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ABSTRACT

The twin star configuration, where two neutron stars share the same mass but exhibit different radii,

arises from a strong first-order phase transition within the stellar interior. In widely used equation

of state (EoS) meta-models, such as the Polytrope (PP) and Speed-of-Sound (CS) models, this first-

order phase transition behavior can be naturally mimicked by tuning some model parameters. Here, we

systematically explore the under-explored parameter space within one of a widely adopted CS model

that leads to twin stars via a strong first-order phase transition. Within this twin-star subspace, we

perform a comprehensive Bayesian analysis that integrates mass–radius (MR) constraints from X-ray

observations of rotation-powered millisecond pulsars. The resultant twin star branch, situated within

the 1–1.2 M⊙ mass range and approximately 7 km in radius, surprisingly coincides with the MR

ranges proposed for the recent anomaly in the Accreting Millisecond X-ray Pulsars XTE J1814–338

(J1814), suggesting a hybrid twin star configuration. Moreover, incorporating the J1814 observation

as an additional constraint yields an extreme phase transition pressure Ptrans = 108.9+6.46
−4.85 MeV/fm3,

a transition density of εtrans/ε0 = 4.847+0.271
−0.134(where ε0 is the nuclear saturation energy density) and

an energy density jump ∆ε = 558.7+303.6
−278.7 MeV/fm3, corresponding to ∆ε/ε0 = 3.716+2.020

−1.854. Notably,

to satisfy all astrophysical constraints, the speed of sound inside of the hybrid twin star core is driven

toward the speed of light (c2s/c
2 > 0.9), indicating the potential presence of strongly interacting, exotic

matter in this core region.

Keywords: Dense matter — Methods: statistical — stars: neutron — X-rays: stars

1. INTRODUCTION

Widely used dense matter equation-of-state (EoS)

meta-models—such as the speed-of-sound (CS) model

(Tews et al. 2018a; Greif et al. 2019a) and the polytropic

model (Hebeler et al. 2013)—are designed to span the

broadest possible mass–radius (MR) parameter space

and to replicate the full spectrum of EoS behaviors.

Numerous studies have exploited these flexible frame-

works to investigate the constraints imposed by multi-

messenger observations and nuclear experiments (e.g.,

Tews et al. (2018b); Raaijmakers et al. (2019, 2020,

2021); Rutherford et al. (2024)), while others have fo-

cused on physics-motivated phenomenological EoS (e.g.,

Traversi et al. (2020); Malik et al. (2022); Huang et al.
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chun.h@wustl.edu

(2024a,b); Li et al. (2025)). By adjusting the model

parameters, a wide variety of EoS behaviors can be

simulated. For instance, a first-order phase transition

can be readily generated within the meta-model frame-

work. When a strong phase transition occurs in the

core of a neutron star, an alternate MR branch may

emerge—yielding two stars with the same mass but dif-

ferent radii, a phenomenon known as ‘twin stars’ (Ger-

lach 1968; Kampfer 1981; Glendenning & Kettner 1998).

The existence of twin stars thus provides a valuable

probe into the internal phase transitions of neutron

stars, and several studies have examined how astrophys-

ical observations and nuclear experimental constraints

affect the potential for twin star formation (e.g., Mon-

tana et al. (2019); Mendes et al. (2024); Christian et al.

(2018)).

Recently, (Gendreau et al. 2016), detailed X-ray pulse

modeling of the accreting millisecond X-ray pulsar XTE

J1814–338 using RXTE data (Kini et al. 2024) has re-
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vealed that this object exhibits an unusually small mass

and radius compared to previous MR measurements.

Some studies have proposed that this anomaly could be

explained by a hybrid star configuration, a neutron star

featuring an inner core of exotic matter (e.g., deconfined

quark matter) surrounded by a conventional hadronic

envelope (Laskos-Patkos & Moustakidis 2024; Veselsky

et al. 2024), or even a dark matter admixed neutron star

(Lopes & Issifu 2025; Pitz & Schaffner-Bielich 2025). In

this study, we adopt an agnostic construction–widely

used in NICER posterior analyses–to first explore the

potential of the CS model to produce twin star con-

figurations, and then compare the predicted twin star

MR posterior with the anomalous observation of XTE

J1814–338 (J1814).

While most previous works have focused on piecewise

EoS constructions that manually introduce first-order

phase transitions to generate twin stars (e.g., Huang &

Sourav (2025); Tang et al. (2021); Brandes et al. (2023);

Essick et al. (2023); Tang et al. (2021); Gorda et al.

(2023); Somasundaram et al. (2023); Komoltsev (2024);

Christian et al. (2025)), the CS construction inherently

permits phase transitions and is sufficiently general to

capture a wide range of EoS behaviors. And in a re-

cent survey by Verma et al. (2025), the non-monotonic

parametrized EoS models, as we employed herein, ex-

hibited the largest Bayesian evidence in accounting for

current astronomical observations, outperforming both

the monotonous and discontinuous models. Rather than

exploring the entire CS model parameter space, we per-

form a comprehensive Bayesian analysis focused on a

‘latent’ subspace—one that is capable of producing twin

stars through strong phase transitions. Despite indica-

tions of its existence (see, e.g., Rutherford et al. (2024);

Huang & Sourav (2025)), this parameter space has re-

ceived limited discussion in the literature. Here, we di-

rectly constrain this subspace using current astrophysi-

cal observations, thereby supporting the hypothesis that

the twin star configuration could explain the anoma-

lously compact MR observation of XTE J1814–338.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In

Section 2, we describe the methodology used to explore

the twin star parameter space and outline the Bayesian

inference framework employed in our study. Section 3

presents the posterior results under conditions that per-

mit twin stars, highlighting the parameter subspace that

meets current astrophysical constraints and comparing

these results with the MR measurements of XTE J1814–

338. Finally, Section 4 concludes with a summary and

discussion of our work.

2. METHOD

Various speed-of-sound formulations have been pro-

posed to explore an adequately broad MR and EoS pa-

rameter space (e.g., Greif et al. (2019b); Tews et al.

(2018a)). Here, we focus on the CS model as imple-

mented in Raaijmakers et al. (2019, 2020, 2021); Ruther-

ford et al. (2024), which originates from the work of

Greif et al. (2019b). However, these studies lack a de-

tailed discussion of the scenarios in which phase tran-

sitions may occur, particularly in the context of strong

phase transitions and extremely high-density conditions.

This represents an under-explored area that our work

aims to address. We will first present our EoS setting,

which is consistent with previous studies based on the

same model, and then motivate the extension of this CS

model to an even broader range to accommodate the ex-

istence of twin star in a reasonable mass range. Finally,

the Bayesian framework utilized in this work will be de-

scribed, followed by an examination of the conditions

necessary for the existence of twin stars.

2.1. EoS settings

In this subsection, the equation of state (EoS) setup

is briefly outlined. The neutron star EoS is divided into

three regions: the outer crust, the inner crust, and the

core. In this work, we employ the BPS crust with a

log-linear interpolation for the outer crust region (Baym

et al. 1971), defined for densities ε < εouter = 4.30×1011

g/cm3. We then define a polytropic segment to seam-

lessly connect the BPS crust from a density of εouter to

0.5ε0 = 1.336× 1014 g/cm3, representing the inner crust

EoS, where ε0 = mNn0 is the energy saturation density,

n0 = 0.16 fm−3 is the nuclear saturation density, and

mN = 939.565MeV is the nucleon mass. Throughout

this paper, we set c = 1 when no ambiguity arises.

Although this choice differs from the χEFT band con-

straint for the inner crust as outlined in Greif et al.

(2019b), it avoids the complexities associated with the

nuclear pasta structure in this density range, consistent

with the inner crust treatment described in Huang et al.

(2024a,b). We have confirmed that this approach re-

mains consistent with the χEFT band while being bet-

ter motivated from a nuclear physics perspective; further

details are available in Huang et al. (2024a).

For the core part, we adopt a speed-of-sound

parametrization as proposed in Greif et al. (2019b).

The speed of sound square in neutron star matter, ex-

pressed as c2s(x)/c
2, at a given normalized density x is

parametrized as:

c2s(x)

c2
= a1 e

− 1
2

(x−a2)2

a2
3 + a6 +

a7 − a6
1 + e−a5 (x−a4)

, (1)

where x = ε/ε0. The parameters a1 through a7, exclud-

ing a6 , are free parameters tuned to cover a sufficiently
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broad region of the EoS parameter space. In contrast,

the parameter a6 is determined by matching the speed

of sound of previously defined intermediate polytrope.

The pressure as a function of energy density above

0.5ε0 is obtained by integration,

P (ε) = P (0.5ε0) +

∫ ε

0.5ε0

c2s(ε
′)

c2
dε′. (2)

The free parameters (a1, a2, a3, a4, a5, a7) are assigned

to the following distributions, which are determined

based on the fundamental requirements for a physi-

cally viable EoS. These requirements include achieving

a reasonable maximum mass for neutron stars and en-

suring adherence to the causal limit: a1 ∼ U(0.1, 1.5),

a2 ∼ U(1.5, 12), a3 ∼ U(0.05a2, 2a2), a4 ∼ U(1.5, 37),

a5 ∼ U(0.1, 1), a7 ∼ U(0, 1), where U(·) denotes uni-

form distribution here.

In Greif et al. (2019b), one of the construction prin-

ciples of this CS model is to approach the conformal

limit at very high densities. However, since the con-

formal limit is expected to be satisfied by Perturbative

Quantum Chromodynamics (pQCD) computations up

to 50n0—and the densities in the neutron star interior

are far below this threshold—in this study we relax the

conformal limit condition commonly applied to the CS

model. This relaxation is achieved by introducing a7, a

parameter that controls the high density speed-of-sound

limit in neutron star matter. The purpose of this ad-

justment is to explore a broader parameter space, poten-

tially produce a more realistic mass range for twin stars,

and investigate the substantial influence that the twin

star condition may have on the speed of sound in the

neutron star core. We discuss this motivation further in

Appendix A. Indeed, different modeling techniques have

already suggested a non-conformal limit treatment by

directly incorporating a constant speed of sound equal

to the speed of light (Zdunik & Haensel 2013; Alford

et al. 2013; Li et al. 2023).

The tension between approaching the conformal limit

and accommodating the existence of neutron stars with

mass exceeding 2.0M⊙ has been extensively discussed in

prior studies (Bedaque & Steiner 2015a; Chamel et al.

2013; Alford et al. 2013). A clear relationship between

the prior mass region and the speed-of-sound limit im-

posed in this CS model was also observed in our pre-

study (see Appendix for more details). In light of this,

we relax the conformal limit condition in this work and

allow observational constraints to guide the determina-

tion of the appropriate speed-of-sound limit. This ad-

justment is intended to identify a limit that both sup-

ports the existence of twin star configurations and sat-

isfies the constraints imposed by astrophysical measure-

ments.

To remain consistent with the original CS prescrip-

tion, we impose the following constraints:

1. Causality Constraint: The speed of sound, cs,

must lie within 0 and the speed of light, c.

2. Fermi Liquid Theory Constraint: Up to 1.5 ε0,

the speed of sound should not exceed the limit

suggested by Fermi liquid theory, i.e., c2s(x =

1.5)/c2 < 0.163 (Greif et al. 2019b; Schwenk et al.

2003; Schwenk & Friman 2004).

3. Phase Transition Constraint: Since we are inter-

ested only in the EoS space that permits the occur-

rence of phase transitions, we impose a sufficient

condition that a6 < 0, as indicated by our formu-

lation.

The CS EoS employed in this study is continuous

in the speed-of-sound domain, except within the phase

transition region—hence, we refer to it as a ‘contin-

uous’ EoS model. This feature distinguishes it from

the polytropic (PP) model, which typically exhibits dis-

continuities in the speed of sound at the interfaces be-

tween different polytropic segments. In contrast, our

chosen EoS represents a family of models that maintain

a smooth speed-of-sound profile across the entire density

range without abrupt changes. This feature allows us to

uniquely capture and explore the phase transition be-

havior inherent in such models. Our model is capable of

undergoing phase transitions at any energy density and

can accommodate a broad range of phase-transition en-

ergy depths.

Due to the functional form of the CS model defined in

Equation 1—which is the sum of a logistic function and

a Gaussian function—a phase transition cannot occur

until the speed of sound reaches the maximum value

defined by the Gaussian peak. Although this slightly

limits our discussion, it remains effective given that this

peak is a universal feature of viable EoS constructions,

see Greif et al. (2019b); Tews et al. (2018a) for further

discussion. These considerations motivate our choice of

EoS model.

2.2. Twin-star definition

Due to the continuous nature of the CS model, the

vast majority of its parameter space produces EoS with

smooth behavior. However, for an EoS to support a twin

star configuration, a strong phase transition must occur

within the neutron star. In our study, the functional

form (Equation 1) permits only first-order phase tran-

sitions. Thus, a strong first-order phase transition is a
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Figure 1. Illustration of three distinct MR curves, each fulfilling the constraint of the existence of a compact branch. The
curves depict mass (in M⊙) as a function of radius (in km). As the central energy density increases, we initially encounter the
blue solid line, which corresponds to the normal branch. Following this is the dotted red line, representing the unstable branch.
Lastly, the green solid line indicates the compact branch.

necessary condition for generating a twin star configura-

tion. Nevertheless, a sufficiently strong phase transition

alone does not guarantee the existence of twin stars.

For this reason, our Bayesian inference framework in-

corporates an automated algorithm to detect twin star

configurations. In this subsection, we will specifically

discuss what we mean by twin star configuration.

For a given strong phase transition embedded EoS, we

could solve The Tolman–Oppenheimer–Volkoff (TOV)

equation to obtain the MR relation. In Figure 1, we

illustrate several typical curves that all containing twin

star configuration for demonstration. About twin star

cases categrization, see discussion in Christian et al.

(2024); Montana et al. (2019). An MR curve that al-

lows the existence of twin stars should consist of three

segments: As the central density begins to increase from

a low value, we will observe a monotonically increasing

mass with increasing of central density, until the cen-

tral density reaches the phase transition energy point.

This behavior is indicated by the solid blue line in Fig-

ure 1. We define this branch as the ‘normal branch’

as it corresponds to stars composed entirely of normal

matter before the onset of the phase transition. When

the central density exceeds the phase transition energy

density, the MR curve undergoes a sharp turnaround:

while the central density continues to increase, the total

mass of the star decreases. This behavior characterized

by dM/dεc < 0 indicates that this region is unstable

(see Chap.16.3.9 of Ferrari et al. (2020)), as denoted

by the dashed red line, we define this branch as ‘unsta-

ble branch’. Continuously increasing the central density

leads to a subsequent increase in total mass of neutron

star again, which corresponds to the twin-star branch

we are investigating in this article, shown in the green

solid line. Here, we define this branch as the ‘compact

branch’ to emphasize that it comprises neutron stars

with extreme compactness, highlighting that these hy-

brid twin stars are ultracompact in nature.

In these specific given cases, We note that a significant

mass gap exists between the compact branch and the

normal branch, spanning roughly from 7 to 12 km. The

compact branch presented here has been investigated in

various models (see, e.g., Li et al. (2023)). However,

in that study the speed-of-sound model is considerably

stiffer than in our approach, which facilitates matching

the twin stars over a wide range of MR space through

parameter tuning. In contrast, due to the inherent char-

acteristics of the CS model employed herein, the normal

branch is predominantly governed by the Gaussian com-

ponent of our CS construction. Consequently, we antic-
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ipate that constraints similar to those implemented in

Raaijmakers et al. (2021) and Rutherford et al. (2024)

will further restrict the behavior of this Gaussian part of

this model. This constitutes the primary difference be-

tween our model and that of Li et al. (2023), who employ

a constant speed-of-sound model rather than a Gaus-

sian description. As discussed in Greif et al. (2019b);

Tews et al. (2018a), we argue that the Gaussian speed

of sound behavior for these normal matter represents a

more reasonable choice.

2.3. Bayesian inference framework

A Bayesian analysis has been conducted on this ex-

tended CS EoS model, with the objective of exploring

the EoS subspace that containing twin star configura-

tions, and constraining this EoS subspace by current

astrophysical observations. The framework described

here follows the one developed by Greif et al. (2019b)

and Raaijmakers et al. (2019, 2020, 2021). We denote

all parameters of interest by θ, which contains the EoS

parameters (a1, a2, a3, a4, a5, a7) and the central energy

density εc of each MR measurement we are imposing.

The central density parameter is essential for represent-

ing the central densities of the MR measurement under

this EoS framework. Bayes’ theorem provides a frame-

work to calculate their posterior distribution from the

prior distribution π and likelihood functions L defined

by different measurements,

P(θ|D) ∝ π(θ)L(D|θ), (3)

where D denotes observation data, π(θ) is prior distri-

bution of parameters, L(D|θ) is called likelihood func-

tion. More specifically, the likelihood function can be

rewritten as the product of the likelihood functions cor-

responding given dataset D,

L(D|θ) ≡ L(D|M ,R) ∝ P(M ,R|D) =

s∏
i=1

P(Mi, Ri|Di),

(4)

where we use each set of model parameters θ to gener-

ate s observed stars. From a particular set of parameter

θ, we solve the Tolman–Oppenheimer–Volkoff (TOV)

equations to get the corresponding mass Mi and radius

Ri. The probability P(Mi, Ri|D) is obtained by using

the kernel density estimate (KDE) technique from the

observation data D, see the following section 2.4 for de-

tails.

For the prior parameter distribution π(θ), we

use uniform distribution for model parameter

(a1, a2, a3, a4, a5, a7) within the given range in Section

2.1, and the logarithm of central density follows uniform

distribution that log10(εc/g cm−3) ∼ U(14.7, 17.0).

The reason we need such high central density upper

limit is because we want complete the compact branch

MR space for given EoS setup. In our calculation, as

shown in Figure 1, the central density lower bound and

upper bound for the compact branch (green line) is

log10(εc/g cm−3) ≃ 15.98+0.13
−0.17 ∼ 16.23+0.26

−0.29. The lower

bound is defined by the one of the turning point of the

MR curve, marking the transition from the unstable

branch to the compact branch. The upper bound is

defined by the last stable point of the compact branch;

beyond this point, further increases in central density

result in a decrease in mass again. This is why it is

called an ‘ultracompact twin star ’ configuration. Such a

high-density configuration has also been discussed in Li

et al. (2023).

Note that some central densities yield MR points lo-

cated on the unstable branch. In such cases, we assign

an effectively negative infinite likelihood to effectively

exclude these points from our analysis. The posterior

distribution of θ therefore becomes

P(θ|D) ∝ π(θ)

s∏
i=1

P(Mi, Ri|Di). (5)

To sample the posterior distribution in Equation 5, we

use the nested sampling Monte Carlo algorithm ML-

Friends (Buchner 2016, 2019) with the UltraNest pack-

age (Buchner 2021). All the inference carried out in

this paper utilize the CompactObject package, an open-

source full-scope neutron star equation of state inference

pacakge developed by the authors (Huang et al. 2023,

2024c). Here, the construction of the CS model is kept

consistent with another EoS inference package, which

more focused on agnostic models, NEoST (Raaijmakers

et al. 2025). This consistency ensures that our model

construction aligns with previous studies like Raaijmak-

ers et al. (2019, 2020, 2021); Rutherford et al. (2024).

However, note that the prior range defined above does

not represent the actual prior space considered in this

work. In this study, we primarily focus on the strong

first-order phase transition region of the CS model.

More specifically, we perform inference on the model

subspace that yields the existence of compact branches,

which significantly diverges from the originally defined

CS EoS parameter space (see Figure 2). Within this sub-

space, the resulting MR space naturally divides into two

distinct branches: compact branch and normal branch.

The region connecting these branches is unstable, as it

exhibits decreasing compactness with increasing central

density.

With the prior space appropriately defined, the follow-

ing subsection describes the inference dataset utilized in

this work.
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2.4. Inference Dataset

One group of observations we employ comprises

the MR measurements inferred from NICER data

on three rotation-powered millisecond pulsars—PSR

J0740+6620 (J0740), PSR J0030+0451 (J0030), and

PSR J0437–4715 (J0437). Following this, we compare

the resulting constraints with the MR measurement of

the accretion-powered millisecond X-ray pulsar XTE

J1814–338 (J1814). In this subsection, we clearly state

the MR posterior files used in our analysis.

For PSR J0740+6620, a massive millisecond pulsar

with a mass of approximately 2.0M⊙ (Fonseca et al.

2021), the initial radius modeling was conducted by Ri-

ley et al. (2021); Miller et al. (2021), and later revisited

in Salmi et al. (2024); Dittmann et al. (2024). Here, we

use the MR posterior samples provided by Salmi et al.

(2024) as our standard input. This observation is par-

ticularly significant, as it is the most massive neutron

star observed to date, and it is expected to provide a

strong constraint on the EOS parameter space.

The pulsar PSR J0030+0451 is more challenging, hav-

ing been initially analyzed in 2019 by different groups

(Riley et al. 2019; Miller et al. 2019) and subsequently

reanalyzed in 2024 using a new background file (Vin-

ciguerra et al. 2024). This work seems demonstrated

that the choice of different X-ray hotspot models can

have a drastic influence on the MR measurement for

PSR J0030+0451. Detailed modeling of the X-ray

hotspot with a physics-motivated temperature distribu-

tion has been explored in Huang & Chen (2025). In this

work, we employ the MR posterior for PSR J0030+0451

obtained with the ST+PDT hotspot model from Vin-

ciguerra et al. (2024), as this model is considered more

plausible and consistent with the magnetic field geome-

try inferred from the gamma-ray emission of the source.

For PSR J0437–4715, we use the MR posterior file

corresponding to the hotspot model CST+PDT from

Choudhury et al. (2024), which is based on a joint infer-

ence of XMM-Newton and NICER observational data.

Finally, we consider the RXTE observation of XTE

J1814–338, recently analyzed by Kini et al. (2024),

The MR posterior file we are using here is the Bkg

constrained case. This source is of particular inter-

est due to its unusually small mass and radius, which

may indicate the presence of a twin star configuration

and is consistent with the compact branch we are inves-

tigating.

3. RESULT

After establishing our method, we now present the re-

sults as follows. First, since our discussion is restricted

to the twin star existence subspace of the CS model, we

redefine the original (raw) prior space to a constrained

prior that encompasses only the parameter space per-

mitting twin star configurations. With this constrained

prior, we derive the posterior using the MR constraints

from current observations of the rotation-powered mil-

lisecond pulsars PSR J0740+6620, PSR J0030+0451,

and PSR J0437–4715, all of which are expected to locate

on the normal branch. Next, we computed the observa-

tional constraint specific to the compact branch by con-

sidering the MR measurement of XTE J1814–338. Fi-

nally, we combine all available observational constraints

from both the compact branch (J1814) and the normal

branch (J0740, J0030, and J0437) to impose an overall

constraint on the twin star parameter space.

3.1. Constrained prior

The primary objective of this study is to investigate

the under-explored parameter space associated with

strong phase transitions that facilitate the existence of

twin stars. As described in Section 2.3, this parameter

space defines the effective prior range, with the twin-

star existence condition imposing the initial constraint.

In Figure 2, we compare the unconstrained prior range

with the constrained prior range that permits twin star

formation. Relative to the uniform priors defined for

most EoS parameters, the twin star condition reduces

the prior space to a smaller subspace.

However, the twin star constraint does not signifi-

cantly refine the EoS parameters; rather, most of the

EoS parameter space naturally yield twin star configura-

tions. This observation suggests that twin stars are not

rare phenomena but are intrinsically embedded within

the majority of the model’s parameter space. Although

direct observations of this compact branch remain elu-

sive, its ubiquitous presence has been largely overlooked

in many current studies employing the same model. The

primary focus of this investigation is to explicitly demon-

strate this twin star parameter subspace and constrain

the EoS parameters using current observations, thereby

providing deeper insights into the underlying twin star

parameter space.

In the left panel of Figure 3, we translate the twin star

existence EoS parameter subspace into the phase transi-

tion parameter space. In our framework, the energy den-

sity and pressure at the critical phase transition point

are determined through a root-finding procedure, which

also facilitates the derivation of the transition depth.

Given a specific set of EoS parameters (a1, . . . , a7), we

can utilize a root-finding algorithm to compute the re-

gion ε ∈ (εtrans, εtrans +∆ε) where c2s < 0 , according to

Equation 1. Then we can recognize the phase transition

energy density as εtrans, retrieve the phase transition
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Figure 2. The posterior distributions of the seven EoS parameters (a1, . . . , a7) under two distinct priors and the posterior
constrained by MR measurements J0740, J0030 and J0437. The two different priors include the raw prior, which utilizes only
the original CS model parameter space and is denoted by the green color, and the constrained prior that require the existence
of a compact branch, indicated by the red color. The blue color represents the posterior after constraint by MR measurements
J0740, J0030 and J0437. The two contour levels in the corner plot correspond to the 68%, and 95% credible intervals. The title
of the 1-D marginal plot denotes both the median of the distribution and the range of the 68% credible interval.

depth as ∆ε, and compute phase transition pressure us-

ing Ptrans = P (0.5ε0) +
∫ εtrans

0.5ε0
c2s(ε

′)/c2 dε′.

This transformation is beneficial as it directly relates

the EoS parameters to phase transition quantities, em-

phasizing that only a sufficiently large phase transi-

tion can generate the twin star phase. When compar-

ing it to conventional phase transition model investiga-

tions (e.g., in Huang & Sourav (2025); Li et al. (2025)),

the phase transition depth automatically required by

Bayesian inference is considerably smaller than the value

proposed here, thereby revealing an unexplored parame-

ter space even within Bayesian studies focusing on first-

order phase transitions.

In Figure 4, the constrained MR prior space, which

satisfies the twin star existence condition, is outlined by

black and green dotted lines. Due to the intrinsic discon-

tinuity between the compact and normal branches, the

contour is presented as two distinct regions rather than

as a continuous weighting of both branches. Although

these regions exhibit some overlap, within any single MR

curve, the compact and normal branches do not inter-

sect due to the intervening unstable region. This overlap

suggests that, under certain finely tuned EoS parameter

choices, the MR space corresponding to one branch may

extend into that of the other. Additionally, only a small

fraction of the 99% MR space for the compact branch

exceeds the 1.0 M⊙ limit, which is commonly regarded

as the lower mass threshold for neutron stars based on

formation theories.
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Figure 3. Left Panel: The corner plot illustrating the distribution of three phase transition parameters resulting from the
EoS posteriors. The phase transition parameters under consideration include the transition point of energy density εtrans, the
transition point of pressure Ptrans, and the transition energy depth ∆ε. The red color represents our constrained prior, while
the blue color corresponds to constraint combination from MR measurements J0740, J0030 and J0437. The contour levels in
the corner plot correspond to the 68% and 95% credible levels. The title of the 1-D marginal plot indicates both the median
of the distribution and the range of the 68% credible interval. Right Panel: This panel is analogous to the left panel, with the
red color representing constraint from MR measurements J1814 and the blue color denoting constraint combination from MR
measurements J0740, J0030, J0437 and J1814.

This twin-star-restricted parameter space constitutes

our constrained prior space. In the subsequent section,

we use this space as a reference for comparison, to con-

strain the EoS parameter subspace responsible for pro-

ducing twin stars. Focusing exclusively on the regions

within a continuous model (such as the CS model im-

plemented here) that can accommodate twin stars, and

exploring the possibility of directly imposing astrophys-

ical constraints on this subspace, is of importance.

3.2. Current observation constraints

After defining our constrained prior space in detail, we

now proceed with the constraints of interest. In Figure

2, we present the posterior distribution after applying

constraints from all MR measurements extracted from

NICER data (J0740, J0030, and J0437). For most of

the parameter space, the constraints narrow the allowed

region considerably. A particularly noteworthy observa-

tion is related to the parameter a7, which represents the

asymptotic value of the speed of sound squared at high

density. This parameter clusters around a value of 1,

indicating that the speed of sound approaches the speed

of light within stellar core. While the conformal limit

of 1/3 lies well outside our 3-σ credible interval, this re-

sult may implies the presence of more exotic degrees of

freedom, such as deconfined quark matter (Bedaque &

Steiner 2015b; Tews et al. 2018a).

As we did before, we can readily translate these EoS

posterior to the phase transition parameter space, as

illustrated by the blue contours in the left panel of Fig-

ure 3. The phase transition parameters offer a more

physically interpretable framework. It is evident that

the phase transition point is strongly confined to a

narrow peak in the ε − P plane, with an order-of-

magnitude reduction in uncertainty. This behavior is

consistent with the constraints imposed by NICER MR

measurements—particularly for J0740, a 2.0 M⊙ neu-

tron star—which has drastically narrowed the allowed

region for the phase transition point to a narrow peak

around the 2.0 M⊙ threshold. To satisfy the 2.0 M⊙
maximum mass condition, the phase transition point is

positioned at a significantly larger value compared to

previous studies (e.g., Huang & Sourav (2025)) to reach

this limit before phase transition happened. It should

be noted that this outcome is partly a consequence of

the inherent characteristics of the employed EoS model,

which requires the maximum mass condition to be met

before the occurrence of the phase transition, with the
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Figure 4. MR contour plot illustrating three distinct constraints alongside one astronomical observation. The orange solid
line signifies the 68% and 99% credible levels for star J1814’s MR measurement directly from observation. The dotted line
represents the 99% credible level of our constrained prior space, where the black and green colors denote the compact branch
and normal branch, respectively. The blue dashed lines indicate the 68% and 99% credible levels of posteiors for the constraint
combinations from MR measurements J0740, J0030 and J0437. The red dashed indicate the 68% and 99% credible levels of
posteriors for the constraint combinations from MR measurements J1814, J0740, J0030 and J0437. The compact branch and
normal branch region plot separately.

normal matter represented solely by a Gaussian peak in

the speed of sound.

In contrast, the constraint on the phase transition

depth, ∆ε, is comparatively weaker. Nevertheless, ∆ε is

constrained to a high value of approximately 3323+770
−980

MeV/fm−3. This indicates that, even though the cur-

rent MR constraints primarily target normal neutron

star matter, the observations already allow us to re-

fine the twin star phase transition space—particularly

by tightly constraining the transition point. However,

due to the limited information regarding ultra-compact

twin stars, the phase transition depth remains substan-

tially less well-constrained.

In Figure 4, we present the MR posterior contour

derived from this EoS posterior. The normal branch,

outlined by the blue dashed line, encompasses all the

observed sources (J0740, J0030, and J0437), yield-

ing a posterior distribution characterized by M =

1.8+0.12
−0.43 M⊙ and R = 13.0+0.34

−0.21 km (see Table 1 for

details). This MR region is comparable to, yet more

tightly constrained than, those reported in Raaijmakers

et al. (2021); Rutherford et al. (2024). Since only the

twin star constrained prior is explored in this regime.
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The compact branch features stars with exceptionally

high central densities—exceeding 1016 g/cm3—but with

masses predominantly below 1.0 M⊙ and radii smaller

than 8 km. This finding in tension with the conventional

expectation that neutron stars typically have masses

exceeding 1.0 M⊙. Although certain quark star mod-

els could, in theory, reproduce such MR characteristics,

these models usually predict significantly lower central

densities. Instead, our model may indicate the exis-

tence of extremely dense, low-mass, yet compact neu-

tron stars.

Recently, as noted in the sections above, a new MR

measurement of J1814 was reported by Kini et al.

(2024). This neutron star is found to lie approximately

within the MR compact branch posterior region, al-

though its central mass and radius are slightly larger

than those of the primary compact branch posterior re-

gion (see Figure 4). This direct overlap is interesting

because it suggests that, even without incorporating ad-

ditional constraints, the compact branch emerging from

this model has the potential to account for this unusual

MR measurement. Consequently, J1814 might be inter-

preted as a twin star residing on the compact branch

rather than on the normal branch.

3.3. Direct Constraint on Compact Branch from XTE

J1814–338

As explained above, incorporating MR measurements

from NICER on the normal branch of neutron stars

already naturally yields a twin star space that aligns

with the MR measurement reported for XTE J1814–

338. This correspondence may be interpreted as an in-

dication of the existence of compact branches. However,

due to the limited observational constraints on compact

branch, the distribution of the phase transition depth

∆ε remains broad, with much of it having been excluded

by previous studies eg. Huang & Sourav (2025).

Despite a qualitative consistency between the MR pos-

terior range for the compact branch and the MR mea-

surement of J1814, we can also perform Bayesian infer-

ence using J1814 directly as a constraint to evaluate its

impact on constraining the compact branch MR space.

This approach enables a quantitative assessment of how

well this observation aligns with the tentative twin star

EoS parameter space.

As shown in the right panel of Figure 3, the red con-

tour represents the constraint on phase transition pa-

rameters based solely on the J1814 observation. This

constraint substantially narrows the allowed range for

the phase transition depth, ∆ε, compared to the left

panel. This is expected because the J1814 observation

directly probes the compact branch, thereby determin-

ing the range of the phase transition region. The poste-

rior of phase transition depth is 636.4+233
−268 MeV/fm3.

These findings offer a clearer picture of the impact

of different observational constraints on the EoS: MR

measurements of J0740, J0030, and J0437 primarily

constrain the phase transition point on the normal

branch, constraints from compact-branch observations

like J1814 effectively limit the phase transition depth.

Combining all the constraints from these two groups

of MR measurements yields a more comprehensive re-

striction on the phase transition parameters—both the

transition point and the transition depth (∆ε). This

is illustrated by the blue contour in the right panel

of Figure 3. Both the posterior of phase transition

point and the transition depth have been constrained

to a reasonable range. In Christian et al. (2024), the

authors investigated several phase transition scenarios

and provided a comprehensive roadmap outlining which

phase transitions are viable under multiple constraints.

With the combination of astrophysical constraints and

the twin star existence condition, our EoS exploration

based on this CS model yields a parameter space that

not only accommodates twin stars but also fully satisfies

the astrophysical constraints. Moreover, compared to

the parameter space diagram in Christian et al. (2024),

our inferred posterior range—particularly its central

value—lies far outside the conventional astrophysical ob-

servation allowed region, yet remains within the twin

star–allowed space.

From this inference, we can extract the central den-

sity of J1814 based on this given EoS model. For

the constraint implemented by only J1814 constraint

on compact branch, the posterior central density of

J1814 is log10(ε/g cm−3) = 15.855+0.058
−0.069 and for con-

straint introduced by whole NICER observations plus

J1814. We have the posterior central density equals

to log10(ε/g cm−3) = 15.895+0.035
−0.042 . This is indeed an

ultra-dense configuration, with very large central den-

sity.

Projecting these posterior distributions onto the MR

space provides further insight into the astrophysical con-

straints. As shown in Figure 4, the red dashed contours

represent the combined constraints from J0030, J0740,

J0437, and J1814. When comparing the normal branch

with and without the J1814 constraint, the maximum

mass of the region decreases from approximately 2.5

M⊙ to 2.2 M⊙, and the radius distribution becomes

correspondingly narrower. This is an interesting phe-

nomenon: the astrophysical constraint on the compact

branch (with and without J1814) could influence the

normal branch parameter space. In the compact branch,

the MR posterior distribution nearly completely over-
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Figure 5. Left Panel: The 95% credible level band for the EoS in the ε− P plane, illustrating one constrained prior and four
posteriors. The constrained prior is represented by a black dotted line. The different set of posteriors are depicted as follows:
the blue solid line for constraint from J0740, the green solid line for constraint from J0740, J0030 and J0437, the red dashed line
for constraint from MR anomaly J1814, and the purple dashed line for posterior constrained by all availiable MR measurements
J0740, J0030, J0437 and J1814. Right Panel: The 95% credible level band for the squared sound speed c2s in the ε− c2s plane.
All color, line style, prior, and posterior correspondences are consistent with those depicted in the left panel, differing only in
the y-axis label.

Compact branch Normal branch

Constraint Dataset M [M⊙] R [km] M [M⊙] R [km]

J0740 0.736+0.069
−0.033 5.403+0.448

−0.360 1.852+0.100
−0.500 12.988+0.116

−0.190

J0740+J0030+J0437 0.735+0.069
−0.033 5.420+0.449

−0.354 1.807+0.120
−0.434 13.022+0.341

−0.208

J1814 1.156+0.058
−0.076 7.192+0.916

−0.564 1.252+0.164
−0.197 12.838+0.846

−1.142

J1814+J0740+J0030+J0437 1.172+0.044
−0.038 7.375+0.408

−0.333 1.793+0.080
−0.419 13.017+0.124

−0.132

Table 1. The median and 68% credible intervals for the MR posterior marginal distributions of the normal branch and
compact branch on different constraint dataset combinations.

laps with the input MR measurement of J1814 (as indi-

cated by the orange solid contour line), thereby under-

scoring the capability of the compact branch to account

for this observation. The proposed twin star existence

range in this branch is 1.172+0.044
−0.038 M⊙. Consequently,

the J1814 constraint demonstrates that the CS model is

capable of producing a reasonable twin star configura-

tion.

In Kini et al. (2024), the authors acknowledge sig-

nificant systematic uncertainties in the J1814 modeling

results, noting that the single hotspot computation may

not be entirely reliable. They also suggest that the ob-

served small mass and extremely small radius could im-

ply a phase transition pressure below 50 MeV/fm−3. In

contrast, our analysis shows that, under the assump-

tion of twin stars, the observed MR data can be recon-

ciled with a reasonable phase transition pressure. By

incorporating current astrophysical observations, we in-

fer a phase transition pressure of 108.9+6.462
−4.847 MeV/fm−3,

which is considerably higher than 50 MeV/fm−3.

3.4. ε-P and Speed of sound posterior

Since this model is intrinsically generated by modulat-

ing the speed of sound in neutron star matter, directly

plotting the resulting EoS and speed of sound poste-

riors is particularly insightful. In Figure 5, we show

the posteriors that incorporate all the constraints im-

plemented. Notably, the initially extensive EoS space

that permits twin star configurations is refined into a

narrow region. For astrophysical constraints excluding

J1814 (J0740 and J0740 + J0030 + J0437), the poste-

rior exhibits a broad plateau in the intermediate EoS

region, suggesting that the underlying EoS encompasses

a large phase transition. The inclusion of the J1814 con-

straint further refines the EoS space by constraining the

phase-transition depth to a narrower range.
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Moreover, the posteriors obtained from analyses based

solely on J0740, as well as combinations of J0740 with

J0030 and J0437, reveal a highly overlapping EoS space,

which corresponds to a similar MR region. This consis-

tency explains why gravitational wave constraints from

GW170817 (Abbott et al. 2017, 2018) were not in-

cluded in this inference, since the component stars of

GW170817 locates in a mass range similar to those of

J0437 and J0030, and thus offer no significant additional

constraining power beyond that provided by J0740.

In the right panel of Figure 5, the posterior is pro-

jected onto the speed of sound parameter space. Under

the twin star constraint alone, the speed of sound in

the high-density region is surprisingly not tightly con-

strained. The 95% credible contour reveals that a sub-

stantial portion of the parameter space remains permis-

sible, which is contrary to our expectation that a stiff

EoS would be required to generate twin stars. However,

when only the J0740 constraint is applied, the high-

density behavior of the speed of sound is confined to a

region where c2s/c
2 > 0.8. When all constraints are ap-

plied, we confirm that the high-density speed of sound

is bounded from below by c2s/c
2 > 0.9. This result re-

inforces our earlier discussion: the combination of the

twin star condition and the astrophysical constraints

necessitates that the speed of sound in neutron stars

approaches the speed of light rather than conforming to

the conformal limit, as also noted in Alford et al. (2013);

Bedaque & Steiner (2015b); Tews et al. (2018a). Such a

high, nearly constant speed of sound suggests that the

neutron star core in this branch is likely to contain ex-

otic degrees of freedom.

4. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In summary, we have systematically explored—for

the first time—the parameter space within a widely

adopted speed-of-sound (CS) EoS meta-model to in-

vestigate the emergence of twin star configurations via

strong first-order phase transitions. This subspace is

surprisingly broad, supplementing existing studies that

have not accounted for it. Our comprehensive Bayesian

analysis—integrating MR constraints from NICER ob-

servations of rotation-powered millisecond pulsars like

J0030, J0740, J0437—reveals that the resultant com-

pact branch, situated around 1 to 1.2 M⊙ with a radius

of approximately 7 km, surprisingly coincides with the

MR ranges proposed for the anomalous observation of

XTE J1814–338. This concordance suggests that hybrid

twin star configurations may provide a viable explana-

tion for the observed anomaly.

Futhermore, although Kini et al. (2024) propose

that accommodating such an ultracompact neutron star

might require a phase transition pressure Ptrans < 50

MeV/fm3, our compact branch yields an extreme tran-

sition pressure of Ptrans = 108.9+6.46
−4.85 MeV/fm3, tran-

sition density εtrans/ε0 = 4.847+0.271
−0.134 and an energy

density jump ∆ε = 636.4+233
−268 MeV/fm3, correspond-

ing to ∆ε/ε0 = 3.716+2.020
−1.854. By analyzing the speed

of sound behavior of the EoS posterior, we found the

high-density speed of sound is driven toward the speed

of light (c2s/c
2 > 0.9) to full fill all the astrophysical con-

straints if assume the existence of twin star, indicating

the potential presence of some exotic matter in the hy-

brid twin star core. Overall, our findings demonstrate

that continuous CS meta-model naturally accommodate

both conventional and ultra-compact neutron star con-

figurations, offering new insights into the exotic physics

governing dense matter.

In this discussion, we did not take into account the

observation of HESS J1731-347. Recent observations

(Doroshenko et al. 2022) suggest that this object could

represent a measurement in which its MR fall within the

radius gap between our compact and normal branches.

However, as noted in Salmi et al. (2024), significant sys-

tematics remain in these results, such as the distance

assumptions based on a uniform-temperature carbon at-

mosphere model (see also Li et al. (2023)). Considering

these caveats, we have chosen not to include this object

in our analysis of twin star cases.

Another notable source missing from our current con-

straints is PSR J1231-1411 (Salmi et al. 2024; Qi et al.

2025), a millisecond X-ray pulsar reported to have

a mass of 1.04+0.05
−0.03 M⊙ and a radius of 13.5+0.3

−0.5 km.

Although there remain considerable systematic uncer-

tainties related to inference convergence and modeling

strategies about this source, it is interesting to note that

this source lies on the normal branch of our twin star MR

posterior, indicating that PSR J1231-1411 would reside

in a normal branch side of twin star space character-

ized by similar masses as we proposed for the compact

branch but distinct radii, with a radius difference ∆R

of approximately 6 km.
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Figure 6. Contour plot illustrating the various MR distributions. The solid lines represent the 68%, 95%, and 99% credible
levels derived from observations of four stars (J0740, J0030, J0437, J1814), with distinct colors corresponding to each star. The
dashed line indicates the compact-branch 99% credible level MR region for varying values of a7 within our constrained prior,
with different colors denoting each values of a7 = {1/3, 2/3, 1}.

A. RELATION BETWEEN PRIOR MASS RANGE AND SPEED OF SOUND LIMIT

In Figure 6, we show a clear relationship between the asymptotic limit of the speed of sound at very high densities

and the MR range for the twin star configurations. In this plot, we show all points within the 99% contour. Specifically,

the MR range increases as the upper limit of the speed of sound is raised. For comparison, we also plot MR posteriors

for four pulsars: PSR J0030+0451 (J0030, Riley et al. (2019); Miller et al. (2019); Vinciguerra et al. (2024)), PSR

J0437–4715 (J0437, Choudhury et al. (2024)), PSR J0740+6620 (J0740, Riley et al. (2021); Miller et al. (2021); Salmi

et al. (2024); Dittmann et al. (2024)), and XTE J1814–338 (J1814, Kini et al. (2024)). Notably, Figure 6 shows that

J1814 falls completely outside the constrained MR prior region corresponding to a7 = 1/3, where a7 is defined as the

high-density limit of the speed of sound squared in this CS model.
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