observe that for higher values of compactness, the scat-
tering cross section appears to asymptotically mimic BH
accretion, though we only report the behavior up to each
model’s stability limit.
For reference, we define CBH and Cpeak through the

constant density model for which we report the following
numerical fits

Cpeak ≈ 0.097 + 0.48β − 0.47β2 + 0.2β3 , (C1)

CBH ≈ 0.04 + 0.5β − 0.47β2 + 0.2β3 , (C2)

that were used to mark their respective points in Fig. 1.
For completeness, the critical compactness associated
with plunging trajectories is given by Ccr = Gm/c2/rmin

0 .
In general, because of NS’s crust reduces the stellar
compactness, these predictions slightly overestimate the
true values for realistic EOS.

Analytical understanding. Motivated by the ro-
bustness of these trends across numerical experiments
and toy models, we next develop a minimal analyti-
cal description to capture their physical origin. First,
the cross-section decline at low compactness is easy to
interpret: as C approaches 0, the object becomes in-
finitely dilute and its dynamical friction vanishes, and
limC→0 δσ = −(σBH + σacc). For the rest, it is useful to
recast Eq. (B1) in terms of the deflection angle,

δσ ≈ σacc − π

∫ bcr

0

cos θNS db
2 , (C3)

where we have neglected a third term integrated in
b ∈ (bcr, bth) which is either small or zero. Evidently, the
signature of the remaining integral in Eq. (C3) directly
determines the force hierarchy between a NS and a BH.
In practice, if most of the radially infalling particles that
would be accreted by a BH are instead strongly deflected
by the NS on obtuse angles, the NS cross-section becomes
larger. This is possible with increasing stellar compact-
ness where deflection grows stronger, as particles probe
increasingly extreme curvature just outside the NS. It
also follows that, beyond a certain compactness, Cpeak,
particles begin to wind around the star, reducing the net
deflection and thereby diminishing the dynamical fric-
tion, leading to the observed peak. Finally, for extremely
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compact objects, particles with b ≲ bcr become effectively
trapped, winding around the star for many cycles. Then,
the corresponding integral averages out through rapid
oscillations, leading to δσ ≈ σacc as the compactness in-
creases.

Appendix D: The Bayesian framework

To assess the prospects of measuring the equation of
state of a NS companion in an EMRI we follow the
Bayesian approach described by Coogan et al. [32]. We
assume the strain time-series measured by the detector
d(t) to be the sum of the signal s(t) and the detector’s
noise n(t) which we take to be Gaussian to write the
likelihood function

p(d|hθ) ∝ exp
[
⟨hθ|d⟩ − ⟨hθ|hθ⟩

]
. (D1)

Then, the terms ⟨a|b⟩ are the overlaps of two waveforms
a and b in the frequency domain defined as

⟨a|b⟩ ≡ 4Re

∫ ∞

fmin

a∗ (f) b(f)

Sn (f)
df , (D2)

with Sn (f) taken to be the one-sided LISA power-
spectral density taken to be the Michelson-like PSD
from [142], and3

θ = {M,m, ρ, dL, ϕc, tc}

are the parameters describing the model waveform. The
binary masses M , m and a factor describing the spike’s
density normalization ρ are intrinsic parameters for
which the likelihood is maximized over numerically. Con-
versely, the binary’s luminosity distance dL, and the
waveform’s phase and time offsets ϕc, tc can all be max-
imized analytically, to yield the new likelihood,

pmax (d|hθ) ≡ exp

[
⟨hθ|d⟩2max

2 ⟨hθ|hθ⟩

]
, (D3)

where with the subscript “max” we indicate max-
imization over phase and time offsets of the sig-
nal as described in [32]. Finally, the EMRI wave-
forms hθ, s are obtained by incorporating the angu-
lar momentum rate from Eq. (1) for each EOS into
the FastEMRIWaveforms v2.0.0 (FEW) framework [85–
88] framework, and initializing binaries 4 years before
merger. Because we will be working with large SNR
∼

√
⟨d|d⟩, we take d(t) ≈ s(t).

The posterior distribution p(θ|d) ∝ pmax(d|hθ) p(θ) is
explored using nested sampling [143–145] implemented

3 We note that changes in the slope of the cusp are mostly degen-
erate with the density normalization and preliminary analysis
shows that they don’t affect the shape of the losses within the
regions we are interested in.

with dynesty v2.1.5 [146, 147]. Mapping out these pos-
teriors allows us to assess how well the model’s param-
eters can be measured and whether bias is induced by
performing inference with the wrong model.
The prior distributions p(θ) are taken to be uniform U

accordingly: ρ = ρ0 U (8, 12), M = M0+U (−15, 15)M⊙,
m = m0+10−5 U (−11, 11)M⊙, where ρ0,M0,m0 are the
values of the injected parameters. These are relatively
narrow to mitigate the computational cost of EMRI in-
ference [148, 149] and isolate the effect of the internal
structure.
Finally, to assess the ability to distinguish between dif-

ferent companion models we compute the evidence for
each model/hypothesis

p(d) =

∫
pmax(d|hθ) p(θ) dθ , (D4)

and compare them in competing pairsHk using the Bayes
factor [103], defined as the ratio

B ≡ p(d|H1)

p(d|H2)
. (D5)

A large Bayes factor denotes a confident Bayesian pref-
erence for model H1 over H2.
Alternatively, a useful approximation for estimating

the Bayes factor, is the Laplace approximation lnB =
SNR2

(
1−F2

)
/2 [150, 151] where F is the fitting factor

calculated by maximizing Eq. (D2) over θ and normaliz-
ing it such that F = 1 for the same waveform.

Appendix E: Is a phenomenological measurement of
the radius viable?

We now consider whether it is possible to measure
properties of the NS structure, with minimal model as-
sumptions. This approach allows constraints on the EOS
without fixing it a priori. To this end, we approximate
the space-time within the NS as that sourced by a gen-
eralized super-ellipsoid (“Gensel”) density profile of the
form,

ρ(r) = ρc

(
1− r2

R2

)a

. (E1)

This family of profiles generalizes the well-known, fully
analytic Tolman VII solution [131], which has been shown
to approximate numerical solutions for a wide range of
EOS models [59, 152]. Within this framework, the pa-
rameter a regulates the steepness with which the den-
sity tapers off towards the stellar radius, thus effectively
controlling the relative size between NS core and crust:
larger values of a produce thicker crusts. For a = 0, the
model reduces to a constant density profile sourcing the
interior Schwarzschild metric, and for a = 1, it reduces
to the Tolman VII solution [153].
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We find the mass enclosed within radius r to be given
analytically by,

mr(r) =
4πρcr

3

3
2F1

(
−a, 3/2, 5/2, r2/R2

)
, (E2)

where it is useful to eliminate the central density ρc from
the expressions by substituting it with the total mass,

M =
4πρcR

3

3

Γ(5/2)Γ(a+ 1)

Γ(a+ 5/2)
. (E3)

It is straightforward to obtain a closed form expression
for grr by substituting Eq. (E2) into Eq. (A2), but we
must integrate Eq. (A3) numerically for gtt after com-
puting P (r) imposing P (R) = 0.4 We then proceed to
solve the geodesic motion of particles within our mod-
ified model to compute dynamical friction and produce
relativistic waveforms for inspirals within DM spikes.

In Fig. 7, we show the two-dimensional marginal pos-
teriors of the NS radius, and DM density where we have
marginalized over the gensel slope parameter. The poste-
riors are obtained by injecting the three fiducial NS sys-
tems and recovering them with our modified model. For
simplicity, and given the small inferred bias in primary

4 We omit closed-form expressions for P (r) and gtt(r) as they are
algebraically unwieldy.
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and secondary mass (cf. Fig. 2), we fix these two param-
eters in this calculation to their true value (M = 106 M⊙
and m = 2 M⊙). Evidently, while there can be cases
(SLy) where the posteriors are very informative about the
stellar radius, encompassing it within roughly a 500 m
uncertainty, in the other two cases we have tested they
are not informative. In both the MPA1 and AP3 we ob-

serve the gensel model to be very degenerate between the
DM density and the stellar radius, producing strong bi-
modality. Such degeneracy is however absent when test-
ing specific EOS against each other where the radius of
the NS is fixed for a given mass. In light of these results,
we consider a target-based comparison more appropriate
than a phenomenological one.
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Nättilä, and Aleksi Vuorinen, “Evidence for quark-
matter cores in massive neutron stars,” Nature Physics
16, 907–910 (2020).

[65] Joseph Bramante and Nirmal Raj, “Dark matter in
compact stars,” Physics Reports 1052, 1–48 (2024),
dark matter in compact stars.

[66] Kilar Zhang, Ling-Wei Luo, Jie-Shiun Tsao, Chian-Shu
Chen, and Feng-Li Lin, “Dark stars and gravitational
waves: Topical review,” Results in Physics 53, 106967
(2023).

[67] V. Dexheimer, L. T. T. Soethe, J. Roark, R. O. Gomes,
S. O. Kepler, and S. Schramm, “Phase transitions in
neutron stars,” International Journal of Modern Physics
E 27, 1830008 (2018).

[68] R. Alves Batista, M. A. Amin, G. Barenboim, N. Bar-
tolo, and et al., “Eucapt white paper: Opportuni-
ties and challenges for theoretical astroparticle physics
in the next decade,” (2021), arXiv:2110.10074 [astro-
ph.HE].

[69] Geert Raaijmakers, Samaya Nissanke, Francois Foucart,
Mansi M. Kasliwal, Mattia Bulla, Rodrigo Fernández,
Amelia Henkel, Tanja Hinderer, Kenta Hotokezaka,
Kamilė Lukošiūtė, Tejaswi Venumadhav, Sarah Antier,
Michael W. Coughlin, Tim Dietrich, and Thomas D. P.
Edwards, “The challenges ahead for multimessenger
analyses of gravitational waves and kilonova: A case
study on gw190425,” The Astrophysical Journal 922,

269 (2021).
[70] B. S. Sathyaprakash, Matthew Bailes, Mansi M. Kasli-

wal, Samaya Nissanke, Shreya Anand, Igor Andreoni,
Monica Colpi, Michael Coughlin, Evan Hall, Vicky
Kalogera, Dan Kasen, and Alberto Sesana, “Multimes-
senger universe with gravitational waves from binaries,”
(2019), arXiv:1903.09277 [astro-ph.HE].

[71] David Shoemaker (LIGO Scientific), “Gravitational
wave astronomy with LIGO and similar detectors in the
next decade,” (2019), arXiv:1904.03187 [gr-qc].

[72] F. Acernese et al. (VIRGO), “Advanced Virgo: a
second-generation interferometric gravitational wave
detector,” Class. Quant. Grav. 32, 024001 (2015),
arXiv:1408.3978 [gr-qc].

[73] T. Akutsu et al. (KAGRA), “Overview of KAGRA :
KAGRA science,” (2020), arXiv:2008.02921 [gr-qc].

[74] Gabriel Andres Piovano, Andrea Maselli, and Paolo
Pani, “Constraining the tidal deformability of su-
permassive objects with extreme mass ratio inspi-
rals and semianalytical frequency-domain waveforms,”
Phys. Rev. D 107, 024021 (2023).

[75] B. P. Abbott and et al. (LIGO Scientific Collaboration
and Virgo Collaboration), “Gw170817: Observation of
gravitational waves from a binary neutron star inspiral,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 161101 (2017).

[76] Bhaskar Biswas and Stephan Rosswog, “Simultaneously
constraining the neutron star equation of state and mass
distribution through multimessenger observations and
nuclear benchmarks,” (2025), arXiv:2408.15192 [astro-
ph.HE].

[77] B. P. Abbott and et al., “Gw190425: Observation of a
compact binary coalescence with total mass 3.4 m⊙,”
The Astrophysical Journal Letters 892, L3 (2020).

[78] B. P. Abbott, R. Abbott, T. D. Abbott, F. Acernese,
K. Ackley, C. Adams, and Adams, “Gw170817: Mea-
surements of neutron star radii and equation of state,”
Physical Review Letters 121 (2018), 10.1103/phys-
revlett.121.161101.

[79] David Radice, Albino Perego, Francesco Zappa, and
Sebastiano Bernuzzi, “Gw170817: Joint constraint on
the neutron star equation of state from multimessenger
observations,” The Astrophysical Journal Letters 852,
L29 (2018).

[80] G. Raaijmakers, S. K. Greif, T. E. Riley, T. Hinderer,
K. Hebeler, A. Schwenk, A. L. Watts, S. Nissanke,
S. Guillot, J. M. Lattimer, and R. M. Ludlam, “Con-
straining the dense matter equation of state with joint
analysis of nicer and ligo/virgo measurements,” The As-
trophysical Journal Letters 893, L21 (2020).

[81] Paolo Pani and Andrea Maselli, “Love in extrema ra-
tio,” International Journal of Modern Physics D 28,
1944001 (2019).

[82] Hassan Khalvati, Alessandro Santini, Francisco Duque,
Lorenzo Speri, Jonathan Gair, Huan Yang, and Richard
Brito, “Impact of relativistic waveforms in lisa’s science
objectives with extreme-mass-ratio inspirals,” Physical
Review D 111 (2025), 10.1103/physrevd.111.082010.

[83] Scott A. Hughes, Steve Drasco, Éanna É. Flanagan,
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