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In this letter, we present a new method that quantitatively identifies the occurrence probability
of equations of state (EoS) beyond “standard” EoS models that disfavor sharp and strong phase-
transitions, based on neutron star mass and radius observations. The radii of two neutron stars with
different masses are naturally correlated, in part because both of them are sensitive to the symmetry
energy of the EoS. We show the radii of two neutron stars observed by NICER (PSR J0740+6620
and PSR 0030+0451) are correlated if these two neutron stars are built upon EoSs with no sharp
and strong first-order phase transitions. We further show that the linear correlation of the neutron
star radii can be significantly weakened, when strong and sharp first-order phase transitions occur.
We propose a new quantity, DL, which measures the extent to which the linear correlation of the
radii of two neutron stars is weakened. Our method gives a 48% identification probability (with
a 5% false alarm rate) that the NICER observations indicate the necessity for a sharp and strong
phase transition. Future observations can confirm or rule out this identification. Our method is
generalizable to any pair of neutron star masses and can be employed with other sets of observations
in the future.

Introduction – The composition, as well as the equa-
tion of state (EoS) beneath the crust of Neutron Stars
(NSs), have long been an open question in nuclear astro-
physics. The difficulty of uncovering unknown proper-
ties (for example, the possible hadron-quark phase tran-
sitions) of neutron star cores exists in both theoretical
and experimental endeavors. From the theoretical side,
the understanding of quantum chromodynamics (QCD)
phase diagrams is far from being complete and thus re-
sults in large theoretical uncertainties of properties of
nuclear matter above the saturation density, n0 [1–4].
Experimentally, a strong constraint on n0 of cold nuclear
matter can be found by measuring central densities of
heavy nuclei. However, the direct observation of dense
matter at around n0 is still challenging because of the
difficulties of probing central neutron densities of nuclei
[5]. Although the densities of nuclear matter in neutron
star cores go well above the saturation density, producing
them at laboratories is inaccessible. Heavy ion collision
(HIC) experiments are capable of probing nuclear equa-
tion of states at several saturation densities, but the tem-
peratures observed at HIC are much higher than those
in neutron star environments [6]. Astronomical obser-
vations provide another way (and probably the most di-
rect way) to study extremely dense matter in neutron
stars. In the last six years, three historic observations
(GW170817 by LIGO [7], PSR J0030+0451 by NICER
[8] and PSR J0740+6620 by NICER [9, 10]) have sig-
nificantly strengthened the constraints on neutron star
mass-radius (M-R) relationship and thus on EoSs. The
impact of NICER and LIGO observations on EoSs has
been investigated extensively using both parametric and
non-parametric EoS models [11–17], using Beyesian infer-

ence. However, because of the small number of observed
neutron star events and relatively large uncertainties of
measured neutron star radii, the M−R relationship may
have not been constrained at desired accuracy to con-
firm or rule out the existence of quark matter in the
core of neutron stars. Indeed, it is extremely difficult to
quantify the possibility of the occurrence of hadron-quark
phase transitions in neutron stars using currently avail-
able data from astronomical observations. It is not only
because of lack of experimental constraints but also the
additional degrees of freedoms introduced by phase tran-
sitions span a wide plausible range in the EoS parameter
space, making EoSs with phase transitions masquerade
as those without any phase transitions [18].

Recently, the measurements of parity-violating asym-
metry in the elastic scattering of polarized electrons
lead to model-independent determination of neutron skin
thickness of 208Pb [19] and 48Ca [20]. These measure-
ments of neutron skin thickness interestingly correlate
with the radii of neutron stars, as both neutron skin
thickness and neutron star radii are sensitive to the slope
of symmetry energy at around saturation density. One
also expects a strong correlation between the neutron
skin thickness of 208Pb and the neutron skin thickness of
48Ca for a similar reason.

Note that similar to the correlation between the neu-
tron skin thickness of two nuclei that is observed in
both non-relativistic and relativistic theoretical models
[20, 21], the radius of a 1.4 M⊙ neutron star may also be
strongly correlated with the radius of a 2.0 M⊙ neutron
star. How strong would the correlation of the radii of
neutron stars be? Would the radii of PSR J0030+0451
and PSR J0740+6620 measured by NICER agree with

ar
X

iv
:2

31
0.

01
61

9v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.H

E
] 

 2
 O

ct
 2

02
3



2

the theoretically predicted correlation of NS radii? We
systematically study and further quantify the correlation
between the radii of two neutron stars. It has been real-
ized that strong phase transitions may be reflected by the
difference of radii of two neutron stars [13, 22]. We fur-
ther demonstrate that if observations of the radii of two
neutron stars significantly deviate from the theoretically
predicted correlation, this is a strong indication of the
occurrence of phase transitions in neutron stars. Indeed,
in the absence of other observational evidence, we argue
that a strong deviation of two radii from the expected
correlation is one of the most sensitive probes of a phase
transition.

Characterizing the neutron star radii correlation – The
radii of neutron stars are mainly determined by the stiff-
ness of EoSs. Thus, given the NS maximum mass,MTOV,
it is possible to find a softened EoS with a phase transi-
tion which minimizes the NS radius, and a stiff EoS which
maximizes the NS radius [23]. As the slope of symme-
try energy of the EoS increases, the size of neutron stars
grows [24]. If there is a correlation between the radii of
two neutron stars with mass M1 and M2, its linear re-
gression line should be approximately characterized by
the minimum and maximum radius of these two neutron
stars:

RM2
= Rmin

M2
+ (RM1

−Rmin
M1

)
Rmax

M2
−Rmin

M2

Rmax
M1

−Rmin
M1

, (1)

where R
min/max
M1,M2

is the minimum and maximum radius of
a neutron star with mass M1,2. Note Eq. 1 infers that
when M1 − M2 ̸= 0, the weakening of NS radii corre-
lation may not be best indicated by RM1

− RM2
, which

was used to characterize M-R distributions in some re-
cent studies [13, 22]. The lower and upper bound of
NS radii have been investigated in Ref. [23] with mini-
mum model dependence by combining the Chiral Effec-
tive Field Theory (CEFT) constraints at low densities
with a causal EOS at higher densities. Using their re-
sults, we construct our calibration line using Eq. 1. This
line can be used as a standard to quantify the extent
to which an ensemble of points of {RM1

, RM2
} deviates

from the expected radius correlation, as will be discussed
below. In the following, we choose M1 = 1.34 M⊙ and
M2 = 2.0 M⊙, since those values are close to the mean of
the mass of PSR J0030+0451 and PSR J0740+6620 mea-
sured by NICER. We obtain R

min/max
1.34,2.0 from Ref. [23],

where Rmin
1.34 = 9.7 ± 0.4 km, Rmin

2.0 = 9.0 ± 0.0 km,
Rmax

1.34 = 12.6±0.3 km, and Rmax
2.0 = 13.1±0.2 km, assum-

ing the maximum neutron star mass MTOV = 2.0 M⊙.

The uncertainty of R
min/max
1.34,2.0 mainly comes from: (1) the

uncertainty of chiral effective field theory at n < 2.0 n0
and (2) the undetermined MTOV. However, these as-
sumptions have only a mild effect on characterizing neu-
tron star radii correlations, and we discuss this effect in
more details in the supplemental material.

NS radii coming from theoretical models and NICER
observations – We first investigate the NS radii corre-
lation in three different theoretical EoS models. The
first EoS model “3P” from Ref. [17], uses three piecewise
continuous polytropes to represent the high-density EoS.
Even though the EoS is not differentiable between the
three polytropes, this parameterization (together with its
prior distribution) mimics the behavior of EoSs without
phase transitions or those with only weak phase tran-
sitions. The second, EoS model “4L” from Ref. [17],
uses four line segments (also piecewise continuous), and
this model (together with its prior distribution) mim-
ics the behavior of EoSs without phase transitions, or
those with either weak or moderate first order phase
transitions. The 3P and 4L model, or related parame-
terizations, have been widely used in Bayesian inference
of dense matter EoSs [25–29]. Finally, the third EoS
model, the Constant Speed of Sound (CSS) parameteriza-
tion from Ref. [30, 31], represents either one or two sharp
first-order phase transitions. The points of {RM1, RM2}
from these models are sampled from the posterior distri-
bution as will be discussed in the supplemental material.

In the left panel of Fig. 1, we present the line from
Eq. 1 as well as the density of points of {R1.34, R2.0}
based on 3P and 4L EoS parameterizations. The linear
correlations exhibited by points of {R1.34, R2.0} of 3P and
4L models are obvious, since in 3P and 4L parameteri-
zations the occurrence of moderate phase transitions are
allowed but strong and sharp phase transitions are un-
likely. On the other hand, the introduction of sharp phase
transitions, greatly weakens the correlation between the
density-dependent symmetry energies before and after it,
and thus likely reduce the correlation between the radii
of two neutron stars with unequal mass. This trend has
also been observed in recent studies of phase transitions
of EoSs using non-parametric EoSs [22].

In the right panel, we present the probabilistic dis-
tribution of the point of {R1.34, R2.0} based on NICER
observations. We also show values of {R1.34, R2.0} from
the CSS parameterization, selected to have very similar
R1.34 but very different R2.0. Interestingly, the points
of {R1.34, R2.0} of CSS model can significantly deviate
from the line inferred by our above maximum and
minimum NS radii investigations. This can be easily
understood since a strong and sharp phase transition
with Ptran > P 1.34

cent can easily change the radius of a
2.0 M⊙ NS while have no influence on the radius of a
1.34 M⊙ NS, where Ptran is the pressure at the sharp
phase-transition and P 1.34

cent stands for central pressure of
a 1.34 M⊙ NS. Last but not least, the probability density
distribution of {R1.34, R2.0} based on NICER (denoted
as PNICER below) is evaluated by PNICER(R1.34, R2.0) =
PJ0030+0451(R1.34) × PJ0740+6620(R2.0), where
PJ0030+0451(R1.34) and PJ0740+6620(R2.0) stand for
the probability that a neutron star with 1.34 M⊙ (2.0
M⊙) have radius of R1.34 (R2.0) based on observation of
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FIG. 1. The line from Eq. 1 comparing with distributions of {R1.34, R2.0} in 3P and 4L (left panel) and distributions of
{R1.34, R2.0} in CSS and NICER observations (right panel). The thick solid, thin solid and thin dashed curves represent 1 σ,
2 σ and 3 σ density contours of 3P and 4L distributions. The shaded light yellow band represents linear regression line with
uncertainty of 1 σ. The upper and lower dashed blue lines represent a band of threshold with DTh

L = 0.9 km, beyond which
one may claim beyond “standard” EoS models are observed. The colored distribution represents the probability distribution
of {R1.34, R2.0} based on two NICER measurements [8, 9]. The red dots represent a selected ensemble of CSS realizations that
have similar R1.34 while very different R2.0.

PSR J0030+0451 (PSR J0740+6620).

The important observation is that the probability dis-
tribution of the {R1.34, R2.0} point inferred by NICER
has a significant statistical weight far from the expected
linear correlation. This region cannot be easily reached
by the 3P and 4L models, but can be easily reached by
CSS models.

Quantifying the identification probability of models be-
yond standard scenario – Since the line characterizing the
correlation of radii of two neutron stars as described in
Eq. 1 is weakly model-dependent, we define DL as the
distance between this line and a point of {R1.34, R2.0}.
We use DL to measure the extent to which the radii do
not match the expected correlation. In Fig. 2, based
on the posterior distribution of points of {R1.34, R2.0},
we have P(D3P

L ), and P(D4L
L ) which give the probability

distributions of DL based on 3P and 4L models. The
P(DNICER

L ), obtained from probabilistic interpretation
of two NICER measurements, are generated and com-
pared with the former. The distribution of P(DNICER

L )
has an obviously larger spread comparing to P(D3P

L ) and
P(D4L

L ).

To quantitatively estimate the probability that sce-
narios beyond “standard” EoS parameterizations (where
strong and sharp phase transitions are strongly disfa-
vored) occur in NICER observations, we calculate:

PI =

∫ ∞

DTh
L

P(DNICER
L )dDL , (2)
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FIG. 2. The distribution of {DL} in Skyrme, 3P, 4L and in
NICER observations. The five red dots represent a selected
ensemble of CSS realizations that have DL > 1.5 km that lie
well beyond the distribution of {DL} in Skyrme, 3P and 4L.
The blue vertical dotdashed line represent DTh

L = 0.9 km.
The details of selected models are describe in supplemental
material.

and

PFA =

∫ ∞

DTh
L

P(Dstandard
L )dDL , (3)

where PI stands for the identification probability of EoSs
beyond standard scenario and PFA is the false alarm
rate. The concept of PI and PFA has been widely used
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in statistical signal processing and detection theory [32].
We define DTh

L to be a threshold of DL, above which
one can claim that an EoS beyond a “standard sce-
nario” exists. The P(DNICER

L ) is the the probability
distribution of DL based on NICER observations and
the P(DStandard

L ) is the probability distribution based on
“standard” EoS models (such as 3P and 4L and their
associated prior probabilities). Note the choice of DTh

L

depends on P(DStandard
L ) as well as the desired accuracy

(the value of PFA) of a measurement. In this work the
“standard” models include a large variety of parameter-
ized models that have no phase-transitions at all or do
not have phase transitions with large regions of density
which have a very small or zero sound speed. One may
further decrease the model dependence by investigating
P(Dstandard

L ) using pure Skyrme or relativistic mean field
EoSs. However, we do not expect including more stan-
dard model parameterizations will qualitatively change
the range of P(Dstandard

L ). Indeed, the distribution of
DL of both 3P and 4L models vanish when DL > 1.5 km.

In Fig. 2, we then get PI = 48% using Eq. 2 and
3, when the DTh

L = 0.9 km is chosen. The choice of
DTh

L = 0.9 (represented by a vertical dot-dashed line of
this figure) corresponds to PFA = 4.7% (0.5%) when the
“standard scenario” is represented by 3P (4L) model.
Note that DTh

L is unrelated to the uncertainty of the
line from Eq. 1 shown in Fig. 1. There could be
multiple realizations of NS EoSs that result in weak
correlations between the radii of PSR J0030+0451 and
PSR J0740+6620, and EoSs constructed using the CSS
model are one of those possibilities. Consequently, in-
stead of studying the full probabilistic distribution of CSS
EoSs, we presented a representative group of points of
{R1.34, R2.0} that greatly deviate from Eq. 1 using the
CSS model in Fig. 1 and 2. The CSS points in Fig. 2
demonstrate that a large value of DL can be realized in
a model with sharp and strong phase transitions. Con-
sidering the extremely large number of degrees of free-
dom in high-density EoSs, and our lack of direct con-
straints on them, we choose to conservatively interpret
PI of NICER observations as the occurrence probabil-
ity of beyond “standard” EoS parameterizations, rather
than an indication of CSS EoSs.

Conclusions and future directions – The presence of a
phase transition is an important diagnostic of QCD and
has important implications for binary NS mergers and
core-collapse supernovae. Usually, the identification of
phase transitions is performed via reconstructions of full
NS M-R curves and reconstructions of full EoSs. How-
ever, phase transitions are local and the identification of
high-density EoS features may rely on the very detailed
structure of a NS M-R curve. Given very few measure-
ments of NS radii, a quantitative identification of phase
transitions via traditional methods may be difficult.

This letter introduces a new way of identifying phase
transitions by investigating the two-point correlation of

neutron star radii. We found the point {R1.34, R2.0}
based on NICER data may significantly deviate from our
calibrated correlation line for NS radii. If this is the
case, then the NICER data is difficult to be explained
using EoSs with weak or non-existent phase transitions.
We quantitatively estimate the false identification prob-
ability to be PFA ≤ 5%. The model-dependence of this
method comes from an imperfect understanding of low-
density EoSs that influences the constraints for maxi-
mum and minimum radii of NSs. It also results from the
sampled points of {R1.34, R2.0} coming from theoretical
EoS mdoels as representative of the “standard scenario”.
Given a large ensemble of EoSs (534,856 4L EoSs and
436,875 3P EoSs) we have tested, we believe this model
dependence is likely weak. In the supplemental material,
we also demonstrate that the model dependence coming
from the uncertainty of low-density EoSs is also weak.

Note that as the gap between two NS masses decreases,
the correlation between the NS radii becomes stronger,
and an identification of phase transitions using this newly
proposed method becomes more accurate. Indeed, when
two neutron stars have equal mass, even a slight devia-
tion from the linear correlation clearly indicates a strong
and sharp phase transition since it means two neutron
stars with equal mass but unequal radii (the “twin-star”
scenario proposed by Refs. [33–35]) are observed. The
deviation of the correlation between NS radii is actually
a generalized “twin star scenario” that have not been sys-
tematically studied and this work makes the first step and
a roadmap for the next ones. Also note that, with num-
ber of N neutron stars observed, we can construct N(N-
1)/2 number of two-point correlations. So, the Nth newly
observed NS brings (N-1) more new chances of identifying
the phase transitions by investigating the correlations. In
the future, the observations from next-generation grav-
itational wave detectors [36–39] may provide a next-to-
leading-order measurement of the tidal deformability δΛ̃
from binary neutron star mergers [40], which enables one
to study the mass and the radii of two neutron stars
involved in a merger system separately. Those future
observations could be pivotal for phase-transition identi-
fications, as this letter demonstrates.

To conclude, we find the combined NICER observa-
tions (PSR J0740+6620 and PSR 0030+045) can devi-
ate from the theoretically predicted correalations of NS
radii with non-vanishing statistical significance. Our lin-
ear correlation method (1) quantitatively estimates the
occurrence probability of models beyond the standard
scenario with weak model dependence and (2) is signif-
icantly more effective when additional neutron stars are
observed because the new two-point neutron star radii
correlations can be used to detect a phase transition. Fi-
nally, we note that recently there is an updated mass-
radius analysis of the 2017-2018 NICER data set of PSR
J0030+0451 [41], and we plan to include updated NICER
data using this method in future investigations.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

A. Models of EoSs and constraints on their posterial distributions

In this section we describe the EoS models investigated in this work in details.
In 3P and 4L models, the low-density EoSs below n0 follows a form as

E(nB, x) = ESkyrme(nB, 0.5) + [(1− 2x)2EPNM(nB, 0)− ESkyrme(nB, 0.5)], (X.1)

where the ESkyrme(nB, 0.5) were single nucleon energy of Skyrme models at proton fraction x = 0.5. The Skyrme Hamiltonian
is:

HSk =
k5Fn

10π2m∗
n

+
k5Fp

10π2m∗
p

+Hpot(nn, np). (X.2)

The first two terms of Eq. X.2 are the kinetic terms for the neutrons and the protons and Hpot is the potential written as:

Hpot =
1

2
n2t0

(
1 +

x0
2

)
− 1

2
(n2n + n2p)t0

(
1

2
+ x0

)

+
1

12
n2+γt3

(
1 +

x3
2

)

− 1

12
nγ(n2n + n2p)t3

(
1

2
+ x3

)
.

(X.3)

The neutron and proton effective masses are functions of densities and is written as

mn

m∗
n

=1 + 2mn

{1

4
n
[
t1(1 +

1

2
x1) + t2(1 +

1

2
x2)

]
+

1

4
nn

[
− t1(

1

2
+ x1) + t2(

1

2
+ x2)

]}
,

(X.4)

and
mp

m∗
p

=1 + 2mp

{1

4
n
[
t1(1 + 1/2x1) + t2(1 + 1/2x2)

]
+

1

4
np

[
− t1(1/2 + x1) + t2(1/2 + x2)

]}
.

(X.5)

Two additional terms are included in the Skyrme Hamiltonian for calculating properties of finite nuclei, which are important
constraints on Skyrme. parameterizations when x ≈ 0.5. These two terms are:

HSO = b4J · ▽n+ b′4(Jn · ▽nn + Jp · ▽np), (X.6)

and

HJ = − 1

16
(t1x1 + t2x2)J2 +

1

16
(t1 − t2)(J2

n + J2
p), (X.7)

where HSO are spin-orbit interactions and HJ are the central tensor terms. The Jn/p is the spin-orbit density Jn/p =∑n(p)
i ψ†

i
−→σ × −→▽ψi and J = Jn + Jp. The posterior of Skyrme parameterizations in 3P and 4L model are constructed

similarly as in [1]. As for the EPNS, it is the single nucleon energy of pure neutron matter and is constrained by Chiral EFT
calculations [2–4]. At higher densities, the 3P model is parameterized with three polytropic segments, each written as

P = KϵΓ , (X.8)

and the 4L model is parameterized with four line segments which change slope at fixed energy densities. More details about the
posterior distribution of 3P and 4L models are introduced in [5].

Finally, in the CSS model, the crust EoS follows the one described in [6, 7]. The EoS beneath the crust are parameterized as

ϵ(p) =

{
ϵDBHF p ≤ ptrans

ϵDBHF +∆ϵ+ c−2
QM(p− ptrans) p > ptrans

(X.9)

where ϵDBHF stands for energy density coming from DBHF EoS [8], ptrans stands for the phase transition pressure, ∆ϵ stands
for the jump of energy density at phase transition and cQM stands for a constant speed of sound in quark matter. The sampling
of CSS models are described in [9].
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Figure X.1. Linear regression line inferred by maximum and minimum radii of neutron stars. The dotted-dashed curve are obtained using the
lower bound of NSs assuming MTOV=2.0, while the black solid curve are obtained using the lower bound of NSs assuming MTOV=2.6.
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Figure X.2. The probabilistic distribution of DL based on 3P (left panel) and 4L (right panel). The solid black curve represent the distribution
based on linear regression line considering uncertainties as discussed in Eq. X.10. The dashed curve represent the distribution based on the
mean of linear regression line.

B. Linear regression Line with weak model-dependence

In this section we discuss the model-dependency of the linear regression line inferred by maximum & minimum radii of
neutron stars. Firstly, the model dependency may come from undetermined maximum mass of NSs. Indeed, as shown in [10],
the lower bounds of NS radii heavily depends on the assumption of maximum mass of NSs. However, the features of linear
regression are almost uninfluenced by the assumption of maximum mass of NSs as we demonstrate it in Fig. X.1. In Fig. X.1,
we compared two linear regression lines that are both obtained from [10]. The first one are obtained assuming the maximum NS
mass MTOV = 2.0 M⊙ while the second one assumes MTOV = 2.6 M⊙. We found that these two linear regression lines are
almost identical to each other.

Secondly, the model dependency may come from uncertainties of maximum/minimum radii of NSs. In the following, we
assume the distribution of Rmax/min

1.34/2.0 follows Gaussian distributions and sampled 500 linear regression lines given distributions
of {Rmax

1.34 , R
min
1.34, R

max
2.0 , R

min
2.0 }. Given a point of {R1.34, R2.0}, its DL considering the uncertainty of linear regression line will

be

DL =
1

N

∑

{i}
Di

L, (X.10)
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Figure X.3. The distribution of points of {RM1, RM2} in three different neutron star pairs from 3P models. The NS mass of these three
pairs are {1.42M⊙, 1.47M⊙}, {1.42M⊙, 2.01M⊙}, {1.42M⊙, 2.18M⊙} respectively. The thick black, thin black and dashed black curves
represent the 1 σ, 2 σ and 3σ density contours of the distributions. The linear correlation becomes stronger and stronger as the mass gap
decreases.

where Di
L represents the distance from the ith sampled linear regression line to {R1.34, R2.0}. The Di

Ls are sampled using an
importance sampling method in the space of {Rmax

1.34 , R
min
1.34, R

max
2.0 , R

min
2.0 }, where its distribution follows a multivariate Gaussian

function.
In Fig. X.2, We compare the distribution of DL with the distribution of Dmean

L , where Dmean
L is the distance between a point

of {R1.34, R2.0} and the averaged line, which is obtained using the mean value of {Rmax
1.34 , R

min
1.34, R

max
2.0 , R

min
2.0 }. We find these

two distributions are almost the same when DL > 0.4 Km, which ensures that the uncertainty of Rmax/min
1.34/2.0 has ignorable effect

on the estimation of PI and PFA.

C. Increase of Identification power benefited by future observations

In this section, we show that even one more future observation of a neutron star with its mass and radius measured will greatly
increase the chance of identifying phase transition. The identification power increases rapidly as the number of observations
accumulates, using the method proposed in this letter.

Given one more observation of neutron star mass and radius, we are able to construct two more two-point correlation of
NS radii. And very likely, the mass gap of NSs in the new two-neutron NS pair will be smaller than the current one, which is
2.07−1.34 = 0.73 M⊙. In Fig.X.3 , we show that as the mass gap decreases, the linear correlation of NS radii strengthens based
on standard EoS parameterizations. This fact allows us to make clearer identification of EoS phase transitions quantitatively.
Finally, the number of chances of identifying phase transitions increases rapidly if several more neutron stars are observed. It is
also worth mentioning that, if the radii of NSs involved in NS merger events can be accurately measured in future gravitational
wave observations [11, 12], where the mass gap may likely be small, they may provide strong evidence on the existence (or
non-existence) of sharp phase transitions based of the method introduced in this work.
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