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The birth mass function of neutron stars encodes rich information about supernova ex-

plosions, double-star evolution and properties of matter under extreme conditions. To

date, it has remained poorly constrained by observations, however. Applying probabilis-

tic corrections to account for mass accreted by recycled pulsars in binary systems to mass

measurements of 90 neutron stars, we find that the birth masses of neutron stars can be de-

scribed by a unimodal distribution that smoothly turns on at 1.1M⊙, peaks at ∼ 1.27M⊙,

before declining as a steep power law. Such a “turn-on” power-law distribution is strongly

favoured against the widely adopted empirical double-Gaussian model at the 3σ level.

The power-law shape may be inherited from the initial mass function of massive stars1, 2,

but the relative dearth of massive neutron stars implies that single stars with initial masses

greater than ∼ 18M⊙ do not form neutron stars, in agreement with the absence of massive

red supergiant progenitors of supernovae3, 4.

The observational determination of mass function of neutron stars is a long-standing prob-

lem in astrophysics. Early attempts were able to derive only loose constraints on the range of

possible neutron star masses from a small number of measurements5, 6. For a long time, all

observed neutron-stars masses were in a narrow range, consistent with a Gaussian distribution

with a mean of 1.35M⊙ and a width of 0.04M⊙ (ref.7). Owning partly to the precise mass

measurements of the Hulse-Taylor binary pulsar8, 9, a canonical mass of 1.4M⊙ has routinely

been adopted in most current studies of neutron stars and in textbooks.

As the number of neutron-star mass measurements steadily increased, especially with the
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discoveries of massive neutron stars around 2M⊙ (refs.10, 11), it became apparent that the single-

Gaussian model could no longer fit all available data. Various groups have started to employ a

two-Gaussian (2G) model to explain the observations, with the secondary mass peak shifting to

higher values as more massive neutron stars have been measured12–15. The most widely adopted

model consists of a narrow peak at 1.4M⊙ and a broad peak at 1.8M⊙ (ref.16), and the two

peaks are attributed to different formation channels and evolutionary histories of the neutron

stars17.

From a theoretical perspective, the neutron-star mass function is a powerful probe into

supernova physics, compact binary evolution and the neutron-star equation of state. It was once

proposed that the two low-mass peaks (at 1.25M⊙ and 1.35M⊙) claimed in the mass distri-

bution are the product of distinct supernova progenitor channels, electron-capture supernovae

and low-mass iron-core-collapse supernovae18, 19. An additional high-mass peak centred around

1.8M⊙ in the mass distribution was thought to arise due to the transition from convective cen-

tral carbon burning to radiative central carbon burning18, 20. Recent detailed studies, however,

have revealed a complicated landscape of interacting shells with discontinuous changes in the

core and remnant masses when the number of shells changes, or shells merge, as a function of

initial or helium core mass21, 23.

Efforts to link the observed mass distribution to neutron star formation channels are com-

plicated because the fact that neutron stars in binary systems often go through a recycling
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process and gain some mass through accretion24–27. Such a recycling process is the standard

formation pathway for millisecond pulsars, which have by far dominated the population of neu-

tron stars with precise mass measurements. Although the recycling process may increase the

neutron-star mass by up to ∼ 0.3 M⊙ (refs.24, 27, 28), it has been argued that the high-mass peak

around 1.8M⊙ in the observed mass spectrum is probably not caused by mass accretion but,

instead, a hint of neutron stars being born massive15. Current supernova simulations, however,

have difficulties in producing enough neutron stars around 1.8M⊙ as implied by the empirical

2G model29.

To determine the neutron-star mass distribution, we compiled a sample of 90 neutron

stars for which well-determined mass estimates are available from observations of radio pul-

sars, gravitational waves and X-ray binaries. For most of the neutron stars in our sample, the

observed spin properties allowed us to securely categorize them into two subclasses: recycled

and non-recycled (slowly rotating) neutron stars. The first class is characterized by rapid spins

(period P ≲ 100ms), whereas the second class includes neutron stars with spin periods of the

order of seconds or longer. When constraining the birth-mass function of neutron stars, the key

difference between the two subclasses is that observed masses of recycled pulsars need to be

corrected for mass accreted throughout the recycling process, whereas the measured masses of

slow neutron stars should equal their birth masses, as no mass-gaining process occurred. See

Section A, Extended Data Tables 1 and 2 for details.
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Figure 1 shows the distributions of measured masses (black lines with grey-shaded areas)

and estimated birth masses (blue lines) for 39 recycled pulsars. In each subplot, we also list the

pulsar name, observed spin period and plausible initial spin period. The birth masses of recycled

pulsars were estimated by subtracting accreted masses from their measured masses. We adopted

an analytical approach for estimating the accreted mass. To the leading order, the total amount

of accreted mass scales inversely with the final equilibrium spin period in the recycling process.

Based on the simple accretion spin-up theory24, 27, 30, we derived the probability distribution of

the accreted mass by accounting for uncertainties in the accretion rate, neutron star moment of

inertia, magnetic inclination angle and accretion disk-magnetosphere interactions. See Section

B and Extended Data Figs 1, 2 and 3.

We fitted a variety of models to the mass distribution of neutron stars. The Gaussian

models are a 2G distribution with both a low- and high-mass cutoff (2Gmax
min ), a 2G distribution

with a low-mass cutoff (2Gmin) and a 2G distribution with a high-mass cutoff (2Gmax). In

addition to the Gaussian-family models, we considered a turn-on power-law(TOP) distribution,

which allows an exponential turn-on from the minimum mass31, as well as a skewed Student’s t-

distribution. Some of the models are illustrated in panel b of Figure 2. Bayesian model selection

was performed to find the model that best describes the data. The Bayes factors, which quantify

the statistical support for one model against another, between five top-performing models and

the empirical two-Gaussian (2G) model are shown in panel a of Figure 2. The best-performing

model was the turn-on power law (TOP), which is preferred against the 2G model with a Bayes
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factor greater than 300. Assuming equal prior probabilities for both models, this result means

an odds of 0.003, or equivalently ∼ 3σ significance. Potential selection effects are discussed in

Section G of Methods, and further details can be found in Extended Data Figure 10.

Figure 3 shows the reconstructed birth-mass function of neutron star for the turn-on power

law model, as well as histograms for two different bin sizes. We found that the minimum mass

was 1.1+0.04
−0.05M⊙. The distribution peaked at 1.27+0.03

−0.04M⊙ and declined with a power-law index

of 6.5+1.3
−1.2. We found marginal evidence for a maximum-mass cutoff, with a Bayes factor of

2. The maximum mass was loosely constrained to be 2.36+0.29
−0.17M⊙. (All numbers quoted are

median and 1σ credible intervals.) The posterior distributions of model parameters are presented

in Figure 4. We found no evidence for other peaks on top of the power-law function, although

such a possibility cannot be ruled out either.

The final evolution of the lowest-mass stars that make iron-core-collapse supernovae is

notably diverse and a challenge to model due to the complicated physics32. Hence, any con-

straints from observations on this mass regime are invaluable. Such low-mass iron-core-collapse

supernovae are predicted to produce neutron stars with masses as low as or potentially below

1.15M⊙ (refs.18, 32), consistent with our observed minimum. Electron-capture supernovae are

unlikely to produce such low-mass neutron stars33. They, however, may make neutron stars with

masses within the peak of the distribution. The data presently do not provide support for the two

discrete low-mass peaks that are expected from theoretical calculations19. Instead, the distribu-

7



tion is probably a superposition of several overlapping discontinuous (as a function of initial

mass) contributions21, 23, overlaid with some scatter due to variations in the turbulent super-

nova explosions34. Particularly marked is the absence of the second peak predicted at 1.35M⊙,

which probably hints at the larger importance of lower-mass core-collapse and of stripped-core

supernova progenitors35.

If we accept the core structures predicted by current stellar evolution models, the absence

of prominent peaks and the measured power-law slope of the neutron-star mass distribution have

important implications for supernova explosion physics. Specifically, the most parsimonious

explanation of TOP is that neutron stars from more massive progenitors undergo substantial

net accretion during the explosion and that explosions occur only for stars with main sequence

masses of ≲ 18M⊙ in agreement with the observed absence of massive red supergiants as

progenitors for core-collapse supernovae3, 4 or for stripped stars with similar core structures. We

demonstrate this through the use of semi-analytic supernova models21, as described in Methods

Section F.

Knowing the neutron-star mass function is also essential for understanding the population

of binary neutron star mergers observed by their gravitational wave signal. A fraction of these

mergers result in stable very high-mass neutron stars. It also allows us to obtain a more ac-

curate prediction of the frequency band for post-merger gravitational-wave signals, which can

substantially benefit the design and optimization of future-generation gravitational-wave obser-
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vatories that aim to probe post-merger physics37–39. The remnant compact object formed in a

binary neutron star merger is in an extreme, high-density, high-energy state and encodes unique

information about nuclear matter that the progenitor stars and the inspiral phase do not provide.

Observations of the post-merger gravitational waves may provide unprecedented opportunities

for exploring hot equations of state at supranuclear densities and identifying phase transitions in

extreme nuclear matter40–42. The post-merger emissions are at frequencies mainly determined

by the progenitor neutron-star masses and the yet unknown nuclear equation of state, spanning

a wide range roughly from 1 to 4 kHz (refs.43, 44).
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Figure 1 Individual mass distributions of 39 recycled pulsars. Black lines with
grey shaded area are measured masses, whereas blue lines are estimated birth
masses after subtracting accreted masses based on the analytical prescription.

Observed and plausible initial spin periods, along with pulsar names are given in each
subplot. For readability, we scale different posteriors to the same y coordinate height.
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parameters were set to their maximum-likelihood values inferred from data. SST,
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Figure 3 Reconstructed birth-mass function of neutron stars based on the
preferred TOP model. The solid blue line shows the population predictive

distribution, whereas the shaded blue band indicates the 90% credible interval. Also
plotted are a ten-bin histogram (mean value) with 90% credibility error bars and a

20-bin histogram (mean value) for the data, showing the robustness of our model in
fitting the underlying distribution. CI, confidence interval.
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Methods

A Mass measurements of neutron stars

Extended Data Tables 1 and 2 list measurements of the mass of 90 neutron stars compiled
from the literature. These include 13 double neutron star systems, 27 neutron star and white
dwarf binaries, three neutron star and main sequence star binaries, 12 “spider” binary pulsar
systems (six redback and six black widow binaries), one isolated neutron star, 14 X-ray binaries
(11 high-mass and three low-mass X-ray binaries), five gravitational-wave events of compact
binary mergers (two binary neutron star and three neutron star and black hole systems).

A key aspect of this work is that we divided neutron stars into two subclasses: recycled
and non-recycled (slow) neutron stars. For most neutron stars, the classification is based on mea-
sured spin properties; recycled neutron stars have period P ≲ 100ms and Ṗ ≲ 10−17, whereas
slow neutron stars have spin periods of the order of seconds or longer. For the latter, no notable
accretion-induced spin-up has yet occurred. Moreover, we made the following general assump-
tions. First, for double neutron star systems and binary neutron star mergers, we assumed that
each consists of a recycled and a slow neutron star, with masses mr and ms, based on the
standard formation theory as represented by the double pulsar system PSR J0737−3039A/B45.
Second, neutron stars in high-mass X-ray binaries are considered to be slow neutron stars; these
are neutron stars in the early stage of the recycling process and our assumption is effectively
that the amount of accreted mass is negligible. Third, we assumed that neutron stars in neutron
star and black hole mergers are non-recycled. This is believed to be the prevailing scenario in
which the neutron star is the second object formed in the standard isolated binary formation
channel46, 47.

Our division results in 56 recycled neutron stars and 34 slow neutron stars. For the
two recycled neutron stars in GW170817 and GW190425, and the unseen companion of PSR
J1906+0746 (assumed to be a recycled neutron star), neither P nor Ṗ have been measured.
Therefore, we did not include these three mr measurements when accounting for the accreted
mass in inferring their birth masses. PSRs J0514−4002A, B2127+11C and J1807−2500B are
in globular clusters, which means that they may have originated from a different dynamical
formation channel48–51. Nevertheless, we included their companions in the category of slow
neutron stars (which is a possibility even for the non-standard dynamical formation channel).
Third, it was argued that the companion of PSR J0453+1559 could be a white dwarf born
in a thermonuclear electron-capture supernova52. We do not expect our analysis results to be
substantially affected by the inclusion of these four ms measurements (companions for three
globular-cluster pulsars and PSR J0453+1559).

The input for our hierarchical Bayesian analysis (described in Section C in Methods) are
individual mass posteriors. For mass measurements reported with symmetric errors in original
publications, they are approximated by Gaussian functions; for gravitational-wave events, we
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used posterior samples that are publicly available in the relevant publications53–57.

B Modelling the accreted masses of recycled pulsars

In this section, we describe our methodology for modelling the accreted mass of a recycled pul-
sar. Our starting point is the measured properties of recycled pulsars, including the spin period,
spin-down rate and mass. The goal is to estimate the accreted mass gained in the recycling
process and hence estimate the birth masses for each of these pulsars. Our method involves an
analytical approach described in the first part of Section B. To fully account for the incomplete
understanding of the recycling process, we also consider a phenomenological model as detailed
in the second part of Section B. As mentioned in Section A, we aimed to estimate the birth
masses of 53 recycled neutron stars. They are placed in two groups: group a was composed of
all recycled pulsars listed in Extended Data Table 1 as well as the isolated millisecond pulsar
J0030+0451 and PSR J1903+0327; group b consists of 12 “spider” pulsars, and two recycled
neutron stars in low-mass X-ray binaries. It is generally thought that the pulsars in group a may
have experienced notable spin-down since the end of the recycling process, whereas the pulsars
in group b probably completed accretion not long before1.

In the standard binary-recycling paradigm, recycled pulsars start their post-recycling evo-
lution on a spin-up line, defined as Ṗ ∝ P 4/3, in the P versus Ṗ diagram27, 109. The exact
location of such a spin-up line depends on pulsar-specific properties such as mass, moment of
inertia and magnetic inclination angle. For a population of millisecond pulsars, strong observa-
tional evidence was recently found for a spin-up line110. All pulsars were located to the lower
right of this line in the P -Ṗ diagram. For pulsars in group a, we accounted for the pulsar spin-
down evolution by speculating where their spin-up lines might lie in the P -Ṗ diagram. For
group b, we assumed that the spin-down since the end of the recycling process is negligible and,
therefore, that the accreted mass is linearly correlated with the observed spin period.

The pulsar spin-down evolution can be described in a generic model Ṗ ∝ P 2−n, where
n is the braking index. If magnetic dipole radiation is solely responsible for pulsar spin down,
then n = 3. Observationally, the braking index can be determined from n = 2 − (PP̈ )/Ṗ 2

with P̈ being the measured second derivative of the spin period. At present, the braking index
has been measured only for a handful of normal pulsars111, with measured values ranging from
0.9 to 3.15. One theory for n deviating from 3 is the magnetic field decay, which could occur
for isolated young (normal) pulsars112. As magnetic field decay is unlikely for (old) recycled
pulsars113, we adopted the standard2 value of n = 3.

1The transitional millisecond pulsar J1023+0038 is an excellent example. Its optical variability indicates that it
had an accretion disk in 2001107, 108.

2We verified that our results are not sensitive to the adopted value of n. For example, results with n = 2 are
essentially the same.
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Extended Data Table 1: Mass measurements of neutron stars in double neutron
star and neutron star-white dwarf systems. Listed here are pulsar name, the mass
of recycled neutron star (mr), slow neutron star (ms) and companion star (mc), spin
period (P ), the intrinsic spin-down rate (Ṗ ), orbital period (Pb) and eccentricity (e0).
Mass uncertainties are quoted in parentheses.

Pulsar Name mr (M⊙) ms (M⊙) mc (M⊙) P (ms) Ṗ (10−18) Pb (day) e0 Reference
Double neutron star systems

J0514−4002A 1.25(6) 1.22(6) – 4.99 0.084 18.785 0.888 58

J1829+2456 1.306(4) 1.299(4) – 41.01 0.0435 1.176 0.139 59

J1906+0746 1.322(11) 1.291(11) – 144.1 20268 0.166 0.085 60

B1534+12 1.3330(2) 1.3455(2) – 37.90 2.364 0.421 0.274 61

J0737−3039A 1.3381(7) 1.2489(7) – 22.70 1.761 0.102 0.088 62

J0509+3801 1.34(8) 1.46(8) – 76.54 7.924 0.380 0.586 63

J1757−1854 1.3406(5) 1.3922(5) – 21.50 2.654 0.184 0.606 64

J1756−2251 1.341(7) 1.230(7) – 28.46 1.015 0.320 0.181 65

B2127+11C 1.358(10) 1.354(10) – 30.53 5.01 0.335 0.681 66

J1807−2500B 1.3655(21) 1.2064(21) – 4.19 0.113 9.957 0.747 67

B1913+16 1.4398(2) 1.3886(2) – 59.03 8.645 0.323 0.617 68

J0453+1559 1.559(5) 1.174(4) – 45.78 0.177 4.072 0.113 69

J1913+1102 1.62(3) 1.27(3) – 27.29 0.176 0.206 0.090 70

Neutron star-white dwarf systems
J1802−2124 1.24(11) – 0.78 12.65 0.071 0.699 10−6 71

J2045+3633 1.251(21) – 0.873 31.68 0.594 32.30 0.017 72

J1141−6545 – 1.27(1) 1.01 393.9 4295 0.198 0.172 73

J1918−0642 1.29(10) – 0.231 7.646 0.024 10.91 10−5 74

J1910−5959A 1.33(11) – 0.18 3.266 0.0056 0.837 10−6 75

J1949+3106 1.34(17) – 0.81 13.14 0.094 1.95 10−5 76

J1713+0747 1.35(7) – 0.292 4.57 0.008 67.83 10−4 74

J2234+0611 1.353(17) – 0.298 3.577 0.006 32.0 0.129 77

J2305+4707 – 1.38(10) 1.26 1066 569 12.34 0.658 7,78

J2043+1711 1.38(13) – 0.173 2.38 0.004 1.48 10−6 74

J2053+4650 1.40(21) – 0.86 12.59 0.166 2.45 10−5 79

J0337+1715 1.4359(3) – 0.1973 2.733 0.017 1.629 10−3 80

J0437−4715 1.44(7) – 0.224 5.76 0.014 5.74 10−5 81

J1738+0333 1.47(7) – 0.181 5.85 0.022 0.355 10−7 82

J1909−3744 1.486(11) – 0.208 2.95 0.0027 1.533 10−7 83

J1950+2414 1.496(23) – 0.28 4.30 0.020 22.19 0.08 76

J1125−6014 1.5(2) – 0.31 2.63 0.002 8.753 10−6 83

J1857+0943 1.54(13) – 0.263 5.36 0.017 12.327 10−5 83

J0751+1807 1.64(15) – 0.16 3.48 0.006 0.263 10−6 84

J0955−6150 1.71(3) – 0.254 2.0 0.15 24.58 0.118 85

J1012+5307 1.72(16) – 0.165 5.26 0.011 0.605 10−6 86

J1600−3053 1.77(36) – 0.34 3.598 0.009 14.35 10−3 83

J1946+3417 1.828(22) – 0.2556 3.17 0.003 27.02 0.134 87

J2222−0137 1.831(10) – 1.319 32.82 0.017 2.446 10−3 88

J1614−2230 1.908(16) – 0.493 3.15 0.0096 8.687 10−6 74

J0348+0432 2.01(4) – 0.172 39.12 0.241 0.102 10−6 11

J0740+6620 2.08(7) – 0.253 2.89 0.0054 4.77 10−6 89
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Extended Data Table 2: Mass measurements of neutron stars in other types of
systems. Entries filled with a dash line are inapplicable, while leaving blank indicates
an unknown parameter. Error ranges for gravitational wave events represent 1σ errors.

Name mr (M⊙) ms (M⊙) mc (M⊙) P (ms) Ṗ (10−18) Pb (day) Reference
Neutron star plus main-sequence star systems

LAMOST J1123 – 1.24(3) 0.61 0.274 90

PSR J0045−7319 – 1.58(34) 10 926.3 4463 51.17 74

PSR J1903+0327 1.666(12) – 1.033 2.15 0.0188 95.17 7

Redback binary pulsar systems
PSR J1723−2837 1.22(26) – 0.36 1.856 0.008 0.615 91

PSR J2039−5617 1.3(1) – 0.2 2.651 0.014 0.228 92

PSR J2339−0533 1.64(27) – 0.35 2.884 0.014 0.193 91

PSR J1023+0038 1.71(16) – 0.24 1.688 0.0053 0.198 93

PSR J2129−0429 1.74(18) – 0.44 7.62 0.635 94

PSR J2215+5135 2.28(10) – 0.25 2.610 0.0334 0.173 95

Black widow binary pulsar systems
PSR J1555−2908 1.67(7) – 0.06 1.788 0.045 0.234 96

PSR J1301+0833 1.74(20) – 0.035 1.84 0.27 97

PSR J1810+1744 2.13(4) – 0.065 1.66 0.15 98

PSR J1653−0158 2.17(21) – 0.014 1.968 0.0008 0.052 99

PSR J1959+2048 2.18(9) – 0.033 1.607 0.0169 0.382 95

PSR J0952−0607 2.35(17) – 0.032 1.41 0.0046 0.268 100

Isolated neutron stars
PSR J0030+0451 1.44(15) – – 4.865 0.010 – 101,102

Low-mass X-ray binaries
4U 1608−52 1.57(30) – 1.61 0.537 103

KS 1731−260 1.61(37) – 1.91 103

X1822−371 – 1.69(13) 0.46 590 0.232 104

High-mass X-ray binaries (spin periods in seconds)
4U 1538−522 – 1.02(17) 16 526.8 3.728 104

SMC X−1 – 1.21(12) 18 0.71 3.892 105

XTE J1855-026 – 1.41(24) 21 360.7 6.074 105

LMC X−4 – 1.57(11) 18 13.5 1.408 105

Cen X−3 – 1.57(16) 24 4.8 2.087 105

SAX J1802.7−2017 – 1.57(25) 22 139.6 4.570 105

OAO 1657−415 – 1.74(30) 17.5 37.3 10.447 105

EXO 1722−363 – 1.91(45) 18 413.9 9.741 105

4U 1700−377 – 1.96(19) 46 3.412 105

J013236.7+303228 – 2.0(4) 11 1.73 106

Vela X−1 – 2.12(16) 26 283.2 8.964 105

Binary neutron star mergers
GW170817 1.34+0.12

−0.09 1.38+0.11
−0.11 – 53,55

GW190425 1.64+0.13
−0.11 1.66+0.12

−0.12 – 54,55

Neutron star-black hole mergers
GW191219 – 1.17+0.07

−0.06 31.1 57

GW200115 – 1.4+0.6
−0.2 5.9 56

GW200105 – 1.9+0.2
−0.2 8.9 56
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A magnetized neutron star accreting matter from a companion star may reach an equi-
librium spin period Peq that is given by the Keplerian orbital period at the inner edge of the
accretion disk:

Peq = 2π

√
r3mag

Gm

1

ωc

, (1)

were G is the gravitational constant, m is pulsar mass, and 0.25 < ωc ≤ 1 is the critical fastness
parameter109. The inner radius of the accretion disk rmag = ϕ rA, with rA being the Alfvén
radius, which is a characteristic radius at which magnetic stresses dominate the matter flow in
the accretion disk:

rA ≈
(

B2R6

Ṁ
√
2Gm

)2/7

, (2)

where B is the magnetic field strength, R is the pulsar radius and Ṁ is the accretion rate. The
parameter ϕ is generally assumed to be in the range between 0.5 and 1.4, depending on the
poorly known disk-magnetosphere interactions109.

The field strength of a magnetic dipole can be estimated as114

B =

√
c3IP Ṗ

4π2R6

1

1 + sin2 α
, (3)

where c is the speed of light, I is the pulsar moment of inertia and α is the misalignment angle
between the magnetic dipole moment and the spin axis. Note that Equation (3) is a convenient
approximation of numerical results in ref.114, which takes into account the plasma contribution
in the spin-down torque. Inspecting Equations (1-3), one finds that Ṗ = AP 4/3, with the
coefficient A given by27

A =
21/6G5/3

π1/3c3
Ṁm5/3

I
(1 + sin2 α)ϕ−7/2ω7/3

c . (4)

As can be seen from Equation (4), the spin-up line is not uniquely defined. Instead, the co-
efficient A depends on pulsar-specific parameters. In this work, we adopt A = Amax =
3.76× 10−15 s−4/3 as the upper limit for the population of recycled pulsars110. We also adopted
the following empirical relation for the moment of inertia115

I ≈ 0.237mR2

[
1 + 4.2

m

M⊙

km

R
+ 90

(
m

M⊙

[km]

R

)4]
. (5)

The intersection between the spin-down line Ṗ ∝ P 2−n and the limiting spin-up line (with
A = Amax) gives a minimum initial spin period for recycled pulsars. However, for some pulsars
this minimum period (determined from the intersection of two lines) was unphysically small, in

26



which case we set the minimum spin period to 1ms. This is close to the break-up spin period
of neutron stars116. Also note that in a recent numerical simulation study, the spin period of a
neutron star at the end of the recycling process was found to be ≳ 1ms for a range of binary
evolution calculations28. The time spent for a pulsar to evolve from an initial spin period (P0)
to its current location in the P -Ṗ diagram is

τ =
P

(n− 1)Ṗ

[
1−

(
P0

P

)n−1]
. (6)

Here if P0 ≪ P and n = 3, this reduces to the expression for the characteristic age (τc).
We denote the time for a pulsar to evolve from either the spin-up line or P0 = 1ms to its
current period as the maximum age τmax. If τmax is greater than the age of Milky Way, 11Gyr
(refs.117, 118), we set it to 11Gyr.

In our calculations, we first obtained pulsar intrinsic spin-down rate Ṗint by correcting
the measured Ṗ with contribution from the Shklovskii effect119 and Galactic potential120, 121

using the package GalDynPsr122. For three pulsars in globular clusters, PSRs J1910−5959A,
B2127+11C and J1807−2500B, the contribution from cluster potential was also included123.

1 10 100
P (ms)

10 21

10 20

10 19

10 18

10 17

10 16

P

108 G

109 G

1010 G

1011 yr
109 yr

107 yr

Minimum
Current
Plausible

Extended Data Figure 1 The pulsar P -Ṗ diagram for 39 recycled pulsars. Black
circles mark their current locations (where the error bars on the intrinsic Ṗ are too small
to be seen except for the two globular-cluster pulsars), whereas orange and blue stars
mark the minimum and plausible initial spin periods (assuming a breaking index n = 3),
respectively. The solid green line is the limiting spin-up line Ṗ ∝ P 4/3 inferred for the
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population of millisecond pulsars110.

Extended Data Figure 1 shows the locations of 39 recycled pulsars (in group a) in the
P -Ṗ diagram. Their observed locations with intrinsic Ṗint are marked by black circles. Orange
stars indicate the minimum spin period Plim and its corresponding initial spin-down rate Ṗlim.
For a braking index of 3, black dotted lines (Ṗ ∝ P−1) connect the black circles and orange
stars. Note that Plim and Ṗlim are determined by three constraints: the limiting spin-up line
(green line in Extended Data Figure 1), a minimum spin period of 1ms (a vertical blue line),
and a maximum age of 11Gyr. For orange stars that do not fall onto the green or blue lines,
their locations are a result of the age limit. Light blue stars in this plot indicate plausible places
of recycled pulsars at the end of recycling process. As we assumed that the age of a recycled
pulsar is uniformly distributed in [0, τmax], blue stars correspond to an age of τmax/2.

An analytical model In our analytical model, we approximate the equilibrium spin period of
a neutron star at the end of the recycling process as the minimum spin period accelerated from
rest30:

Peq =
3πI√
Grmag

(
m3/2 −m

3/2
ini

)−1

, (7)

where mini = m − ∆m is the neutron-star mass before accretion (its birth mass), m is the
measured neutron-star mass and ∆m is the accreted mass that is being modelled here.

From Equations (1)-(5) and (7), it can be seen that, the spin-up line and the accreted mass
is uniquely determined for a given set of parameters {Ṁ, α,R, ϕ, ωc}, if we assume that a re-
cycled pulsar starts its rejuvenated life from the spin-up line and spins down due to magnetic
dipole braking. Therefore, we modelled ∆m in a parameter-agnostic way. For each recycled
pulsar, we set the following priors on its recycling parameters. The accretion rate, when ex-
pressed in units of the Eddington accretion rate, follows a log-uniform distribution between
0.01 and 3. The upper end was chosen to allow for possible super-Eddington accretion124. The
magnetic inclination angle α is distributed isotropically, with cosα uniform between −1 and
1. The dimensionless parameters ϕ and ωc are uniformly distributed in the ranges [0.5, 1.4]
and [0.25, 1], respectively. The pulsar radius follows a Gaussian distribution with a mean of
11.9 km and a standard deviation of 0.85 km, based on gravitational-wave observations of the
first neutron star merger GW170817125. We have verified that the effect of using a mass-radius
relation for a specific equation of state that is consistent with current observational constraints,
for example, the AP4 equation of state126, is of the order of ≲ 10%.

For each pulsar, we generated a sample in the six-dimensional parameter space {m, Ṁ, α,
R, ϕ, ωc}, and draw a spin-up line (which must lie to the upper left of the current location of
pulsar in the P -Ṗ diagram). Then, the intersection between this spin-up line and the constant
magnetic field strength line Ṗ ∝ P−1 determines an equilibrium spin period Peq. The accreted
mass ∆m was then computed from Equation (7). Note that the statistical uncertainties of P and
Ṗ were ignored, which is an excellent approximation for all pulsars except one globular-cluster
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pulsar.

For recycled neutron stars in group b, we adopted a simple scaling relation (plotted as the
red dashed line in Extended Data Figure 2) between the accreted mass ∆m and the observed
spin period: ∆m/M⊙ = 0.2P−1

ms where Pms is the spin period in milliseconds; see, for example,
equation (6) in ref.127. Such a relation can be obtained from Equation (7) when ∆m ≪ m.

A phenomenological model Here we estimate the accreted masses of recycled neutron stars
using a phenomenological relation between ∆m and the initial spin periods Pini. As in the
analytic model, for group b neutron stars, we assumed that the observed spin periods are their
initial spin periods. For group a pulsars, the initial spin period was determined as follows. We
assumed that the true age of a recycled pulsar is uniformly drawn from [0, τmax]. For a given
true age, we evolvd the pulsar back in time following the spin-down equation Ṗ ∝ P 2−n to
find its Pini. We generated 104 random ages uniformly drawn from [0, τmax] and obtained the
distribution of initial spin periods Pini. For a given Pini, ∆m is drawn from a Gaussian distri-
bution with a mean of µM/M⊙ = 0.3P

−1/2
ms (with Pms being the initial spin period measured

in milliseconds) and a standard deviation of 0.2µM . The mean in this recipe is motivated by
numerical simulations that take into account the neutron star spin-down due to propeller effects
during the recycling process28; see the blue dots Extended Data Figure 2. The 20% dispersion
is the typical spread found in the analytical prescription.
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Extended Data Figure 2 The accreted mass-spin period (∆m-P ) correlation
used to correct for mass accreted by recycled pulsars. The green solid line de-
picts a lower limit on the accreted mass24,27, while the orange solid lines and shaded
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band represent the mean and 90% credible region of our phenomenological model.
The red dashed line is a simple scaling used in the literature30,127. The grey shaded
band encompasses 90% credible region of our analytical model. Blue dots are from
numerical simulations of the recycling process performed in ref.28.

Extended Data Figure 2 illustrates our prescriptions for the accreted mass-spin period cor-
relation. The green and orange solid lines represent ∆mmin/M⊙ = 0.22P

−4/3
ms and µM/M⊙ =

0.3P
−1/2
ms , respectively. The grey- and orange-shaded bands encompass the 90% credible re-

gions of the analytical and phenomenological models, respectively. The red dashed line is
∆m/M⊙ = 0.2P−1

ms . Results from numerical simulations of the recycling process in ref.28 are
marked as blue dots. Note that their calculations were performed for a fiducial value of the ini-
tial magnetic field strength and neutron star moment of inertia. Our models captures the overall
trend and scatter of the numerical results well. The difference between grey and orange bands
for P ≳ 10ms is exaggerated due to the logarithmic scale of the vertical coordinate in Extended
Data Figure 2.
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Extended Data Figure 3 The mass probability distribution of PSR J1614−2230.
The green curve depicts the measured mass74, whereas the black curve is the birth
mass deduced from detailed binary evolution calculations128, based on the original
measured mass of 1.97 ± 0.04M⊙

10. Birth masses estimated from our analytical and
phenomenological models are shown in blue and orange, respectively.
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A case study of PSR J1614−2230. PSR J1614−2230, which has an observed spin period
of 3.15ms, was the first binary pulsar found to have a measured neutron-star mass around
2M⊙. The pulsar mass was originally measured as 1.97 ± 0.04M⊙, and the neutron star is
in an 8.7-day orbit with a 0.5M⊙ white dwarf companion10. By performing detailed binary
evolution calculations, Tauris et al.128 suggested that the most probable progenitor system of
PSR J1614−2230 is a 1.7± 0.15M⊙ neutron star going through “case A” Roche lobe overflow
(and, thus, accreting mass) from an ∼ 4.5M⊙ donor star. An independent binary evolution
study found a minimum initial (birth) mass of 1.6± 0.1M⊙ (ref.129).

The mass measurement of PSR J1614−2230 was updated in 2018 to a slightly lower
value of 1.908 ± 0.016M⊙ with extended observations74. From our accreted-mass modelling,
we found that its birth mass was around 1.7M⊙, in excellent agreement with binary evolution
calculations. Extended Data Figure 3 shows the measured and inferred birth-mass distributions
of PSR J1614−2230. The blue and orange curves indicate the birth masses estimated from our
analytical and phenomenological modelling, respectively.

C Bayesian inference

In this section, we briefly describe the method of Bayesian inference used to determine the
birth-mass function of neutron stars; a more general introduction can be found in refs.130, 131.

The data analyzed are posterior distributions for 90 neutron stars. The original dataset,
denoted as OBS, consists of Gaussian mass posteriors used to approximate measurements re-
ported in the literature (as summarized in Extended Data Tables 1 and 2) or posterior samples,
if available. For 53 of the recycled pulsars in our compilation, we also applied probabilistic ac-
creted mass corrections to obtain posteriors for their birth masses. The dataset obtained with the
analytical (phenomenological) prescription described in Section B is denoted as ANA (PHE). A
dataset that includes only those measurements of slow (non-recycled) neutron stars is denoted
as SLOW. For comparison, the dataset that includes only observed masses of 53 recycled pul-
sars is denoted as REC. The ANAmr (PHEmr) dataset includes the birth masses of 53 recycled
pulsars only after applying the analytical (phenomenological) accreted-mass correction. The
ANAradio dataset is a subset of ANA that includes only mass measurements obtained by the
radio pulsar timing method (i.e., all in Extended Data Table 1, plus PSR J1903+0327).

Let p(mi|di) be the mass posterior distribution of the ith neutron star, given some obser-
vations di. Our goal is to find a model that can best describe the collection of mass posteriors for
N sources. We introduce a conditional prior for neutron-star mass π(mi|Λ) for a given model
M that includes hyperparameters Λ. The hyperposterior distribution of Λ can be written as

p(Λ|{d},M) =
1

ZΛ(M)

N∏
i=1

∫
dmi L(di|mi)π(mi|Λ)π(Λ|M) , (8)
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where {d} denotes the original observations that provide individual neutron-star mass measure-
ments, π(Λ|M) is the prior distribution for Λ and the term L(di|mi) is the likelihood function
of the data given mi, which is related to the mass posterior through

L(di|mi) =
Z i

0

π0(mi)
p(mi|di) , (9)

where π0(m
i) is the initial prior used to derive the mass posterior (assumed to be flat here)

and Z i
0 is the initial evidence, which is a factor that will ultimately cancel out through either

normalization of the hyperposterior or the construction of a Bayesian evidence ratio.

The term ZΛ(M) in Equation (8) is the hyperevidence

ZΛ(M) =

∫
dΛ

N∏
i=1

∫
dmiL(di|mi)π(mi|Λ)π(Λ|M) . (10)

In practice, we can replace the integral over dmi with a summation over the conditional prior at
posterior samples of mi, so that the hyperevidence is given by

ZΛ(M) =

∫
dΛ

N∏
i=1

Z i
0

ni

ni∑
k=1

π(mi
k|Λ)

π0(mi
k)

π(Λ|M) , (11)

where ni is the number of mass posterior samples for the ith neutron star.

To find the model that best fits the birth-mass function of neutron stars, we compute the
Bayes factor between two models (M1 and M2), defined as follows

BFM1
M2

=
ZΛ(M1)

ZΛ(M2)
. (12)

We followed the interpretation of Bayes factors outlined by ref.132 and choose a threshold for
BF of 150, corresponding to a natural logarithmic BF of 5, as required for confident model
selection. Note that the Bayes factor is equal to the odds, which is defined as the ratio of the
posterior probabilities between two models, assuming that their prior probabilities are equal.

The likelihood function adopted above is applicable when individual neutron-star mass
measurements are independent. For Galactic double neutron star systems, the mass measure-
ments are correlated because of the significant constraint on the total mass of two neutron stars,
as demonstrated in figure 1 in ref.133. In this case, the joint posteriors of two masses should be
used following the formalism outlined in Section 3.1 of ref.133. To illustrate this point explicitly,
the total likelihood that is hidden in Equation (8) is

L({d}|Λ) =
90∏
i=1

∫
dmi L(di|mi)π(mi|Λ) , (13)
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which should be modified as follows:

64∏
i=1

∫
dmi L(di|mi)π(mi|Λ)×

13∏
j=1

∫
dmj

1dm
j
2 L(dj|mj

1,m
j
2)π(m

j
1|Λ)π(mj

2|Λ) . (14)

We divided the 90 neutron stars into two groups: the first group includes 64 neutron stars
whose mass posteriors are truly independent; the second group contains 13 pairs of neutron
stars (labelled as mj

1 and mj
2) that are in double neutron star systems. For the second group, the

individual likelihood function L(dj|mj
1,m

j
2) is proportional to the joint posterior p(mj

1,m
j
2|dj).

In our analysis, we used the software package BILBY (ref.134) for parameter estimation
and evidence calculation and the gwpopulation package 135 for population modelling.

D Parametric models for the neutron star mass function

In this section, we describe a range of parametric models for π(m|Λ) and specify the priors
adopted for hyperparameters π(Λ|M).

Our base model is a uniform distribution:

π(m | Λ) = π (m | {mmin,mmax})

=

{
1

mmax−mmin
mmin ≤ m ≤ mmax

0 otherwise
, (15)

where mmin and mmax are the maximum and minimum neutron-star mass, respectively. For the
uniform model and all other models where applicable, we adopted uniform priors in the ranges
[0.9, 2.9]M⊙ and [1.9, 2.9]M⊙ for mmin and mmax, respectively. The prior edges were chosen to
be the same as in ref.16 to facilitate comparisons.

The probability distribution of a Gaussian model is given by

π(m | Λ) = π(m | {µ, σ})

=
1

σ
√
2π

exp

[
−1

2

(
m− µ

σ

)2
]
, (16)

where µ and σ are the mean and standard deviation, respectively. This model can be extended
to multi-component Gaussians. As in ref.16, we also considered the two-Gaussian (2G) and
three-Gaussian (3G) models. For 2G, we have Λ = {µ1, σ1, µ2, σ2, α}, whereas for 3G model,
Λ = {µ1, σ1, µ2, σ2, µ3, σ3, α, β}. Here α and β are the weights of the first and second Gaussian
components, respectively. We adopt uniform priors in the ranges [0.9, 2.9]M⊙ and [0.01, 2]M⊙
for the mean and standard deviation, respectively, with a further constraint of µi < µi+1 for
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multi-component Gaussian models. The priors for weight parameters α and β are uniform
between 0.01 and 1. For 2G, we also added a minimum-mass (mmin) cutoff, a maximum-mass
(mmax) cutoff or both. These models are denoted as 2Gmin, 2Gmax, and 2Gmax

min , respectively.
In the case with a mass cutoff (truncated Gaussians), the probability distribution is properly
normalized.

The probability distribution in the log-Uniform model is

π(m | Λ) = π (m | {mmin,mmax})

=

{
1

m log(mmax/mmin)
mmin ≤ m ≤ mmax

0 otherwise
, (17)

Whereas the log-Normal distribution is defined as

π(m | Λ) = π(m | {µ, σ})

=
1√

2πmσ
exp

[
−(logm− µ)2

2σ2

]
. (18)

The prior edges of the log-Normal model are chosen to match those of the Gaussian model.

In the power-law model, the neutron star mass function is given by

π(m | Λ) = π (m | {mmin,mmax, α})

=

{
1−α

m1−α
max−m1−α

min

m−α mmin ≤ m ≤ mmax

0 otherwise
. (19)

Here the power-law index takes a uniform prior between −5 and 25. The power-law distribution
can be modified to allow a smooth turn-on over a range of δm, which takes a uniform prior
between 0.01 and 1M⊙ in our analysis. Such a TOP model is defined as

π(m | Λ) = π (m | {mmin,mmax, α, δm})
= m−αS (m,mmin, δm)H (mmax −m) , (20)

where H is the Heaviside step function and S denotes a smoothing function, which is designed
to rise from 0 at mmin to 1 at (mmin + δm). In the interval of mmin < m < mmin + δm, the
function S can be expressed by

S (m,mmin, δm) =

[
exp

(
δm

m−mmin

+
δm

m−mmin − δm

)
+ 1

]−1

. (21)

Note that in plots of the posterior distributions of TOP parameters, we show the parameter mpeak

which defines the peak location of the distribution.
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The gamma distribution is defined as

π(m | Λ) = π(m | α, θ) = m(α−1) exp
(
−m

θ

)
θαΓ(α)

, (22)

where Γ(α) is the gamma function, the α is the shape parameter and θ is the scalar parameter.
We adopted uniform priors for α and θ in the range of (0, 80) and (0.01, 0.1), respectively.

The skewed Student’s t-distribution (SST) can be parameterized as136, 137

π(m | Λ) = π(m | µ, σ, ν, τ) =


c
σ0

[
1 + ν2z2

τ

]−(τ+1)/2

if m < µ0,

c
σ0

[
1 + z2

ν2τ

]−(τ+1)/2

if m ≥ µ0.
(23)

Here µ and σ are the mean and standard deviation of the Gaussian distribution, respectively.
The parameters ν and τ are used to characterize the degree of skewness. In Equation (23), µ0 =

µ−σκ/s, σ0 = σ/s, z = (m− µ0) /σ0, and c = 2ν
[
(1 + ν2)B(1/2, τ/2)τ 1/2

]−1 with κ and s

given by κ = 2τ 1/2 (ν − ν−1) [(τ − 1)B(1/2, τ/2)]−1 and s =
[

τ
(τ−2)

(ν2 + ν−2 − 1)− κ2
]1/2

,
respectively; B is the beta function. Priors for µ and σ were the same as those of the Gaussian-
family models, and we adopted uniform priors for ν and τ in the ranges (0, 8) and (2, 20),
respectively.

E Further details of analysis results and discussions

Extended Data Table 3 lists the log Bayes factors for 15 models in comparison to the uniform
distribution for 9 data sets, including the original observed masses (OBS), the observed masses
of double neutron star systems (OBSDNS), and accounting for various accreted-mass correc-
tions. One can see that the turn-on power law (TOP) distribution is the best-performing model
across 9 different data sets. The TOP model is favoured against the two-Gaussian (2G) model
with a natural logrithmic Bayes factor greater than 5 for both the analytical and phenomenolog-
ical prescriptions of accreted-mass corrections. We consider two additional features in the mass
spectrum on top of the TOP model: a maximum-mass cutoff (“TOPmax”) and a Gaussian peak
(denoted as “TOPG”). We find that there is marginal support for a maximum-mass cutoff but
no support for a Gaussian peak. For simplicity, in referring to the preferred model from data,
we do not distinguish between TOP and TOPmax.

In order to verify the significance of our results, we simulate a sample of 87 neutron
star mass measurements. The mean values of these neutron star masses are drawn from a 2G
distribution, with parameters corresponding to the maximum a posteriori probability values
inferred from the ANA data set; their measurement uncertainties are the same as the actual data
set; here we rank the mean values of both simulated and real neutron star masses, and assign the
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measurement uncertainty of actual neutron star mass measurement to its simulated counterpart.
We generate 200 such synthetic data sets, and compute the Bayes factor between a TOP and
2G model for each of them. Extended Data Figure 4 shows the distribution of the log Bayes
factor obtained from such a simulation. The red dashed line marks the log Bayes factor of 5.8
computed for the actual ANA data set. The false alarm probability of this Bayes factor is found
to be 2.5%.

Now we get back to Extended Data Table 3 and provide some further interpretations into
the results. First, we find that one can obtain a better fit of the neutron star mass function by
adding a minimum- or maximum-mass cutoff or both to the 2G model. For example, the 2Gmax

model is favoured with a modest log Bayes factor of 1.1 against the 2G model for the ANA
data set. This is in agreement with ref.16, where a log Bayes factor of 1.55 was found (albeit
using a different set of neutron star mass measurements). In our analysis, again for the ANA
data set, the model 2Gmax

min improves upon 2Gmax with a log Bayes factor of 2.9. However,
such a complex model with 7 free parameters is still disfavoured by a log Bayes factor of 1.8, in
comparison to the TOP model. Therefore, we conclude that 1) the TOP model provides a simple
and compelling fit to the neutron star mass function, no matter it is the observed masses or birth
masses; 2) it is possible that future neutron star mass measurements will reveal more features in
the mass spectrum, however we find no evidence of such features in current observations. The
posterior median and 1-σ credible intervals of TOP parameters, along with their prior ranges
are given in Extended Data Table 4, to facilitate the usage of our model in future neutron star
population studies.

In further comparison to previous studies, we note that the mass distribution of slow neu-
tron stars in double neutron star systems was found to be uniform in ref.133, whereas the uniform
model is disfavoured in our analysis for the SLOW dataset (see Extended Data Table 3). We
first confirmed that we can reproduce the results of ref.133 using the same data and comparing
the same set of models. The discrepancy was largely due to a small number of measurements
(12 versus 34). Additionally, the results of ref.133 were also likely biased because of the in-
correct assumption that the binary orbits of some double neutron star systems are randomly
oriented3; a majority of binary pulsars in Extended Data Table 1 have measured inclination an-
gles close to 90◦ (i.e., edge-on), which is the preferred orbital orientation for the pulsar mass to
be measurable via Shapiro delays.

Extended Data Figure 5 shows the posterior distribution of model parameters of the TOP
model for the OBS (in orange), ANA (in blue), and PHE (in black) data set. Comparing three
cases, we find that although there are noticeable shifts, the three sets of posteriors are consistent
with each other within uncertainties. This is because the accreted-mass corrections are com-
parable or smaller than the measurement uncertainties of original data. This plot also explains

3For this reason, we exclude in this work pulsar mass measurements that are dependent on the unknown binary
orbital inclination angle.
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why different accreted-mass prescriptions lead to similar model selection results in Extended
Data Table 3.

Extended Data Figure 6 shows the comparison of posterior distributions of the TOP model
for different subsets of data. In the top panel, we demonstrate how the correction of accreted
mass of recycled pulsars bridges the gap between two distinct subclasses – slow (SLOW) and
recycled (REC) neutron stars. Although the uncertainties are large and therefore we cannot
make conclusive statements, one can see that masses of recycled neutron stars are on average
greater than those of slow neutron stars, and that our scheme accreted-mass corrections is ef-
fective because the ANAmr posterior distribution lies in between those of SLOW and REC. To
test how our results are sensitive to the selection of neutron mass measurements obtained using
different methods, we restrict our analyses to data from radio pulsar timing observations (de-
noted as ANAradio) and find that the TOP model is favoured against other models with similar
significance (with respect to the full data set). In the bottom panel of Extended Data Figure
6, we show that the posterior distributions of the TOP model for the radio-only data set agree
well with results of the full data set. The power-law index parameter α is poorly measured for
ANAradio due to smaller number of measurements.
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Extended Data Table 3: The natural logarithm of Bayes factor between a listed model and
a uniform distribution for different data sets. Model names are: TOP – turn-on power law,
G – Gaussian distribution, TOPG – turn-on power law plus a Gaussian peak, 2G and 3G indi-
cates two- and three-component Gaussian distribution, respectively, SST – skewed Student’s t
distribution, logN – log normal distribution, logU – log uniform distribution, Gamma – gamma
distribution. The presence of a superscript or subscript indicates a maximum- or minimum-
mass cutoff applied to the continuous distribution.

OBS ANA PHE ANAmr PHEmr REC SLOW ANAradio OBSDNS

TOPmax 13.2 16.1 13.1 8.7 6.3 6.2 4.4 22.1 5.3
TOP 12.2 15.4 12.2 8.5 5.4 5.1 4.5 22.0 5.2
TOPGmax 11.1 14.4 12.4 7.0 5.1 4.0 2.4 19.5 3.5
2Gmax

min 10.6 14.3 11.9 7.7 5.2 4.2 1.7 17.7 0.8
TOPG 9.3 12.3 9.2 4.9 2.6 2.5 2.0 19.3 3.4
Gmax

min 8.5 9.9 7.5 4.2 2.8 2.5 1.2 15.2 1.6
2Gmin 8.5 12.4 9.4 5.7 3.1 2.4 0.6 16.4 −0.5
SST 8.3 11.4 8.5 5.1 2.5 2.6 1.3 17.1 0.1
Gmin 8.2 9.6 7.1 4.0 2.3 2.1 0.8 14.8 1.0
2Gmax 7.2 11.4 8.3 5.6 2.6 0.4 −0.2 16.3 −0.3
2G 6.8 10.3 6.6 4.2 1.1 −0.6 −1.3 15.1 −0.9
log U 5.5 6.0 5.1 3.5 3.1 3.2 1.4 4.8 0.5
3G 5.6 9.5 5.9 3.8 0.5 −1.0 −1.9 14.2 −2.3
log N 1.8 3.6 1.2 1.3 −0.6 −1.7 −1.0 12.8 2.2
Gamma 0.5 2.1 −0.4 0.6 −1.1 −2.4 −1.4 11.7 −1.8

Extended Data Table 4: The priors, posteriors and 1-σ credible intervals values for the TOP
model using different data sets.

Model Parameters Prior Posterior
OBS ANA PHE

mmin[M⊙] U [0.9, 1.5] 1.08+0.04
−0.04 1.10+0.04

−0.05 1.10+0.04
−0.06

TOP δm[M⊙] U [0.01, 1] 0.32+0.15
−0.12 0.24+0.14

−0.11 0.17+0.13
−0.10

mmax[M⊙] U [1.5, 2.9] 2.38+0.23
−0.13 2.36+0.29

−0.17 2.23+0.33
−0.15

α U [−5, 25] 5.64+1.18
−1.09 6.47+1.28

−1.15 6.28+1.23
−1.19
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Extended Data Figure 4 The distribution of log Bayes factor (between the TOP and
2G model) for a simulated data set that includes 87 neutron star mass measurements
drawn from a two-Gaussian distribution. The red dashed line is lnBFTOP

2G = 5.8 com-
puted for the actual ANA data set. This plot shows that the chance to falsely reject the
two-Gaussian model for current observations of neutron stars is small, about 2.5%.
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F Semi-analytic supernova modeling

In this section we investigate the implications of the measured neutron star birth mass distri-
bution for core-collapse supernova physics. Extended Data Figure 7a shows the distribution
ϕ(M4) of the iron-silicon core mass M4 (defined by a threshold value of 4 kB per nucleon in
specific entropy), weighted by the initial mass function (IMF) for massive stars,1, 2 for a set of
2912 single-star supernova progenitor models21 with initial masses from 9.45M⊙ to 45M⊙.
The parameter M4 is a proxy for the mass coordinate for shock revival in neutrino-driven su-
pernovae 22. An additional factor (M4/M0)

6.5 (with an arbitrary scaling factor M0) is applied
to highlight deviations from the fiducial ϕ(M4) ∝ M−6.5

4 scaling where the power-law slope
comes from the TOP model as determined for the birth mass function (see Figure 4 in the main
text).

Without additional accretion after shock revival, the neutron star mass distribution would
be expected to resemble the distribution of M4 because the neutron star mass is expected to
scale linearly with M4. Extended Data Figure 7a shows that this distribution not only shows
multiple peaks, but is also top-heavy compared to the observed distribution of neutron star mass.
The peaked nature of the theoretical neutron star mass distribution is found to persist in binary
population synthesis simulations utilising modern semi-analytic supernova prescriptions139.

In order to flatten ϕ(M4)(M4/M0)
6.5 (to make it look more like the distribution of ob-

served neutron star masses), one either needs to remove neutron stars from the massive end of
the distribution, or distribute neutron stars in the peaks more broadly towards higher masses.
Applying the semi-analytic supernova model of Ref. 21 with default parameters, the resulting
neutron star mass distribution deviates less from the M−6.5 power law because the model pre-
dicts most stars above 20M⊙ to collapse to black holes (Extended Data Figure 7b). The peaks
from the distribution of M4 are still present, however, and a new peak around 1.8M⊙ emerges
because shock revival does not occur at the edge of iron-silicon core, but at a mass shell further
out.

In order to improve the agreement between the semi-analytic supernova model and the
observed distribution, we adjust the semi-analytic model to increase accretion after shock re-
vival by reducing the shock compression ratio to β = 3.1, and to reduce the mass range for
successful explosions while maintaining realistic explosion properties, as shown in Extended
Data Figure 9. We choose a turbulent shock expansion multiplier αturb = 1.10, an efficiency
ζ = 0.85 for the neutrino accretion luminosity and a cooling time scale τ1.5 = 1.2 s for a
1.5M⊙ neutron star. This broadens the peak at 1.5M⊙ in the standard model and shifts it to
higher masses, bringing the mass distribution close to an M−6.5 power law up to M = 1.9M⊙
(Extended Data Figure 7c and Extended Data Figure 8c).

The trough between low-mass neutron stars from stars with < 12M⊙ is largely filled by
a cluster of exploding progenitors around 17M⊙ (Extended Data Figure 9c). This is accom-
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plished by allowing neutron stars from 12-15M⊙ to accrete varying amounts of mass up to
0.14M⊙ after shock revival (Extended Data Figure 8). The predicted mass distribution still has
(less prominent) troughs and a pile-up of neutron stars at 2M⊙, but these can be ascribed to
imperfections in the semi-analytic supernova model. For light neutron stars, the model predicts
unrealistically high net mass loss of up to 0.04M⊙ from the neutron star after early shock re-
vival, which is not seen in multi-dimensional simulations. Under realistic conditions neutron
stars from progenitors with < 12M⊙ should therefore have higher masses and could fill the
trough at 1.25-1.4M⊙ in the distribution. The excess of very massive neutron stars around
2M⊙ could be removed in nature if roughly half of these neutron stars undergo more fallback to
form black holes instead, or if many of the corresponding progenitors do not actually explode.
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Extended Data Figure 7 a, IMF-weighted distribution ϕ(M4) of the mass M4 of the
iron-silicon core for a set of 2912 single-star supernova progenitors of solar metallicity21,
with a compensation factor (M4/M0)

6.5 to show deviations from the power-law of the
measured neutron star mass distribution. b, Predicted distribution ϕ(M) of neutron
star masses with the same compensation factor based on the semi-analytic super-
nova model of ref.21 with standard model parameters. c, Predicted distribution ϕ(M)
of neutron star masses with modified supernova model parameters to allow for more
accretion after shock revival.
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Extended Data Figure 8 a, Predicted IMF-weighted neutron star mass distribution
ϕ(M) using the semi-analytic supernova model of ref.21 with standard model parame-
ters. b, Distribution of the amount ∆M of net accretion after shock revival. Panels c
and d Predicted IMF-weighted distribution of neutron star masses and accretion after
shock revival for the modified supernova model with enhanced accretion during the
explosion phase.
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Extended Data Figure 9 a) Explosion energy, b) black-hole masses for non-exploding
cases and fallback supernovae, c) neutron star masses, d) nickel masses predicted by
the semi-analytic supernova model with adjusted parameters for enhanced accretion
to better match the observed power-law distribution of neutron star masses. Red dots
in panels a and d denote explosions with black hole formation by fallback. Explosion
energies and nickel masses span the typical range observed for Type IIP supernovae.

G Potential selection effects

Here we discuss potential selection effects that might have had an impact on the inference
of neutron star mass distribution. Our compilation of neutron-star mass measurements was
the result of a diverse range of observations, which may have introduced different observation
biases. For simplicity, we first focus on our main subset of data: masses measured with the
radio pulsar timing method. Extended Data Figure 10a shows the measured mass versus the
observed spin period for 39 recycled pulsars (blue) and other neutron stars (orange). Extended
Data Figure 10b shows the measured mass versus the luminosity at 1.4 GHz calculated from the
flux densities and pulsar distances as reported in the ATNF Pulsar Catalogue138 for 39 recycled

46



pulsars. From both plots, one can see that there is no apparent correlation between the mass
and the detectability of a pulsar. This indicates that our inferred neutron-star mass distribution
is unlikely to be biased by selection effects associated with pulsar surveys.

Another potential selection bias may have arisen because all but one of neutron stars in
our compilation are in binary systems4. As massive stars, the progenitors of neutron stars, are
commonly formed in binary systems, the neutron star mass function determined in this work
may be a good representation of the overall neutron star population, except that binary systems
containing neutron stars seen today are only a fraction of binary systems that have given birth
to neutron stars. The supernova explosion associated with the formation of a neutron star could
disrupt the binary system. If the survival probability of binary systems is correlated with the
neutron star mass, for example, more massive neutron stars receive larger kicks at birth, then
the population of observed binary pulsar systems would be biased towards a particular range
of neutron star masses. The effect of such a correlation between the neutron star mass and
the supernova kick has been tentatively investigated in population synthesis calculations139, 140.
In particular, using neutron star birth masses derived from modern, parameterized supernova
models, ref.139 found a neutron-star birth-mass distribution for the primary in double neutron
star binaries that is skewed towards lower masses than the single-star mass function. Conversely,
the mass distribution of secondaries is shifted upwards slightly compared to the single-star
case (see their figure 7). Although the aggregated distribution of neutron star birth masses, in
particular its shape, is like that of the single-star case, systematic differences in the slope of the
mass distribution in double neutron stars, neutron star-white dwarf binaries and isolated neutron
stars cannot be excluded; see, for example, figure 8a in ref.140. This will be an interesting area
for future research with a much larger catalogue of neutron star mass measurements.

To summarize, although we believe that our results are robust against potential selection
effects, we do expect to unveil a fuller picture of neutron-star mass function in the next decade or
so when we have a sizeable sample of mass measurements for every subpopulation of neutron
star systems, for example, binary neutron star mergers from gravitational-wave observations,
neutron star and white dwarf binaries from pulsar observations, and isolated neutron stars from
microlensing observations141, 142.

4The one isolated neutron star (PSR J0030+0451) is a fully recycled pulsar. It was probably part of a disrupted
binary system.

47



101 103 105

P (ms)

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2.0

2.2

2.4

m
 (M

)

a

100 101 102 103 104

 Luminosity (mJy  kpc2)

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2.0

2.2

m
 (M

)

b

Extended Data Figure 10 The period and luminosity distribution of pulsars
with measured mass. a, Measured mass versus spin period for 39 recycled pulsars
(blue) in group a (”Modelling the accreted masses of recycled pulsars‘ in Methods) and
the remaining neutron stars (orange). b, Measured mass versus luminosity at 1.4 GHz
for 39 recycled pulsars, where the horizontal error bars account for uncertainties in the
flux density and distance. We adopt the distance estimates from the Australia Tele-
scope National Facility Pulsar Catalogue5 while assuming a 20% error. In both panels,
plotted are mean values with 1σ credible errors, while the measurement uncertainty of
spin periods in the upper panel is too small to be seen

5https://www.atnf.csiro.au/research/pulsar/psrcat/
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