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Neutron stars provide an ideal theoretical framework for exploring fundamental physics when
nuclear matter surpasses densities encountered within atomic nuclei. Despite their paramount im-
portance, uncertainties in the equation of state (EoS) have shrouded their internal structure. For
rotating neutron stars, the shape of their surface is contingent upon the EoS and the rotational
dynamics. This work proposes new universal relations regarding the star’s surface, employing
machine-learning techniques for regression. More specifically, we developed highly accurate uni-
versal relations for a neutron star’s eccentricity, the star’s ratio of the polar to the equatorial radius,
and the effective gravitational acceleration at both the pole and the equator. Furthermore, we
propose an accurate theoretical formula for (d logR(µ)/dθ)max. This research addresses key astro-
nomical aspects by utilizing these global parameters as features for the training phase of a neural
network. Along the way, we introduce new effective parameterizations for each star’s global surface
characteristics. Our regression methodology enables accurate estimations of the star’s surface R(µ),
its corresponding logarithmic derivative d logR(µ)/dθ, and its effective acceleration due to gravity
g(µ) with accuracy better than 1%. The analysis is performed for an extended sample of rotating
configurations constructed using a large ensemble of 70 tabulated hadronic, hyperonic, and hybrid
EoS models that obey the current multimessenger constraints and cover a wide range of stiffnesses.
Above all, the suggested relations could provide an accurate framework for the star’s surface esti-
mation using data acquired from the NICER X-ray telescope or future missions, and constrain the
EoS of nuclear matter when measurements of the relevant observables become available.

I. INTRODUCTION

Neutron stars (NSs) are unparalleled cosmic laboratories
for investigating fundamental physics and gaining profound
insight into the nature of the densest compact objects in the
Universe. Distinguished by high nuclear density within the
stellar core, rapid rotation, and remarkable compactness,
NSs embody an astrophysical system described by the Gen-
eral Theory of Relativity (GR) and serve as a joint research
area for relativistic astrophysics and nuclear physics.

One of the foremost challenges in nuclear astrophysics
is to unravel the properties of ultradense and cold nu-
clear matter beyond the nuclear saturation density, de-
noted as ρ0 ≈ 2.8 × 1014 g/cm3. These properties remain
inadequately understood. Within this context, establish-
ing the relation between the structure of an NS, its global
attributes (such as mass and radius), and the underlying
microphysics—specifically, the equation of state (EoS)—is
imperative for comprehending and validating diverse astro-
physical scenarios. Presuming that nuclear matter within
the star is appropriately described by a perfect fluid, the
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intrinsic microphysical properties are encapsulated by a
barotropic EoS, representing the relation between the pres-
sure and energy density of matter [1–12].

The accurate determination of NS properties, including
masses and equatorial radii, is anticipated to unveil insights
into the EoS [6, 9, 11–18]. While accurate measurements
of the former have been obtained through observations of
orbital parameters in double pulsar systems using radio
astronomy, determining the latter remains challenging [1,
10, 17, 19–21]. Considerable efforts have been made toward
this scope, mainly through the spectroscopic observations
of quiescent NSs [22–26] and X-ray bursters [10, 19, 27–29].
However, current inferences regarding the equatorial radii
carry substantial systematic errors [9–12, 17, 19–21, 30–32].

In recent years, a wealth of observational data on NSs
has emerged using diverse methods, including gravitational
wave ground-based detectors such as Advanced LIGO [33]
and Advanced Virgo [34], as well as measurements in the
electromagnetic band, such with the NICER mission, that
focuses on observing X-ray pulse emissions emanating from
hot spots on the surfaces of NSs [10–12, 30, 31, 35–39].
These astrophysical observations have led to numerous ef-
forts to narrow down and constrain the EoS, resulting in
a better understanding of the fundamental particle inter-
actions occurring at the NSs’ interiors. These endeavors
include utilizing NICER measurements of mass and ra-
dius [10–12, 17, 21, 30, 31, 39, 40], measuring tidal de-
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formability through gravitational waves (GWs) [14, 41–52],
and applying joint constraints, as seen in [14, 48–63]. In
particular, the detection of the binary NS merger event
GW170817 [64, 65] has prompted additional studies in this
field [48, 49, 51, 63, 66–73].

At the same time, the nuclear physics community has
developed a wide variety of EoS models. These models dif-
fer in terms of the assumed composition of the NS interior,
the nucleon interaction properties, and the methods used to
tackle the associated many-body problem. In each case, the
derivation of the NS properties directly depends on the spe-
cific properties of the chosen EoS [2–4, 7, 74, 75]. Given the
observational data on the macroscopic properties of NSs,
common approaches based on Bayesian statistics have been
implemented to infer the EoS, see e.g. [12, 53–60, 76, 77].
In addition, recent studies have employed Artificial Neural
Networks (ANNs) to reconstruct the EoS based on global
properties of NSs [78–82]. Notably, Morawski & Bejger
[83] investigated the application of ANNs supported by the
autoencoder architecture, while Sona et al. [84, 85] em-
ployed ANNs to represent the EoS in a model-independent
manner, leveraging the unsupervised automatic differen-
tiation framework. Several Machine-Learning (ML) tech-
niques have also been employed to explore the NS EoS.
For instance, Lobato et al. [86] used a clustering method
to identify patterns in mass-radius curves, while [87] inves-
tigated correlations between different dense matter EoSs
using unsupervised ML techniques. Furthermore, efforts
have been made to derive nuclear matter properties from
NS EoS and observations using deep neural networks, as
demonstrated in [82, 88].

While NS global parameters are related to the EoS,
the pursuit of investigating EoS-insensitive (universal) re-
lations between stellar parameters has seen significant
progress. Ravenhall and Pethick [89] initially introduced a
relation between the normalized moment of inertia I/MR2

eq

and stellar compactness C = M/Req, emphasizing its ap-
parent EoS insensitivity. Subsequent modifications to this
relation were made by Lattimer and Prakash [90] and Be-
jger and Haensel [91] and then used by Lattimer and Schutz
[92] to estimate the NS’s radius based on combined mass
and moment of inertia measurements of a pulsar in a binary
system. Similar relations were also proposed by Breu and
Rezzola [93] for both slowly and rapidly rotating equilib-
rium configurations. Laarakkers and Poisson [94] demon-
strated a quadratic dependence of the quadrupole moment
Q on the star’s angular momentum J , while Pappas and
Apostolatos [95, 96] proposed a cubic dependence of the
spin octupole S3 on J , suggesting a Kerr-like behavior for
the moments. Urbanec et al. [97] identified a univer-
sal relation in slow-rotating NSs, expressing the reduced
quadrupole moment Q̄ = −MM2/J

2 as a quantity in-
versely proportional to compactness. Yagi and Yunes ex-
tended these findings, highlighting a new universal relation
between the normalized quadrupole moment Q̄ and stel-
lar compactness in both slow-rotating NSs and quark stars
[98].

Yagi and Yunes also discovered relations involving the
reduced moment of inertia I, quadrupole moment Q, and
tidal love number λ with accuracy better than 1% in the
slow-rotation limit assuming small tidal deformations [99].
Bauböck et al. [100] conducted related work using the
Hartle-Thorne approximation, offering insights that serve
as a valuable tool for resolving degeneracies in modeling
GW signals from inspiraling binaries [101, 102]. Although
these relations show promise, challenges arise in the case of
rapid rotation. For example, Doneva et al. [103] revealed a
weakening in EoS independence between the moment of in-
ertia I and the quadrupole moment Q under rapid rotation.
Pappas and Apostolatos [104] restored universality by in-
troducing the dimensionless angular momentum χ = J/M2

as a spin parameter instead of the rotation frequency. This
insight, extended by Chakrabarti et al. [105], underscores
the significance of employing dimensionless quantities to
establish universal relations for rapidly rotating NSs. How-
ever, there is still some confusion on this matter. In partic-
ular, Konstantinou and Morsink [106] discuss the potential
loss of universality concerning the equatorial radius of NSs.
Nevertheless, this may be due to an unfavorable selection
of parameters, which is similar to the case outlined in [103].

Taking a slightly different direction, Pappas and Apos-
tolatos [104], along with Stein et al. [107], explored EoS-
insensitive three-parameter relations (M,χ, Q̄) applicable
to NSs. Subsequently, these relations were extended to in-
clude quark stars by Yagi et al. [108] and Chatziioannou
et al. [109], incorporating higher-order multipole moments.
In addition, recent progress in formulating universal rela-
tions has incorporated innovative data science approaches.
For instance, Papigkiotis and Pappas [110] utilized super-
vised ML techniques to derive EoS-insensitive relations
for NS global parameters, while Manoharan and Kokkotas
[111] employed statistical data analysis methods. Efforts
also extended to provide theoretical justifications, linking
universality to the homologous isodensity profiles within
stars and the stiffness of ultradense EoSs [101, 107, 112].
These endeavors enrich our understanding of NS proper-
ties, affirming the impact of nuclear matter properties at
low-mass densities and emphasizing the role of homologous
structures in both Newtonian and general relativistic sce-
narios [101, 107, 113]. Additionally, proposals by Marti-
non et al. [112] and Sham et al. [114] suggest that ultra-
dense stiff EoSs, when treated as expansions around the
incompressible limit, contribute to the EoS independence
observed at higher compactnesses, where nuclear matter
approaches the limit of an incompressible fluid. The two
pictures are complementary to each other, since a homol-
ogous and almost constant ellipticity profile describes iso-
density surfaces in the incompressible limit.

Above all, measuring the NS bulk properties is one of the
most rigorous tests of our comprehension of matter under
extreme conditions. In that direction, several methods de-
veloped involve analyzing the X-ray flux emission originat-
ing from hot spots on the stellar surface [10, 25, 29, 31, 35–
37, 115–119]. Detected as pulsations from the NICER tele-
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scope, the shape of this radiation (i.e., its profile) car-
ries valuable information about the star’s surface prop-
erties and the surrounding spacetime, see e.g. [38, 120].
This information enables the simultaneous inference of the
mass and the equatorial radius Req at a precision level of
5%–10%. Recent announcements have revealed measure-
ments of the mass and the equatorial radius of the isolated
millisecond pulsars J0030 + 0451 [11, 40, 121, 122], and
J0740 + 6620 [12, 21, 30, 55, 62, 123–125]. Furthermore,
it should be highlighted that for PSR J0740 + 6620, the
most recent equatorial radius estimate [123, 124] based on
the NICER data exhibits strong consistency with the prior
ones [12, 30, 125], aligning well within the reported confi-
dence intervals. PSR J0437−4715, the nearest and most lu-
minous known millisecond pulsar, provides supplementary
constraints on mass and radius, building upon the findings
from previous measurements [31, 126]. However, the deter-
mination of mass and radius for PSR J1231−1411 is compli-
cated by its complex surface emission geometry, including
non-antipodal hot spots, and the weak interpulse feature
in its X-ray pulse profile [127]. Reliable inferences from
the NICER and XMM-Newton data require constrained
radius priors, highlighting the sensitivity of the results to
these assumptions and the challenges of accurately model-
ing the observational data. Furthermore, additional prop-
erties, such as the star’s moment of inertia, can be deduced
using quasi-equation-of-state insensitive relations, see e.g.
[128]. To the best of our knowledge, expected inferences
from the observation of one another PSR: J2124− 3358 is
anticipated to be released in the near future [129].

Many of these primary targets as well as those inves-
tigated through spectroscopic observations have moderate
spins of a few hundred Hz. For instance, rotation-powered
X-ray pulsars observed by NICER are relatively slowly ro-
tating, with spin frequencies ranging from 174 Hz (e.g.,
PSR J0437 − 4715) to 346 Hz (e.g., PSR J0740 + 6620).
In contrast, accretion-powered pulsars exhibit much higher
rotation rates, such as IGR J00291+5934 which rotates at
599 Hz (the fastest AMXP known) [130, 131]. Moreover,
the spin frequencies of quiescent low-mass X-ray binaries
(LMXBs) and X-ray bursters are largely uncertain. How-
ever, examples such as 4U 1608−522, with a spin frequency
of 620 Hz, demonstrate the potential for substantial rota-
tion rates [132, 133]. Table (I) provides an indicative sum-
mary of the typical parameters for the NS configurations
previously discussed, including the range of the dimension-
less spin parameter σ = Ω2R3

eq/GM , derived from plau-
sible values for masses and radii. For PSRs J0437 − 4715
and J0740 + 6620 the parameters displayed are based on
[21, 123, 124, 129]. In contrast, for J00291 + 5934 and
4U 1608− 522, typical and reasonable NS mass and radius
values are employed to extract an estimate for the reduced
spin.

At the frequencies of a few hundred Hz or higher, gravi-
tational effects are influenced not only by the mass and ra-
dius but also by additional parameters, including the NS’s
quadrupole moment and the oblateness of its surface, see

TABLE I. Indicative parameters for different populations of
X-ray NSs.

NS M [M⊙] Req [km] f [Hz] spin parameter σ

PSR J0437− 4715 1.44 15.3+2.0
−1.6 174 ∼ [0.016, 0.032]

PSR J0740 + 6620 2.08+0.07
−0.07 12.49+1.28

−0.88 346 ∼ [0.028, 0.043]

IGR J00291 + 5934 ∼ 1.4 ∼ 10− 14 599 ∼ [0.076, 0.209]
4U 1608− 522 ∼ 1.4 ∼ 10− 14 620 ∼ [0.082, 0.224]

e.g. [134, 135]. Leveraging these observations to measure
the masses and radii of NSs with the precision necessary
for constraining their EoS necessitates taking these non-
negligible effects into account. These electromagnetic ob-
servations combined with GW inferences on the tidal de-
formability from NS binaries will considerably improve our
understanding of the NS EoS, see e.g. [6, 10, 14, 17, 25, 29,
31, 45, 48, 50–53, 60, 62, 116, 118, 119, 121, 122, 136–138].

Mainly, the shape of the NS depends on the EoS and
the rotation frequency parametrization. In the direction
of describing the surface properties of a rotating star, no-
table contributions have been made by Morsink et al. [134]
and AlGendy and Morsink [139], who introduced EoS-
insensitive formulas for surface estimation associated with
the equatorial radius Req. These proposals hinge on the as-
sumption that the fitting coefficients are contingent upon
both the stellar compactness C and the dimensionless spin
parameter σ = Ω2R3

eq/GM . A comprehensive review of
these coefficients across a wider spectrum of NS models was
conducted by Silva et al. [140]. In their work, a new novel
fitting formula based on an elliptical isodensity approxi-
mation [141] was also proposed. Furthermore, regarding
the effective gravitational acceleration on the star’s sur-
face, AlGendy and Morsink [139] proposed universal rela-
tions applicable to both slowly and rapidly rotating NSs.
The coefficients for the relative fitting functions also rely
on C and σ parameters. However, it is important to note
that their analysis was based on a limited sample of EoS
models.

Driven by the aforementioned motivation, this work fo-
cuses on the determination, with high accuracy, of the NS’s
surface, and its effective gravitational acceleration for a
wide range of rotating stellar models. In order to make that
possible, we deployed an ANN architecture for regression.
Crucially, this approach is designed to be independent of
the specific EoS chosen. The choice of an ANNmodel lies in
its ability to discover complex patterns and relations within
data [142]. Additionally, the capacity of neural networks
for learning from large datasets allows them to generalize
well to unseen data, enhancing their predictive accuracy.

Along the way, we have formulated several new EoS-
insensitive relations, serving as valuable global quantities
that characterize the NS configuration. Moreover, these
astrophysical parameters play a crucial role in modeling
various aspects of the star’s surface. The derivation of
these auxiliary universal relations was performed by utiliz-
ing supervised ML techniques, including Cross-Validation
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and least-squares regression. Such techniques facilitated
the identification of the most suitable functional forms that
validate the correlated data. The primary investigation
encompasses a diverse range of rotating models, ranging
from static configurations to frequencies reaching close to
the mass-shedding (Kepler) limit 1. Specifically, we pro-
pose new accurate universal relations about the star’s po-
lar radius, and the star’s eccentricity (oblateness), encom-
passing various observable parameters, such as the stellar
compactness C and the reduced spin σ. In addition, we
explore non-conventional relations, including the theoret-
ical universal description of the star’s surface maximum
value of the logarithmic derivative d logR(µ)/dθ as well as
those concerning the effective acceleration due to gravity at
the star’s pole and equator. With these new insights, we
are able to acquire the essential information for modeling
the star’s surface for arbitrary rotation, leading the trained
ANN model to make precise predictions at 0.25% accu-
racy for each particular NS model within our test ensem-
ble. In addition, the designed ANN architecture provides a
universal estimation of the surface’s logarithmic derivative
d logR(µ)/dθ, and the star’s effective acceleration at the
surface with an accuracy of order less than 1%.

The plan of the paper is as follows. Initially, in Sec. II,
we briefly introduce the numerical setup and the associated
sample of EoSs used to estimate our equilibrium NS-models
ensemble. Then, in Sec. III, we present the enthalpy-based
method utilized for the accurate localization of the NS’s
surface. This section also covers the numerical framework
for the estimation of the logarithmic derivative and the sur-
face effective acceleration due to gravity. Following this, in
Sec. IV, we present the corresponding new fitting functions
proposed regarding the investigated NS’s surface proper-
ties, whereas in Sec. V, we present the formulation for
the precise inference of the quantities relating to the star’s
surface itself. In Sec. VI, we summarize our findings and
present our concluding remarks. Finally, in Appendix A,
we introduce the ML framework employed to extract our
results. We introduce the methodology used for linear re-
gression and cross-validation, accompanied by the designed
ANN architecture for training and testing purposes. Then,
in Appendix B, we incorporate the tables with the EoS-
ensemble that we have used. Lastly, in Appendix C, we
provide a further overview regarding the inference in the
test set for the new ANN fitting functions investigated in
Sec. V. Unless stated otherwise, we set G = c = 1.

II. NUMERICAL SCHEME AND EOS DATA

The primary uncertainties in NS bulk properties arise
from unknown particle interactions in high-density regions.

1 Astrophysical mechanisms, such as the r-mode instability [143,
144], may limit the spin to a fraction of the Kepler limit.

Beyond the nuclear saturation density ρ0, typical of stan-
dard symmetric nuclear matter, NS’s structure and compo-
sition become increasingly uncertain [9, 75]. Different EoSs
exhibit markedly distinct bulk properties, directly influenc-
ing the construction of static and rotating NS sequences.
The EoS is crucial for describing the macroscopic properties
of NS physics, serving as a key input for solving Einstein’s
field equations. In this work, we generated a comprehen-
sive ensemble of equilibrium NS configurations, incorpo-
rating various EoSs. These models include nonrotating
and uniformly rotating configurations, covering frequencies
from the static case up to a high rotational frequency of
∼ 1.87 kHz (larger than encountered in known pulsars).
The nonrotating solutions were obtained through the in-
tegration of hydrostatic equilibrium equations in spherical
symmetry [145], while for the rotating ones, we have used
the RNS code [146, 147], which integrates the nonlinear
elliptic-type field equations alongside the hydrostationary
equilibrium equation [148, 149].

Specifically, we consider the stellar matter as a perfect
fluid exhibiting local isotropy and described by the energy-
momentum tensor [148, 150],

T aβ = (ϵ+ P )uauβ + Pgaβ , (1)

where ua represents the fluid four-velocity, gαβ is the met-
ric tensor, and ϵ and P are scalar quantities denoting the
fluid’s total energy density and pressure, respectively.

For nonrotating NSs, we adopt a spherically symmetric
metric

ds2 = −e2ν(r)dt2 + e2λ(r)dr2 + r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
. (2)

Here, ν(r) and λ(r) are time-independent metric functions
of the radial coordinate r, following Birkhoff’s theorem.
The time independence of the metric tensor implies that the
matter within the NS is in hydrostatic equilibrium. Equi-
librium configurations are determined as solutions of the
Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations [75, 145],
given by

dm

dr
= 4πr2ϵ(r), (3a)

dν

dr
=

m(r) + 4πr3P (r)

r(r − 2m(r))
, (3b)

dP

dr
= − (ϵ(r) + P (r))

dν

dr
, (3c)

where the mass-function m(r) is identified as m(r) =
r
2

(
1− e−2λ(r)

)
. The TOV equations are supplemented by

a cold, ultra-dense, and barotropic (ϵ = ϵ(P )) nuclear mat-
ter EoS, establishing a relation between energy density and
pressure [1, 75, 148, 150]. It is important to emphasize
that Eqs. (2) and (3) provide the general definitions in-
corporating the Schwarzschild radius r. However, the RNS
code utilizes the quasi-isotropic coordinate r̃ [148], which
becomes the isotropic coordinate in the nonrotating limit.

To address the uncertainty of the EoS at ultrahigh den-
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sities in β equilibrium, numerous models have been pro-
posed in the literature, based on diverse many-body non-
relativistic and relativistic theories [7–10, 75, 151, 152].
Nonrelativistic approaches include nuclear effective inter-
action forces (EI), cluster energy functionals (CEF), den-
sity functionals (NR DF), and unified Scyrme-Hartree-
Fock nuclear forces (SHF) [75]. Relativistic methods en-
compass the relativistic mean-field theory (RMF), rel-
ativistic density functionals (RDF), chiral perturbation
theory (chPT), perturbative Brueckner-Bethe-Goldstone
quantum theory (BBG), Brueckner-Hartree-Fock approx-
imation with continuous choice for the auxiliary single-
particle potential (BHF), chiral mean-field theory models
(CMF), nonperturbative functional renormalization group
approach (NP-FRG), Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model
[153] within the mean-field approximation (NJL-MF), and
a two-flavor quark-meson truncation in the local potential
approximation (LPA) including vector interactions within
the nonperturbative functional renormalization group ap-
proach (NP-FRG) [75, 154].

Incorporating these theoretical considerations, we em-
ployed realistic EoS models sourced from the CompOSE
[7, 155] database. The utilized EoS ensemble includes
hadronic, hyperonic, and hybrid models, presented in tab-
ulated form, providing a comprehensive description of the
NS’s interior, encompassing both the crust and the stel-
lar core. The extensive list, consisting of 70 cold EoSs
employed for each NS category can be found in Tables
(XIX,XX,XXI), displayed in Appendix B. To the best of
our knowledge, this work utilizes the most comprehensive
EoS ensemble that has been employed to derive NS univer-
sal relations.

All EoSs are assumed to follow β equilibrium and zero
temperature conditions. In addition, various individual
families are further subdivided based on the specific phys-
ical theory employed to describe the EoS data. Further-
more, each EoS is accompanied by detailed information on
the matter composition within the star’s core, as well as
essential NS properties, including the nonrotating maxi-
mum mass, the corresponding equatorial radius, and the
equatorial radius of a 1.4 M⊙ configuration.

The selected EoS models listed in the Tables
(XIX,XX,XXI) satisfy the stipulated constraints defined
by the lower bounds on the maximum nonrotating mass
for PSR J0348 + 0432 (M = 2.01+0.04

−0.04 M⊙) [156, 157] and

PSR J0740+6620 (M = 2.14+0.20
−0.18 M⊙) within a 2σ credible

interval [125] (first measurement). It is worth noting that
Fonseca et al. [21] provided an improved estimate of the
initially reported PSR J0740 + 6620 mass, determining it
as M = 2.08+0.07

−0.07 M⊙ with 1σ credibility. This refinement
was achieved using additional radio data and leveraging the
relativistic Shapiro time delay. Furthermore, the selected
ensemble of EoSs complies with this constraint within the
reported credible intervals. Despite that, it is important to
point out that PSR J0740 rotates at 346 Hz, allowing it to
support a slightly higher maximum mass than the nonro-
tating case. This increase, however, is minimal—likely no

more than 1%, depending on the star’s equatorial radius.
Currently, the 1σ uncertainty in the mass measurement
estimated by [21] is approximately 3%, rendering the rota-
tional mass increase negligible at this stage. Nevertheless,
it is expected that future observations will reduce these er-
ror margins, thus the effect of rotation on the maximum
mass could become more significant.

From the binary neutron star merger perspective, these
EoS models also yield nonrotating maximum mass NS
with a radius RMmax

≥ 9.60+0.14
−0.03 km, as indicated by the

GW170817 NS-NS merger analysis [158, 159]. Addition-
ally, none of the selected EoS models surpass a maximum
mass of 2.33 M⊙ within the 2σ bound, assuming that the
final remnant of GW170817 was a black hole [60, 160]. It is
crucial to highlight that all these EoS models verified the
physical acceptability conditions (see e.g., [75, 110], for a
review), ensuring β-equilibrium.

In Fig. 1, we illustrate the Mass-Radius curves for the
cold EoS ensemble employed in this work. Each curve pre-
sented corresponds to a nonrotating NS sequence.

FIG. 1. M = M(Req) diagram for sequences of nonrotating NS
configurations. The various colors are representative of different
EoSs as indicated by the legend provided in Fig. 33, located
in Appendix B. This color-to-EoS mapping remains consistent
across all subsequent fit figures presented in the Sec. IV.

Most EoSs assume npeµ-particle composition in the stel-
lar core, while others incorporate other exotic matter com-
ponents such as hyperons (Table XX) or quarks (Table
XXI). The M − Req relation for an EoS is presented only
up to the star’s maximum mass. It is noteworthy that hor-
izontal lines represent the 2σ lower and upper range for
the mass of one of the two most massive known radio pul-
sars, PSR J0348 + 0432 (M = 2.01+0.04

−0.04 M⊙) [157] (solid
line, lower limit), and the maximum mass of GW17087 fi-
nal remnant [60, 160] (dashed line, upper limit). Recently,
a revised mass measurement for PSR J0348+0432 has been
reported, lowering its estimated mass to 1.8 M⊙ [161]. Re-
gardless, this updated lower mass does not affect the mass
threshold that an EoS must support utilized in this work,
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as the mass limit of PSR J0740+6620 continues to provide
essentially the same constraint.

Nevertheless, most stellar objects commonly experience
rotation, and sometimes, this rotational motion can be
quite rapid. A rotating compact object is characterized
by its mass M and its angular momentum J [148]. In this
case, the spacetime is considered to be stationary, axisym-
metric, and asymptotically flat. These assumptions are
formulated mathematically by introducing two Killing vec-
tors, tα and ϕα. In quasi-isotropic coordinates (r̃, θ), the
stationary metric satisfying these criteria is described by
the line element [148, 162]:

ds2 =− e(γ+ρ)dt2 + e(γ−ρ)r̃2 sin2 θ(dϕ− ωdt)2

+ e2a(dr̃2 + r̃2dθ2), (4)

where the metric functions γ, ρ, ω, and α are functions of
the (r̃, θ). For a uniformly rotating stellar configuration,
the star’s angular velocity Ω as defined by an observer at
infinity remains constant. The equation governing hydro-
static equilibrium for a stationary, axisymmetric, and uni-
formly rotating NS is given by [148],

∇aP

ϵ+ P
= ∇a lnu

t, (5)

where

uα = ut(tα +Ωϕα), (6)

is the four-velocity of a perfect-fluid element, expressed in
terms of the timelike and spacelike Killing vectors tα and
ϕα while,

ut =
e−(ρ+γ)/2√

1− (Ω− ω)2r̃2 sin2(θ) e−2ρ

, (7)

follows from the normalization condition uαuα = −1 and
the metric (4).

To solve the nonlinear Einstein field equations along with
the hydrostationary equilibrium equation [148, 163], var-
ious numerical methods have been developed [147, 164–
168]. Solutions are obtained through numerical integra-
tion on a discrete grid, employing a combination of integral
and finite differences techniques [167]. Notably, Komatsu,
Eriguchi, and Hachisu (KEH) [167, 168] and Cook, Shapiro,
and Teukolsky (CST) [148] employed an iterative numeri-
cal method, utilizing integral representation with Green’s
functions. In this work, the numerical integration for the
equations of structure and field equations is performed us-
ing the RNS code [146, 147], which is based on the afore-
mentioned methods.

Assuming a perfect fluid, the RNS code solves for the
NS’s interior (matter and spacetime) and exterior space-
time on a discrete grid with the radial coordinate r̃ com-
pactified and equally spaced in the interval s ∈ [0, 1], using
s ≡ r̃/(r̃ + r̃eq). The angular coordinate µ = cos(θ) is

equally spaced in the interval µ ∈ [0, 1]. Here, r̃eq corre-
sponds to the coordinate radius of the star’s surface at the
equator. The computational grid is structured so the star’s
center is at s = 0, the surface at s = 1/2, and infinity at
s = 1. The equatorial plane is at µ = 0, and the pole is at
µ = 1. It is worth noting that, in the equatorial plane, half
of the grid is assigned to the star’s interior, while the other
half is allocated to the vacuum exterior. In this work, a
grid size of MDIV× SDIV = 261× 521 is employed, where
MDIV is the number of points in the angular µ direction,
while SDIV is the number of points in the compactified
radial s direction.

For a given EoS under uniform star rotation, the RNS
code yields unique equilibrium solutions by specifying the
central energy density ϵc and the axial ratio r̃pole/r̃eq be-
tween the polar and equatorial coordinate radii. Stellar
models are then computed along sequences varying the cen-
tral energy density and axial ratio [147, 148]. The numer-
ical computation includes the determination of the star’s
metric functions within both interior and exterior regions,
encompassing the fluid configuration and various equilib-
rium quantities. Across our EoS ensemble, we computed
a diverse sample of static, relatively slowly and rapidly ro-
tating NSs, covering central densities ϵc ∼ [3.928× 1014 −
3.029× 1015] g/cm3 and masses from ∼ 0.9 M⊙ up to the
star’s maximum mass Mmax. Our comprehensive sample
comprises 40015 rotating NS models with frequencies span-
ning from a few hundred Hz (f ∼ 190.27 Hz) up to the kHz
(f ∼ 1.87 kHz) limit, and 2679 nonrotating equilibrium
ones. This ensemble of NSs stands as an adequate dataset
for a thorough investigation.

III. NUMERICAL SURFACE LOCALIZATION
AND EFFECTIVE GRAVITY IN ROTATING

STARS

When a numerical NS solution is provided, we can esti-
mate the star’s coordinate surface r̃s(θ) by identifying the
loci where the pressure vanishes. Then, the star’s circum-
ferential radius R(µ) is determined in the RNS computa-
tional grid as a function of the cosine of the colatitude θ
and the compactified radial coordinate s as:

R(µ) = r̃s(µ) e
(γs−ρs)/2, (8)

where µ has already been defined, γs ≡ γ(r̃s), and ρs ≡
ρ(r̃s) are the metric functions computed in the radial co-
ordinate r̃s = r̃s(µ) [162, 167, 169]. Utilizing this formula-
tion, we can express the ratio between the star’s polar and
equatorial radius as

R ≡ Rpole

Req
=

R(µ = 1)

R(µ = 0)
. (9)
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Additionally, the ellipticity ϵs and eccentricity e of the
meridional cross-section of the star are defined as [140],

ϵs ≡ 1−R (10)

e ≡
√
1−R2. (11)

To accurately estimate the NS surface solution, we em-
ploy an enthalpy-based method, specifically leveraging the
first integral of the hydrostatic equilibrium equation (5).
For the barotropic EoS case discussed, defining the en-
thalpy per unit mass as [148]:

H(P ) ≡
∫ P

0

dP ′

ϵ(P ′) + P ′ , (12)

the first integral of hydrostationary equilibrium (5) takes
the form

H(P )− ln(ut) = const =

(
ρ+ γ

2

)
pole

, (13)

with the right-hand side term evaluated at the star’s coor-
dinate pole (r̃pole = r̃(µ = 1)). Notably, the enthalpy goes
to zero along the star’s surface, whereas it remains positive
in the interior region. In the exterior, the enthalpy func-
tion (13) can still be calculated and has negative values,
although it no longer describes fluid properties, but is just
a combination of spacetime properties. In addition, the
RNS code conveniently provides the polar redshift value
as,

zpole = exp

(
−ρpole + γpole

2

)
− 1 (14)

Therefore, the coordinate surface of the star r̃s(µ) is de-
termined by locating the points where H(P ) = 0, where
the constant term in Eq.(13) is equivalently substituted by
− ln(1 + zpole). In this way, using Eq.(7), we solve numeri-
cally 2 the equation

ut(r̃, µ)− (1 + zpole) = 0, (15)

seeking in a sequence of values for µ within the range
[0, 1], for the values of r̃ that the relation (15) is satis-
fied. This yields r̃s(µ), and subsequently, the circumfer-
ential radius can be determined using Eq.(8). For the
selected grid MDIV × SDIV, we acquire 261 data points
for R(µ) through this numerical method, where each data
point corresponds to the respective µi ∈ [0, 1] value. As
an example, in Fig. 2, we present the contours of constant
enthalpy per unit mass H for an NS model characterized

2 For the numerical solution, we used a modification of the
Powell hybrid method as implemented in the Python SciPy
library [170]: https://docs.scipy.org/doc/scipy/reference/

generated/scipy.optimize.root.html#scipy.optimize.root.

by ϵc = 9.875 × 1014 g/cm3, a mass of 1.439 M⊙, and a
rotational frequency of f = 454.00 Hz. We have to note
that the construction of this NS configuration is based on
the SLY4 EoS. The solid black line delineates the surface
where H(P ) = 0, while the indicative colored dashed lines
represent different enthalpy contour curves relevant to the
star’s interior and exterior, respectively. In addition, it
is important to emphasize that, under the isodensity ap-
proximation [141], the contour curves of constant enthalpy
exhibit a consistent polar-to-equatorial radius ratio across
the entire star. Numerical deviations from this property,
determined by comparing the values associated with the
illustrated enthalpy curves, are found to be less than 1%.

FIG. 2. Indicative contours of constant enthalpy per unit
mass, H, for a NS configuration with central energy density
ϵc = 9.875 × 1014 g/cm3, mass M = 1.439 M⊙, and rotational
frequency f = 454.0 Hz constructed using EoS SLY4. The
solid black line represents the star’s surface R(µ) at H(P ) = 0,
while the dashed contour curves within the stellar surface have
H(P ) > 0, and those outside have H(P ) < 0. This particular
stellar object corresponds to model 2 with physical parameters
highlighted in Table (II).

Expanding on the use of the EoS SLY4, we present di-
verse surface representations of NS models, all sharing the
same fixed central energy density (ϵc = 9.875×1014 g/cm3)
but different rotation frequencies, as illustrated in figures
(3) and (4). The corresponding properties of these indica-
tive stellar models are presented in Table (II). Throughout
this sequence of models, coordinate axial ratios (polar-to-
equatorial) were evenly distributed, covering a range of ro-
tational frequencies from the static case to 1164.55 Hz. The
impact of the increasing rotation frequency on the star’s
shape is evident in Fig. 3, where the star flattens at the
poles while bulging out in the equator. Hence, rotation
heightens oblateness, causing the star’s shape to deviate

https://docs.scipy.org/doc/scipy/reference/generated/scipy.optimize.root.html#scipy.optimize.root
https://docs.scipy.org/doc/scipy/reference/generated/scipy.optimize.root.html#scipy.optimize.root
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TABLE II. Indicative NS models and their properties. They are obtained using the EoS SLY4 and correspond to a sequence of fixed
central energy density ϵc = 9.875 × 1014 g/cm3 stars with increasing rotational frequency. The columns represent the gravitational
mass, the equatorial and polar radii, the stellar compactness C = M/Req, the axes ratio r̃pole/r̃eq, the star’s rotational frequency,
the dimensionless spin σ = Ω2R3

eq/GM , the eccentricity e, the reduced effective acceleration at the equator, and, finally, the reduced
effective acceleration at the pole.

Model M [M⊙] Req [km] Rpole [km] C [−] r̃pole/r̃eq f (Hz) σ [−] e [−] geq/g0 gpole/g0
1 1.404 11.688 11.688 0.1773 1.000 0.0 0.000 0.000 1.000 1.000
2 1.439 11.963 11.442 0.1774 0.950 454.0 0.073 0.292 0.952 1.065
3 1.476 12.269 11.201 0.1775 0.900 639.1 0.152 0.408 0.896 1.136
4 1.518 12.613 10.965 0.1775 0.850 778.1 0.238 0.494 0.830 1.215
5 1.563 13.002 10.738 0.1773 0.800 890.9 0.332 0.564 0.753 1.303
6 1.612 13.449 10.524 0.1768 0.750 984.9 0.436 0.623 0.661 1.405
7 1.663 13.973 10.327 0.1756 0.700 1062.5 0.551 0.674 0.548 1.525
8 1.713 14.601 10.158 0.1731 0.650 1123.5 0.683 0.718 0.406 1.672
9 1.753 15.386 10.036 0.1681 0.600 1164.6 0.839 0.758 0.218 1.868

FIG. 3. Deformation of the NS’s shape induced by rotation.
The solid black curve corresponds to the surface of a nonrotating
NS configuration, while the various colored ones correspond to
surfaces associated with rapidly rotating NS models with the
same central energy density ϵc = 9.875 × 1014 g/cm3. The
shaded cyan region represents the configuration of a nonrotating
NS, characterized by an equatorial radius of Req = 11.688 km
and a mass of M = 1.404 M⊙. The properties of the NS models
presented are summarized in Table (II).

from the spherical static case. This methodology for es-
timating the surfaces R(µ) of numerically simulated NS
models and their associated features extends across the en-
tire sample of compact objects, encompassing the whole set
of cold EoSs for dense matter included in our ensemble.

In our endeavor to provide an accurate representation of
the oblate shape of the rotating NS, we introduce the angle
φ that defines the inclination between the vector normal to

FIG. 4. Illustration of the normalized circumferential radius
R(µ)/Req as a function of the cosine of the colatitude θ. The
solid black curve corresponds to the static case, while the various
colored ones correspond to rapidly rotating NS configurations
with central energy density ϵc = 9.875×1014 g/cm3. The models
have been constructed by evenly spacing varying the polar-to-
equatorial coordinate axial ratio (r̃pole/r̃eq) by a fixed step. The
physical parameters of each NS model depicted are presented in
Table (II).

the surface, n, and the radial direction r as,

cos(φ) =

[
1 +

(
d logR(µ)

dθ

)2
]−1/2

. (16)

The normal vector to the surface can be expressed in terms
of the radial r and tangential θ unit vectors in spherical
coordinates as n = cos(φ)r + sin(φ)θ. Therefore, in order
to describe the oblate shape of the rotating stellar object
as precisely as possible, we need to estimate both R(µ) and
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the logarithmic derivative expressed as,

d logR(µ)

dθ
= −

(
1− µ2

)1/2 1

R(µ)

dR(µ)

dµ
, (17)

with the latter (Eq.(17)) being a measure of the deviation
from the sphericity of the star’s surface and subject to the
constraints[

d logR(µ)

dθ

]
µ=0

=

[
d logR(µ)

dθ

]
µ=1

= 0. (18)

Although our NS models ensemble does not include Kep-
lerian configurations, it is worth noting that at the equa-
tor this constraint does not hold when the star is exactly
at the mass-shedding limit and a cusp forms. In any case,
the logarithmic derivative plays a crucial role in computing
the beaming angle ae for a photon emitted at the surface
of the NS, as highlighted in [171, 172]. For the NS bench-
mark models catalog provided in the Table (II), we illus-
trate in Fig. 5 the logarithmic derivative (17) as a function
of µ = cos(θ) for various rotation frequencies. This esti-

FIG. 5. Logarithmic derivative representation given as a func-
tion of the cosine of the colatitude θ for the NS benchmark
models summarized in Table (II). The diverse colored curves il-
lustrate an enhanced deviation from sphericity as the rotational
frequency increases.

mation, supplemented with the aforementioned constraints
(18), is performed by using the central sixth-order numer-
ical finite differencing formula. As depicted in Fig. 5, an
increase in rotational frequency aligns with a heightened
deviation from sphericity for the NS’s surface.

Lastly, NSs exhibit an extraordinary intensity of gravi-
tational acceleration on their surfaces, establishing an en-
vironment where gravity is markedly pronounced. More
specifically, considering hydrostatic equilibrium, the fluid’s
acceleration aα corresponding to the case of the four-

velocity (7) can be expressed as

aα = −∇α lnut, (19)

which is normal to the star’s surface [148]. The magnitude
of the acceleration is identified as the effective acceleration
due to gravity and is given by

g = a =
(
gαβaαaβ

)1/2
. (20)

In the absence of rotation, the metric exterior of the line
element (2) to the star’s surface (at radius R ≡ Req) is
given by the Schwarzschild solution [148]. Plugging this
metric into Eqs. (6), (19, and (20), the acceleration due to
gravity is given by

g0 =
M

R2

(
1− 2M

R

)−1/2

. (21)

In the case of a rotating star, the three-velocity of a fluid
element as measured by a zero angular momentum observer
(ZAMO) at infinity is given by [148, 162, 173]

V = (Ω− ω)r̃ sin(θ)e−ρ. (22)

Given the definition (22) for the three-velocity, the accel-
eration vector (19) in the coordinate system described by
the metric (4) is

aα =
1

2

∂(ρ+ γ)

∂xα
−

(
V

1− V 2

)
∂V

∂xα
. (23)

Therefore, the coordinate-independent effective accelera-
tion due to gravity (20) is then

g = e−a

[
α2
r̃ +

(αθ

r̃

)2
]1/2

, (24)

where all relevant quantities are evaluated on the star’s
surface [174]. In this context, the dimensionless effective
gravity g/g0 can be determined for a rapidly rotating star,
with g0 denoting the effective gravity on the surface of a
nonrotating stellar object possessing the same mass and
equatorial radius as the spinning one. Due to the chosen
normalization, the effective gravity of a nonrotating star is
denoted by a horizontal line at g/g0 = 1.00.
In Fig. 6, we present the normalized effective gravity at

the NS’s surface as a function of µ = cos(θ) for the catalog
of benchmark models provided in Table (II). The nonrotat-
ing configuration is highlighted by a horizontal black line
with g/g0 = 1.00. In general, the effective acceleration
varies across the NS’s surface, being minimal at the equa-
tor (µ = 0) and maximal at the pole (µ = 1), reflecting the
oblate shape induced by rotation. This leads to heightened
acceleration at the pole and diminished magnitude at the
equator. For the rotating case, the higher the star’s angu-
lar velocity, the larger the deviation from the static case.
Finally, in the mass-shedding (Keplerian) limit, it is worth
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noting that the effective gravity at the star’s equator tends
to zero, as highlighted in [139].

FIG. 6. Normalized effective gravity g(µ)/g0 as a function of
the cosine of the colatitude θ. The lines correspond to the in-
dicative benchmark models computed with EoS SLY4, identified
by their corresponding rotational frequency values. The nonro-
tating NS model in this sequence is labeled by the horizontal
black line, denoted g(µ)/g0) = 1.00. For the rotating models,
the effective gravity is smaller at the star’s equator (µ = 0) and
larger at the star’s pole (µ = 1). As the rotational frequency
increases, there is an increase in the deviation from the static
case. The physical parameters, including the values for geq/g0,
and gpole/g0 are presented in Table (II).

IV. PART I: UNIVERSAL RELATIONS FOR THE
GLOBAL PROPERTIES OF THE STAR’S SURFACE

In this section, we will present our results which are ei-
ther improvements on the established universal relations or
entirely new relations. Then, in the next section (V), we
will explain why these quantities are essential for precise
inference of the star’s surface.

The organization of our findings is as follows: Sec. IVA
is dedicated to proposing new EoS-insensitive relations for
the star’s global polar-to-equatorial ratio, R = Rpole/Req,
the star’s eccentricity e, and the maximum value of the
logarithmic derivative (d logR(µ)/dθ)max. Subsequently,
in Sec. IVB, we also suggest new universal relations for
the effective acceleration due to gravity at both the star’s
pole and the star’s equator. In each case, we utilized the
least squares regression method for fitting, complemented
by the leave-one-out cross-validation (LOOCV) evaluation
process. Also, we employed evaluation measures through-
out all examined regression models to estimate and assess
each model’s performance on the corresponding validation
set. The interested reader can refer to Appendix A for spe-
cific details about the fitting formulation and the method-

ology employed for the evaluation.
We deem a relation between selected parameters to be

“universal” when the relative errors in the validation set
are ≲ O(10%). The cross-validation evaluation method
that we used ensures that the suggested EoS-insensitive re-
lations possess generalization ability beyond the training
data. This critical aspect sets our models apart from other
proposed fits that can be found in the literature that lack
this form of validation evaluation, thus carrying an ele-
vated risk of overfitting at the training set. In summary,
our analysis ensures that the new fitting functions stand a
better chance of performing well within the corresponding
relative errors on new, previously unseen data.

A. RELATIONS FOR R, e AND (d logR(µ)/dθ)max

The relation between the NS’s polar and equatorial ra-
dius R (9) is not solely influenced by the star’s rotation
but is also contingent on the star’s internal structure, de-
termined by the unknown EoS. Therefore, investigating re-
lations that are insensitive to the EoS and involve the ratio
of polar to equatorial radius is quite significant.

In that direction, to investigate effective universal rela-
tions for the R ratio, we have considered the dimensionless
stellar compactness C = M/Req and the dimensionless spin
σ = Ω2R3

eq/GM referring to the star’s rotation, both as pa-
rameters. For our sample of NS models, these parameters
are in the respective ranges, 0.0876 ≤ C ≤ 0.3095, and
0.000 ≤ σ ≤ 0.961. In addition, it is well-established that
the choice of parameters influences the EoS-independent
behavior among observable quantities [1]. In Fig. 7, we
illustrate, for completeness, the C − σ representation for
each EoS selected from our ensemble. Therefore, having

FIG. 7. Distribution of the C−σ parameter space, encompass-
ing a wide range of rotation rates and degree of stiffness. Each
color represents the EoS mapping as highlighted in Fig. 33 of
Appendix B.

our choice of feature parameters established, we investigate
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the relation that connects the R ratio with the parameters
C and σ.

The regression model R(C, σ) that best describes the
data has the functional form,

R(C, σ) =

4∑
n=0

4−n∑
m=0

Ânm Cn σm. (25)

Compared to other regression functions examined, this is
the less complicated model with the optimal evaluation
measures at LOOCV. The corresponding results for an in-
vestigation of different polynomial models are highlighted
in Table (III).

TABLE III. Indicative list of LOOCV evaluation measures (the
definition of each quantity is presented in the Appendix A 2)

for the R(C, σ) =
∑κ

n=0

∑κ−n
m=0 Ânm Cn σm parametrization,

where κ is the highest order of the polynomial function.

MAE Max Error MSE dmax MAPE Exp Var κ
×10−3 ×10−2 ×10−4 (%) ×10−1 (%)
11.254 6.830 1.963 10.83 14.02 1.0 1
3.819 2.785 0.252 4.42 4.90 1.0 2
3.213 1.955 0.193 3.12 4.21 1.0 3
3.112 1.876 0.187 2.80 4.09 1.0 4
3.089 1.998 0.185 2.95 4.06 1.0 5
3.067 2.007 0.183 2.96 4.02 1.0 6
3.043 2.063 0.181 3.15 3.99 1.0 7
3.014 2.013 0.179 3.08 3.95 1.0 8

From the model-fit evaluation, the polynomial function’s
(25) (best fit) parameters Ânm are presented in Table (IV).
The surface fit and the corresponding relative error his-

TABLE IV. Optimal Ânm regression coefficients for the R(C, σ)
parametrization (25). For this model, the coefficient of deter-
mination is exceptionally high with a value of R2 = 0.9983.

Â00 Â01 Â02 Â03

0.942328 -0.617711 0.544639 -0.440968

Â04 Â10 Â11 Â12

0.196118 1.296632 -1.458921 -0.226904

Â13 Â20 Â21 Â22

0.527775 -10.45611 8.668382 -2.506686

Â30 Â31 Â40

36.131881 -7.524662 -45.301523

togram for the whole ensemble of the NS models examined
are presented in Fig. 8.

Based on the histogram presented in Fig. 8 (bottom
panel), it is evident that the relative errors between the
regression model (25) and the actual R values are ≤ 2.79%
for all EoSs and all rotating models in the [0, 0.961] range
for σ. Relative deviations > 1% correspond to 2222 stel-
lar models mainly due to the Hyperonic and Hybrid EoSs

FIG. 8. R ratio as a function of the dimensionless parameters
C, and σ (Top panel) and probability density function (PDF)
distributions for the different fits and the assumed ranges of
rotation (Bottom panel). In the top panel, the maroon grid
corresponds to the regression polynomial formula (25). In the
bottom panel, the absolute relative errors to the fit are given
as (100%(|∆R|)/R = 100%(|Rfit−R|)/R) in logarithmic scale.
Furthermore, additional relative error distributions for fitting
functions proposed in the literature are illustrated with distinct
colors, providing a basis for comparative analysis.

utilized with equatorial radius Req ∈ [12.63, 19.41] km, re-
duced spin σ ∈ [0.284, 0.873], independently of the star’s
compactness. Furthermore, when we restrict to the range
σ ≤ 0.25, the maximum percentage error is only 0.96%.
Therefore, the R(C, σ) regression formula (25) corresponds
to a well-behaved EoS insensitive relation for all the NS
models considered.

By setting µ = 1 in the proposed formulas found in the
literature [134, 139, 140] designed for estimating the star’s
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surface R(µ), one can deduce the corresponding value for
the polar-to-equatorial radius R. To facilitate a thorough
comparison, we applied both the R(µ = 1) fit proposed by
Morsink et al. [134, 140] and the “slow elliptical” and “fast
elliptical” fits proposed by Silva et al.[140]. The “slow el-
liptical” fit pertains to NS models with σ ≤ 0.25, while
the “fast elliptical” fit describes NS configurations with
σ ≥ 0.20, as elaborated in [140]. From Fig. 8 (bottom
panel), it is evident that our new fit Eq.(25) achieves a
higher accuracy than previous fits in the literature, for all
rotational regimes examined.

An alternative method for estimating the surface R(µ)
of slowly rotating NSs with σ ≤ 0.1 has been proposed by
AlGendy and Morsink [139], and is currently employed in
pulse profile modeling by the NICER collaboration [129].
This fitting function was further examined and its coeffi-
cients were updated by Silva et al. [140]. Within our en-
semble, consisting of 7639 slowly rotating NS models with
σ ≤ 0.1, we can compare the outcome of the updated Al-
gendy and Morsink fits to our regression model (25).

FIG. 9. Same as Fig. 8 (bottom panel), but for rotating models
limited in the range σ ∈ [0, 0.1].

Examining the distribution of errors for slowly rotating
models presented in Fig. 9, it is apparent that our new
fit Eq.(25) adeptly reproduces the majority of data values,
showcasing an absolute relative error of less than 0.43%.
This is comparable (and somewhat better) than the re-
sults obtained using the original AlGendy and Morsink fit-
ting function [139] and the corresponding one with coeffi-
cients provided by Silva et al. [140]. This discrepancy pri-
marily arises from the broader ensemble of predominantly
slowly rotating NS models used in the original AlGendy
and Morsink study, while Silva et al. concentrated on a
more restricted set of slowly rotating stellar configurations
in this σ range. Nevertheless, for all fits the relative differ-
ences remain relatively small.

As an additional demonstration of the success of Eq.(25),
we present in Fig. 10 the distribution of the nonrotating
NS models derived from the relation R(C, σ = 0) (25) as

a function of the stellar compactness C, incorporating the
corresponding data from all of our EoSs. As we can see

FIG. 10. Absolute relative deviation (|∆R|/R) [%] as a func-
tion of the stellar compactness C for nonrotating NS configura-
tions.

in Fig. 10, the theoretical prediction (25), setting σ = 0,
reproduces the Rpole = Req constraint with accuracy ≤
0.24% for all the nonrotating NS models considered.
In addition, another universal relation that would be

useful to investigate is one that links directly the star’s
eccentricity e (11) with the parameters C and σ. For
nonrotating NS models, the star’s eccentricity should be
zero. Recognizing that e is a parameter of interest for
rotating NSs, we decided to focus our analysis on stel-
lar models that rotate with frequencies in the range of
0.1902 ≲ f [kHz] ≲ 1.871 and have stellar parameters that
range from 0.0876 ≲ C ≲ 0.3075, and 0.0328 ≲ σ ≲ 0.9612.
This ensemble includes 40015 stellar models out of the total
42694 that were used previously.

The surface-formula e(C, σ) that optimally describes the
data has the functional form,

e(C, σ) =

5∑
n=0

5−n∑
m=0

B̂nm Cn σm. (26)

This is the least complicated regression function that pro-
vided a satisfactory fit; i.e., among the different polynomial
functions we examined, there were higher order (κ > 5)
functions that gave better evaluation scores at LOOCV
compared to the selected κ = 5 fit, as can be seen in Table
(V). However, choosing polynomial models that were too
complicated was not worth the slight improvement of the
fit quality.

From the surface-fit evaluation, the regression model’s
(26) parameters B̂nm are presented in Table (VI). The sur-
face evaluation fit (26) and the corresponding absolute rel-
ative error histogram are presented in Fig. 11.

We observe that, the e(C, σ) parametrization gives rela-
tive deviations between the fit (26) and the observed data
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TABLE V. Indicative list of LOOCV evaluation measures for
the e(C, σ) =

∑κ
n=0

∑κ−n
m=0 B̂nm Cn σm parametrization.

MAE Max Error MSE dmax MAPE Exp Var κ
×10−3 ×10−3 ×10−4 (%) (%)
40.421 156.100 23.978 61.98 9.79 1.0 1
13.682 49.544 2.877 23.57 3.32 1.0 2
7.252 37.523 0.802 11.37 1.69 1.0 3
5.109 21.952 0.384 6.14 1.08 1.0 4
4.652 19.808 0.326 4.58 0.92 1.0 5
4.365 19.091 0.295 3.99 0.84 1.0 6
4.357 18.747 0.294 3.90 0.83 1.0 7
4.302 18.830 0.289 3.76 0.82 1.0 8

TABLE VI. B̂nm regression coefficients for the e(C, σ)
parametrization (26). For this functional form, the coefficient of
determination is exceptionally high with a value of R2 = 0.9987.

B̂00 B̂01 B̂02 B̂03

0.182561 3.042299 -8.712805 15.471220

B̂04 B̂05 B̂10 B̂11

-13.854751 4.714505 -1.525336 -1.332937

B̂12 B̂13 B̂14 B̂20

2.754990 -6.446261 4.848852 14.900646

B̂21 B̂22 B̂23 B̂30

9.197133 8.083461 -9.033159 -67.794879

B̂31 B̂32 B̂40 B̂41

-57.474308 12.934989 137.191421 68.05573

B̂50

-99.173163

values that are ≤ 4.57%. To elaborate further on the fit
quality, it is worth mentioning that only 3070 rotating mod-
els out of the total 40015 exhibit relative errors ≳ 2%.
For the stellar configurations with the larger deviations, it
should also be noted that there is no specific pattern re-
garding the variance of errors concerning the EoSs or the
(Req, C, σ) parameters characterizing the investigated pa-
rameter space. Therefore, the regression formula (26) cor-
responds to a well-behaved EoS-insensitive relation, which
provides accurate results for the majority of the rotating
stellar models considered.

Finally, as an additional demonstration of the accuracy
of equation (26), we incorporated in Fig. 11 (bottom panel)
the relative error distribution for both the “slow elliptical”
and the “fast elliptical” e(C, σ)-fits using the coefficients
presented in [140]. In all cases, the suggested formula (26)
has higher accuracy than the already established universal
relations.

One could also look for EoS-insensitive relations that can
describe properties of NSs that are not directly observable.
One such interesting quantity would be the maximum value
of the logarithmic derivative d logR(µ)/dθ (17). For exam-
ple, as illustrated in Fig. 5, it is apparent that this quantity

FIG. 11. Top panel: Rotating NS’s eccentricity e as a function
of the dimensionless parameters C, and σ and relative deviations
histogram in logarithmic scale for an extended sample of models.
The analytic surface shown as a maroon grid corresponds to the
regression polynomial formula (26). Bottom panel: The relative
errors to the fit are given as (100%(|∆e|)/e = 100%(|efit−e|)/e)
and are shown for our fitting function (26), while the others
correspond to associated models found in the literature.

varies among different NS models, and its variation is in-
fluenced by the star’s rotational frequency.

For the ensemble of rotating NS models that we used
previously, we explored a universal relation that relates
(d logR(µ)/dθ)max with the parameters C, σ, and R. We
observed that including the polar-to-equatorial ratio, R ∈
[0.626, 0.981], as a feature is crucial for reducing errors and
improving the accuracy of data capture. The fitting hyper-
surface that best reproduces the data has the functional
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form,(
d logR(µ)

dθ

)
max

=

3∑
n=0

3−n∑
m=0

3−(n+m)∑
q=0

Ĉnmq Cn σm Rq. (27)

Once more, this is the less complicated function among
those investigated, avoiding the complexity of higher-order
functions (i.e., polynomials with orders higher than κ = 3).
Despite its simplicity, it provides a satisfactory fit, and any
potential enhancement from adopting a higher-order poly-
nomial function is only marginal and not worth the effort.
The corresponding results for an indicative list of regression
models examined are shown in Table (VII). Therefore, from
the best model fit evaluation, the associated coefficients are
presented in Table (VIII).

TABLE VII. Indicative list of LOOCV evaluation measures for
the

∑κ
n=0

∑κ−n
m=0

∑κ−(n+m)
q=0 Ĉnmq CnσmRq parametrization.

MAE Max Error MSE dmax MAPE Exp Var κ
×10−3 ×10−3 ×10−6 (%) (%)
3.774 26.318 23.757 79.08 4.05 1.0 1
0.669 21.541 1.259 5.23 0.40 1.0 2
0.497 7.817 0.783 3.23 0.23 1.0 3
0.438 7.156 0.690 5.80 0.18 1.0 4
0.416 6.877 0.653 2.61 0.17 1.0 5
0.403 6.840 0.632 3.91 0.16 1.0 6
0.395 6.831 0.614 2.63 0.16 1.0 7
0.382 6.846 0.599 3.54 0.14 1.0 8

TABLE VIII. Ĉnmq regression parameters for the logaritmic
derivative at maximum parametrization (27). For this formula,
the coefficient of determination is exceptionally high with a
value of R2 = 0.99995.

Ĉ000 Ĉ001 Ĉ002 Ĉ003
-38.441438 131.341937 -146.858523 53.966304

Ĉ010 Ĉ011 Ĉ012 Ĉ020
58.559062 -130.455829 72.135318 -27.241808

Ĉ021 Ĉ030 Ĉ100 Ĉ101
30.488008 4.079915 -42.134981 87.095661

Ĉ102 Ĉ110 Ĉ111 Ĉ120
-45.056782 38.466379 -39.679675 -8.676257

Ĉ200 Ĉ201 Ĉ210 Ĉ300
-2.231085 2.574342 0.661519 -0.403277

The data distribution and the corresponding relative er-
rors histogram are highlighted in Fig. 12. In this represen-
tation, the colored variation of the data points presented
corresponds to different values of the R ratio, as indicated
in the accompanying vertical colored bar.

From Fig. 12 (bottom panel), it is evident that the
regression formula (27) reproduces the data with accu-
racy better than 3.21%. Notably, when applying this

FIG. 12. Top panel: Numerical values of the
(d logR(µ)/dθ)max as a function of the dimensionless param-
eters C, and σ. In this illustration, the colored variation of the
data points corresponds to the R ratio dependence, as high-
lighted in the accompanying vertical color bar. Bottom panel:
Distribution of the absolute values of the relative error between
the numerical values and the regression formula (27) for the
sample of rotating models described in the text.

formula, only 266 out of the entire set of rotating NS
models show relative deviations > 1%. There is no dis-
cernible pattern linking this small subset of stellar con-
figurations mainly to a specific EoS or category of EoSs.
However, for completeness, it is worth noting that these
models correspond to parameters within the range C ∈
[0.094, 0.238], Req ∈ [11.594, 16.766] km, σ ∈ [0.033, 0.844],
and R ∈ [0.639, 0.978]. Most importantly, the fitting func-
tion (27) stands as an accurate universal relation for all
considered NS configurations. The significance of this rela-
tion will become evident in Sec. VB, especially concerning
the universal determination of the logarithmic derivative
as a function of the cosine of the colatitude θ.
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B. RELATIONS FOR gpole AND geq

The hotspot models used in the analysis of NICER data
assume that the NS’s atmosphere is described by a Hydro-
gen [22]. A key aspect of these models is the dependence of
atmospheric properties on the star’s effective gravity, which
varies significantly between the poles and the equator due
to the star’s rapid rotation (see e.g., Fig 6 for a review).
At the poles, the effective gravity is stronger, while at the
equator, it is weaker because of the centrifugal force. This
variation highlights the importance of a universal descrip-
tion for surface gravity, which is crucial for accurately mod-
eling the NS’s atmosphere and interpreting the observed
emission patterns.

Drawing from the above, we now turn our attention to
the universal estimation of the effective acceleration due
to gravity, both at the star’s pole and at the star’s equa-
tor. In this pursuit, we reexamine the EoS-insensitive re-
lations proposed in [139] concerning the parameters C ∈
[0.0876, 0.3095], σ ∈ [0.0000, 0.9612] and explore potential
enhancements. Regarding parameters, we also explore al-
ternative possibilities by incorporating the star’s eccentric-
ity e ∈ [0.000, 0.780] as a feature. Fig. 13 presents the
corresponding violin plot illustrating the range of values
for each associated quantity employed. These values cor-
respond to the whole sample of 42694 stellar models con-
tained in our ensemble.

FIG. 13. Range of values and data density representation for
each parameter employed. For each feature illustrated on the
horizontal axis, the associated range of data values corresponds
to the whole sample of NS configurations used.

We first look for a better parametrization in the relation
that links the effective gravity at the star’s pole by utiliz-
ing the C, and σ as feature parameters. The polynomial
function that best describes the data has the functional
form,

gpole(C, σ) = g0

4∑
n=0

4−n∑
m=0

D̂nm Cn σm. (28)

Again, this is the simplest regression model compared to
the others we tested that gave a satisfactory fit. Higher
order polynomial functions with κ > 4 gave better eval-
uation measures at LOOCV from those demonstrated in
Table (IX) and correspond to the κ = 4 fitting function.
However, the improvement from selecting a more complex
model is only marginal and not worth the effort. There-

TABLE IX. Indicative list of LOOCV evaluation measures for
the gpole(C, σ) = g0

∑κ
n=0

∑κ−n
m=0 D̂nm Cn σm parametrization.

MAE Max Error MSE dmax MAPE Exp Var κ
×10−3 ×10−2 ×10−4 (%) ×10−1 (%)
15.713 14.612 4.301 6.94 11.77 1.0 1
5.539 7.819 0.719 4.10 3.85 1.0 2
4.535 6.201 0.556 3.25 3.03 1.0 3
4.320 5.377 0.524 3.07 2.86 1.0 4
4.268 5.141 0.511 3.06 2.83 1.0 5
4.222 5.316 0.500 2.97 2.80 1.0 6
4.171 5.559 0.487 3.10 2.78 1.0 7
4.090 5.789 0.475 3.22 2.72 1.0 8

fore, from the fit evaluation, the model’s optimizers D̂nm

are presented in Table (X).

TABLE X. D̂nm regression coefficients for the gpole(C, σ)
parametrization (28). For this model, the coefficient of deter-
mination is exceptionally high with a value of R2 = 0.9991.

D̂00 D̂01 D̂02 D̂03

0.908111 2.018696 0.553202 -0.800025

D̂04 D̂10 D̂11 D̂12

0.488087 2.018696 -2.790572 -1.469351

D̂13 D̂20 D̂21 D̂22

1.466061 -15.689925 11.971482 1.116029

D̂30 D̂31 D̂40

52.068673 -23.257769 -62.804547

The fitting function (28) that optimally reproduces the
data and the corresponding relative deviations histogram
are presented in Fig. 14. Employing this parametrization
for gpole, the relative errors between the regression model
(28) and the data are ≤ 3.07% (universality). It is impor-
tant to highlight that, regardless of rotation and compact-
ness, only 1190 NS configurations out of the total, having
an equatorial radius in the range Req ∈ [11.53, 18.38] km
have relative deviations > 1%. The large majority of these
stellar models correspond to Hybrid EoS models.

In addition, Fig. 14 (bottom panel) shows the compar-
ison of our new regression formula (28) with methods al-
ready proposed, both in the case of slowly and rapidly ro-
tating NSs [139]. In the case of slowly rotating NS models
with σ ≤ 0.1, our fit yields results that closely align (≲
1.39%) to the corresponding ones presented in [139] when
both are evaluated for the corresponding slowly-rotating
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FIG. 14. Top panel: gpole/g0 as a function of the dimension-
less parameters C and σ. The plotted analytic surface which is
shown with maroon grid lines corresponds to the fitting func-
tion (28). Bottom panel: Distribution of the absolute value
of the relative deviations of the fit (100%(|∆gpole|)/gpole =
100%(|gpole,fit − gpole|)/gpole) given in logarithmic scale. The
maroon and coral-colored histograms are the relative error pre-
dictions associated with our function, while the other two cor-
respond to the fits proposed in the literature.

data sample. However, when it comes to rapidly rotating
NS models, our trained regression model has a higher ac-
curacy when compared to the AlGendy and Morsink g(µ)-
formula for µ = 1 (star’s pole). Therefore, the surface fit
(28) provides an accurate universal description for the ef-
fective gravity at the star’s pole for each value of stellar
compactness C and rotation rate σ within the parameter
space.

Now, we focus on investigating a universal description
that connects the effective gravity at the star’s equator with

the parameters C, σ, and e. It is essential to highlight that
adding eccentricity as a feature is crucial for minimizing de-
viations and enhancing the accuracy of data capture. The
regression formula that best reproduces the data has the
functional form,

geq(C, σ, e) = g0

3∑
n=0

3−n∑
m=0

3−(n+m)∑
q=0

Ênmq Cn σm eq. (29)

This is the least complicated fitting function that gave a
satisfactory fit. It should be noted that higher order poly-
nomial models gave better evaluation scores at LOOCV
from those presented in the Table (XI) for the κ = 3 fit-
ting function. However, selecting too complex models was
not worth the slight improvement in the fit quality. From
the best hyper-surface fit evaluation, the associated model
coefficients are presented in Table (XII).

TABLE XI. Indicative list of LOOCV evaluation measures for
the

∑κ
n=0

∑κ−n
m=0

∑κ−(n+m)
q=0 Ênmq Cnσmeq parametrization.

MAE Max Error MSE dmax MAPE Exp Var κ
×10−3 ×10−2 ×10−5 (%) ×10−1(%)
12.457 9.099 23.452 60.24 23.56 1.0 1
3.238 2.810 1.993 40.54 6.43 1.0 2
0.760 1.291 0.123 4.34 1.70 1.0 3
0.646 1.295 0.101 3.84 1.47 1.0 4
0.597 1.301 0.093 3.45 1.37 1.0 5
0.582 1.312 0.090 2.86 1.34 1.0 6
0.573 1.305 0.088 2.77 1.32 1.0 7
0.560 1.309 0.086 2.78 1.29 1.0 8

TABLE XII. Ênmq regression parameters for the geq(C, σ, e)
parametrization (29). For this hyper-surface fit, the coefficient
of determination is exceptionally high with a value of R2 =
0.99998.

Ê000 Ê001 Ê002 Ê003
0.995124 -0.029767 0.832182 0.289041

Ê010 Ê011 Ê012 Ê020
-1.691758 -0.758367 0.230731 0.532801

Ê021 Ê030 Ê100 Ê101
0.369276 -0.221009 0.068663 0.141318

Ê102 Ê110 Ê111 Ê120
-2.032738 2.331226 2.630904 -4.035776

Ê200 Ê201 Ê210 Ê300
-0.28468 0.128888 1.205922 0.33807

The surface and distribution of the corresponding ab-
solute values of the relative deviations histogram are pre-
sented in the two panels of Fig. 15. The varying colors of
the data points correspond to different values of the star’s
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eccentricity, as indicated in the accompanying vertical col-
ored bar.

FIG. 15. Top Panel: geq/g0 as a function of the dimensionless
parameters C, and σ. In this illustration, the colored variation
of the presented data points corresponds to the star’s eccentric-
ity e dependence, as highlighted in the accompanying vertical
colored bar. Bottom panel: Absolute relative error distribution
histogram derived using the regression formula (27) for the sam-
ple of NS models used. The horizontal axis is presented in a log-
arithmic scale. Also, the maroon and coral-colored histograms
correspond to the absolute relative deviation predictions derived
utilizing our fitting formula, while the others correspond to the
associated models established in the literature.

The regression formula (29) verifies the data with ac-
curacy better than 4.26%. Most importantly, when ap-
plying this model, only 1107 out of the total ensemble of
NS models have relative deviations > 1%. Particularly for
these stellar configurations, it is important to note that no
clear pattern emerges in the variance of relative errors con-
cerning either the EoSs or the EoS categories as well as
the parameters (C, σ, e) defining the examined parameter
space. Therefore, the fitting formula (29) is an accurate

EoS-insensitive relation for all considered NS models. Fig.
15 (bottom panel) also shows the comparison between our
regression model (28) and those already suggested in the
literature, both in the case of slowly and rapidly rotating
NSs [139]. In the case of slowly rotating configurations, our
fitting function yields comparable results (≲ 1.31%) to the
associated formula given in [139] when both are evaluated
using the particular slowly rotating data sample. In addi-
tion, when it comes to rapid rotation, it is evident that our
trained regression model is more accurate than the corre-
sponding AlGendy and Morsink g(µ)-formula obtained by
setting µ = 0 (star’s equator). Therefore, in all cases, our
new fitting function (28) provides a robust EoS insensitive
representation of the effective gravity at the star’s equator.

V. PART II: GLOBAL INFERENCE OF THE
STAR’S SURFACE USING ARTIFICIAL NEURAL

NETWORKS

Having obtained the data for the surface R(µ), the log-
arithmic derivative d logR(µ)/dθ, and the effective accel-
eration due to gravity at the star’s surface g(µ) for each
NS configuration included in our ensemble, we can now
proceed to derive the associated regression model for each
quantity of interest.

For the fitting procedure, we employed the feed-forward
network architecture illustrated in Fig. 32 of Appendix A,
following the steps, the formulation, and the optimization
process outlined in Sec. A 2. At this point, it is worth
mentioning that we consistently construct additional data
points for each of the essential quantities (target-labels ẑ)
using Hermite interpolation [175] as a pre-processing step.

More specifically, for each star, as highlighted in Sec.
II, we have 261 (MDIV) data points for R(µ). By uti-
lizing Hermite interpolation as a supplementary step to
augment more data points, we aim to feed the network
with additional information, thus enhancing the model’s
learning ability. Through this method, we generate an ex-
tra data point R(µ̃) for each centered µ̃ = (µi + µi+1)/2
value in the range µi ≤ µ̃ ≤ µi+1. Covering the entire
range of MDIV grid points µ ∈ [0, 1], we produce 260 syn-
thetic data points for R(µ). This process was applied to
each stellar configuration in the ensemble. As a result,
each star is characterized by a total of 521 data points
associated with its surface. Having acquired data on the
star’s surface, we apply the same methodology to gener-
ate additional synthetic data for the logarithmic derivative
and the effective acceleration due to gravity at the star’s
surface. In addition, we have to note that the complete
dataset contains 521 (data points/star) × 42694 stars =
22243574 data points. For the NS models associated with
each EoS, we partition 80% of the data for training and
set aside the remaining 20% for testing, adhering to the
way outlined in Sec. A 2. It should be emphasized that
this vast amount of training and test data employed in this
work play a crucial role in the neural network’s training
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process, inference, and generalization ability.

For the benchmark NS model 2 presented in Table (II),
we provide an additional proof of concept in Fig. 16 (top
panel), illustrating the distribution of the numerical verifi-
cation of Eq.(15) for the synthetic data derived for R(µ).
It is noteworthy to highlight that the condition H(P ) = 0
is satisfied with an order of magnitude of ≲ 10−9. Further-

FIG. 16. Top panel: Distribution of the numerical verification
of the H(P ) = 0 (Eq.(15)) condition for the synthetic R(µ)-data
generated using Hermite interpolation. In the vertical axis, we
present the range of |H(P )| values corresponding to the NS
benchmark model 2 shown in Table (II). Bottom panel: Same
as the top panel for the NS benchmark model 9 associated with
the higher rotation frequency as shown in Table (II).

more, for the NS configuration with the higher rotation
frequency, as presented in Table (II) (model 9), Eq.(15)
is numerically verified with an accuracy of approximately
O(10−7) as shown in Fig. 16 (bottom panel). In this frame-
work, it should be highlighted that a consistent pattern
emerges across all NS configurations in our ensemble: the
order of magnitude for the H(P ) = 0 numerical verifica-
tion for synthetic data varies systematically from O(10−9)
toO(10−7) as the rotation frequency increases. In any case,
the synthetic data effectively correspond to numerical so-

lutions associated with the star’s surface.
In practical applications like pulse profile modeling

[10, 37, 120, 129] or the cooling tail method [10, 176, 177],
we suggest an EoS-insensitive regression model that accu-
rately describes the NS surfaces R(µ) across a relatively
wide range of compactness values (0.0876 ≤ C ≤ 0.3095)
and rotations (0 ≤ σ ≤ 0.9612) for each EoS within our en-
semble [98, 134, 139, 140]. In that direction, we also gener-
ate precise regression models for the logarithmic derivative
d logR(µ)/dθ and the star’s effective gravity g(µ) estima-
tion, irrespective of the EoS. Most importantly, our regres-
sion models reproduce the data on the test set with high
accuracy, thus demonstrating a state-of-the-art generaliza-
tion ability beyond the training data.

The demonstration of the methodology and results
will be ordered in the following way: Sec. VA is ded-
icated to proposing an EoS-independent new relation
for the star’s circumferential radius R(µ), Sec. VB
introduces a new relation for the logarithmic derivative,
while Sec. VC presents a new relation for the effective
acceleration due to gravity g(µ) at the star’s surface.
It should be noted that except for the parameters C
and σ commonly utilized in the literature, the proposed
neural network architecture indirectly utilizes the star’s
polar radius as an additional parameter. The selection
of this additional feature is sufficient for the model
to excel in inference capabilities and generalization,
achieving results in a way that is not substantially
influenced by the EoS. Both indicative code examples
for our fits and the trained model’s optimal parameters
θ⋆ (weights) will be available in the following GitHub
repository:https://github.com/gregoryPapi/Universal-
description-of-the-NS-surface-using-ML.git.

A. UNIVERSAL ESTIMATION OF THE STAR’S
SURFACE USING ANN

To employ the designed ANN architecture for estimating
the star’s surface, we first consider the relation between the
star’s circumferential radius R(µ) and some input features
x̃, encompassing the parameters µ,C, σ, and e.

Along a given sequence of data points associated with the
star’s surface, we then proceed to estimate the normalized
circumferential radius given as,

ẑ1 =


R(µ)−Rpole

Req−Rpole
, σ ̸= 0

R(µ)
Req

, σ = 0.

(30)

Depending on the star’s rotation, this transformation is
performed individually for each star included in our ensem-
ble. In the case of nonrotating NSs we have R(µ) = Req,
while for the rotating ones, with this linear transforma-
tion, we map the interval [Rpole, Req] into the unit interval
[0, 1]. It is important to emphasize that possessing precise

https://github.com/gregoryPapi/Universal-description-of-the-NS-surface-using-ML.git
https://github.com/gregoryPapi/Universal-description-of-the-NS-surface-using-ML.git
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knowledge of the interval limits, not only enhances the ef-
fectiveness of the ANN model during the training process
but also contributes to a significant reduction of the ex-
pected model’s relative errors. Consequently, the choice
of the sigmoid function (A4) placed on the output layer
is a natural choice and guarantees that, the model’s in-
ference will consistently fall within the [0, 1] range, while
at the same time enhancing the model’s training during
the learning processes (faster convergence and superior loss
minimization).

For the rotating case, moving from the star’s equator to-
wards the star’s pole, the proposed transformation (30) is
EoS-independent, aligning all data approximately onto a
single universal plane for each specific value of the star’s
colatitude θ. This representation is exemplified in Fig. 17,
which displays the data distribution for an indicative dis-
crete array of µ values µ ∈ [0, 1] across the entire parameter
space. In this illustration, the colored planes represent re-
gions in space with fixed µ = µ⋆, while the vertical colored
bar indicates the star’s eccentricity. Overall, the data for
each EoS form a universal hyperstructure within the pa-
rameter space. Furthermore, Fig. 18 is an alternative rep-
resentation of the universal parametrization (30) for each
µ within the parameter space, showing the data for each
EoS in the test set over the full range of µ values across
different rotation rates.

FIG. 17. Universal representation: Normalized radius (R(µ⋆)−
Rpole)/(Req−Rpole) as a function of the star’s global parameters
C and σ for a discrete array of µ values µ ∈ [0, 1] moving from
the rotating star’s equator (µ = 0) towards the star’s pole (µ =
1). Each colored numerically interpolated surface corresponds
to an assigned µ⋆ value, while the vertical colored bar represents
the star’s eccentricity e.

Having obtained the scaled target data ẑ1 and defining
the train and test sets, we proceed to train the ANN model
F̂θ(|µ|, C, σ, e) (32) to derive the optimal parameters θ⋆

FIG. 18. EoS-insensitive relation: Normalized radius (R(µ) −
Rpole)/(Req − Rpole) as a function of the angular position pa-
rameter on the star µ = cos(θ), and the reduced spin σ. The
vertical colored bar represents the star’s stellar compactness C.

through the optimization process described in Sec. A 2. In
Fig. 19, we demonstrate the reduction of the loss function
L(θ) over 300 epochs of model training.

FIG. 19. Normalized circumferential radius estimation us-
ing ANN: Illustration of the Loss function minimization results
derived during the ANN model training. Each colored curve
corresponds to the specific learning rate employed. The whole
training process is carried out for 300 epochs.

The regression model R(µ) with the optimal θ⋆ parame-
ters has the functional form,

R(µ) = Rpole + (Req −Rpole)F̂θ⋆(|µ|, C, σ, e). (31)

The choice of |µ| as an input variable is intended to enforce
Z2 mirror symmetry across the star’s surface, ensuring that
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R(µ) = R(−µ) along the rotation axis. The proposed fit-
ting formula accurately reproduces the star’s surface for
an arbitrary order spin-induced deformation σ. Thus, it
offers a universal fitting representation for the radius of
the oblate star’s shape at each specific µ value of interest.
In addition, it is noteworthy that in the non-rotating limit
(σ = 0), our formula perfectly adheres to the consistency
condition R(µ) = Rpole = Req, which is associated with
spherical stars, for all values of µ.
The evaluation measures for the model defined by equa-

tion (31) on the test set are presented in Table (XIII). Ad-

TABLE XIII. Evaluation measures for the parametrization
given by equation (31) on the test set.

MAE Max Error MSE dmax MAPE Exp Var R2

×10−3 ×10−2 ×10−6 (%) ×10−5 (%)
1.149 3.333 5.865 0.25 8.98 0.99999 0.99999

ditionally, Fig. 20 presents histogram distributions show-
casing relative errors on the test set, offering a compar-
ative analysis between our model and those proposed in
[134, 139, 140].

FIG. 20. Colored histograms depicting the distribution of ab-
solute relative errors 100%× (R(µ)fit −R(µ))/R(µ) providing a
basis for comparison between our ANN model’s results with fit-
ting functions established in the literature. Both axes are given
in a logarithmic scale. Each histogram is referred to the test set,
while the colored triangles denote the absolute maximum rela-
tive deviation produced by each functional form used to verify
the test data.

Employing this R(µ) parametrization, the fitting for-
mula (31) accurately reproduces the data on the test set,
exhibiting a remarkable precision with a relative error of
less than 0.25%. We can observe that the majority of the
model predictions exhibit a relative error of less than 0.1%.
Therefore, for each EoS included in our ensemble, the as-
sociated ANN formulation highlights an excellent general-
ization ability. An important consideration at this point is
the evaluation of the maximum relative deviation exhibited

by the proposed regression model (31) in the test set, both
across EoS categories and for individual EoSs. In Appendix
C 1, we present the violin plots illustrating the distribution
of absolute fractional differences for each case, providing
a comprehensive view of the model’s performance and its
variability. The hybrid EoS class exhibits the largest sur-
face deviations, around 0.25% (dmax), while the hadronic
and hyperonic categories show maximum relative errors of
approximately 0.20% and 0.16%, respectively. The EoS
models associated with these values are the Holographic
V-QCD model APR intermediate [178–182], the EI-CEF-
Scyrme model SKb [183–185], and the SU(3)-CMF model
DS(CMF)−1 [184, 186–191] (see e.g., Appendix B and Fig.
34 for a review).

In addition, Fig. 20 provides the relative error com-
parison between our regression model (31) and the sur-
face fitting functions that are available in the literature
for both slowly and rapidly rotating NS configurations
[134, 139, 140]. For slowly rotating neutron star models
with σ ≤ 0.1, the AlGendy and Morsink fitting function
[139], along with the updated coefficients provided by Silva
et al. [140], yields relative errors of ≤ 0.56% and ≤ 1.20%,
respectively. This difference mainly stems from the ensem-
ble of predominantly slowly rotating NS models utilized
in the initial AlGendy and Morsink work, while Silva et al.
focused on a more limited set of slowly rotating stellar con-
figurations. In contrast, our model achieves a significantly
lower error margin of ≤ 0.02%. Therefore, regardless of
the star’s rotation, the suggested formula (31) for estimat-
ing the star’s circumferential radius has higher accuracy
than the already established fitting relations. Hence, the
regression Formula (31) offers a substantial improvement
in accurately estimating the star’s surface, irrespective of
the EoS.

As a comprehensive illustration of the effectiveness of
the fitting function (31), Fig. 21 presents various surfaces
along with their corresponding relative errors for the whole
selection of NS models outlined in Table (II). In all cases,
we incorporate existing fitting functions proposed in the
literature, providing a basis for relative comparison. Each
method accurately captures the static case, as expected. In
the case of slowly rotating stars, the AlGendy and Morsink
fit (with the contribution of Silva et al.), along with the
slow elliptical fit accurately describe the star’s equator at
µ = 0. This accuracy also extends to the slow and fast el-
liptical fits as the rotation rate increases. Nevertheless, our
fitting function excels in accurately reproducing the data.
Unlike other fitting functions, our method mitigates the er-
ror accumulation as the model’s predictions move towards
the star’s pole, thanks to effective normalization (30).

From an observational standpoint, having knowledge of
the star’s mass and its associated rotation frequency, one
requires data for Req and Rpole to estimate the star’s sur-
face using the regression model (31). In this context, the
previously derived EoS-insensitive relations for Rpole (25)
and the star’s eccentricity e (26) play a crucial role in de-
termining the star’s surface with the suggested fitting func-
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FIG. 21. Star’s surface and relative errors given in logarithmic scale vs. angular position for the catalog of NS models presented in
Table (II). Each plot is for a different NS configuration and compares our results to previous results in the literature. The bottom
panel in each plot shows the relative error for each fitting formula. Our ANN fit achieves the lowest relative errors, which are also
independent of the rotation rate, in contrast to other fits.

tion (31). These polynomial functions provide information
with high accuracy when the equatorial radius Req is de-
termined through observations (e.g., for NICER’s telescope
NS targets) or provided via a universal relation (see e.g.,
the relation suggested in [110]).

B. UNIVERSAL ESTIMATION OF THE
SURFACE’S LOGARITHMIC DERIVATIVE USING

ANN

Apart from R(µ), the logarithmic derivative is funda-
mental in accurately modeling the oblate shape of a rotat-
ing NS configuration. At this point, we now proceed to
employ the designed feed-forward network to predict the
logarithmic derivative at the surface of the star. In this
context, we utilize the parameters µ,C, σ, and R as the
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model’s input features x̃. In this case, we have to note the
polar-to-equatorial radius R is a better feature than the
star’s eccentricity e that was used in the Sec. VA.

For a given NS configuration with spin parameter σ
within the parameter space, after obtaining the maximum
value of the logarithmic derivative (d logR(µ)/dθ), we pro-
ceed to estimate the normalized logarithmic derivative de-
noted as

ẑ2 =

(
d logR(µ)

dθ

)
/

(
d logR(µ)

dθ

)
max

. (32)

It is essential to note that the maximum value varies from
one NS model to another. Recognizing that the interval
boundaries, according to the constraints (18), should be
zero in each case, the relation (32) (min-max scaling) is
devised to map the scaled logarithmic derivative interval
associated with each NS model into the unit interval [0, 1].
As previously, this transformation ensures a consistent rep-
resentation of the data, facilitating the training process and
optimizing the performance of the neural network.

Especially for the rotating case, this transformation
aligns all data points onto a single universal plane for each
specific colatitude value, θ. This behavior is depicted in
Fig. 22, showcasing the data distribution for a representa-
tive discrete set of µ values within the range µ ∈ [0, 1] across
the entire parameter space. In this illustration, the colored
planes correspond to regions in space with fixed µ = µ⋆,
while the vertical colored bar denotes the star’s polar-to-
equatorial ratio R. In addition, Fig. 23 demonstrates a
different morphology of the EoS-insensitive parametriza-
tion (32) for each µ within the parameter space, showing
the data in the test dataset over the full range of µ values
across different rotation rates.

After scaling the data for each particular NS configu-
ration included within our ensemble, we proceed to train
the ANN model F̂θ(µ,C, σ,R) to derive the best param-
eters θ⋆ through optimization. At this point, it is crucial
to emphasize that, to effectively capture the intricacies of
data specifically at the interval boundaries and enhance
the learning process, our training procedure incorporates a
specialized form of the loss function given as,

L(θ) =
n∑

i=1

wi||zi − ẑi||2, (33)

where wi is a weight factor taking values

wi =

{
10, for the star’s pole and equator respectively

1, otherwise.

In Fig. 24, we present the minimization of the loss function
L(θ) (33) over 300 epochs of model training.

The regression model d logR(µ)/dθ with the optimal θ⋆

FIG. 22. Universal representation: Normalized logarithmic

derivative d logR(µ⋆)
dθ

/( d logR(µ)
dθ

)max as a function of the star’s
global parameters C, and σ for a discrete array of µ ∈ [0, 1]
values excluding the star’s equator and pole which are clearly
defined due to constraints (18). Each colored, numerically in-
terpolated plane corresponds to an assigned µ⋆ value, while the
vertical colored bar represents the star’s polar-to-equatorial ra-
tio R.

FIG. 23. Universal parametrization: Effective normalization
(32) shown as a function of the angular position µ = cos(θ),
and the reduced spin σ. The vertical colored bar represents the
star’s stellar compactness C.

parameters has the functional form(
d logR(µ)

dθ

)
=

(
d logR(µ)

dθ

)
max

F̂θ⋆(µ,C, σ,R). (34)
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FIG. 24. Minimization of the Loss function (33) during the
model training. Each colored curve corresponds to the corre-
sponding learning rate employed. The whole training process is
carried out for 300 epochs.

The proposed regression formula accurately reproduces the
star’s deviation from sphericity as measured by the loga-
rithmic derivative for each value of the spin-induced defor-
mation σ within the parameter space.
The evaluation measures for the fitting formula (34) on

the test set are highlighted in Table (XIV). We have to note

TABLE XIV. Evaluation measures for the parametrization
given by equation (34) on the test set.

MAE Max Error MSE Exp Var R2

×10−4 ×10−3 ×10−7

2.658 8.360 3.187 0.99999 0.99999

that we intentionally omit the dmax and MAPE evaluation
measures from this table (XIV). This decision is based on
the observation that these evaluation functions tend to pro-
duce extremely high values for static cases where R(µ) is
constant or for rotating stars where the interval boundaries
are constrained by Eq.(18). In both cases, the associated
derivative in the denominator coincides with zero.

Furthermore, Fig. 25 displays a histogram distribution
on the test set, illustrating the absolute residual errors be-
tween our fitting function (34) and the actual data. Em-
ploying this parametrization, the regression model (34) ac-
curately verifies the data on the test set, exhibiting a high
precision with a residual error of less than 8.36×10−3. For
each NS model within our ensemble, the associated for-
mulation demonstrates perfect generalization ability and is
insensitive to the star’s EoS. In addition, Fig. 25 demon-
strates the residual error comparison between our regres-
sion model (34) and the models derived using Eq.(17) for
the surface fitting functions that are already available in the
literature for both slowly and rapidly rotating stellar mod-
els [134, 139, 140]. For slowly rotating NS configurations

FIG. 25. Colored histograms depicting the distribution of abso-
lute residual errors (d logR(µ)/dθ)fit− (d logR(µ)/dθ), compar-
ing the proposed ANN model’s results against the logarithmic
derivative models derived from fitting functions previously dis-
cussed in the literature using Eq.(17). Each histogram refers
to the test set, while the colored triangles denote the absolute
maximum relative error produced by each model to verify the
data.

with σ ≤ 0.1, the fitting curve derived from the AlGendy
and Morsink fitting function produces results with a resid-
ual error of ≲ 7 × 10−3, while applying the same formula
with coefficients from Silva et al. results in a residual error
of less than 1.23×10−2. In comparison, for the same range
spin case, our model achieves significantly lower residual
errors, at ≤ 0.77 × 10−3. In any case, regardless of the
star’s rotation, the proposed formula (34) surpasses the
performance of the previously established fitting models
employed to extract the logarithmic derivative. Hence, it
provides a significant enhancement in the estimation of the
measurement of the deviation from the sphericity of the
star’s surface, irrespective of EoS.

A crucial aspect to investigate is the source of the max-
imum relative error observed in the regression model (34)
on the test set, considering both the overall EoS categories
and individual EoSs associated with a specific category.
In Appendix C 2, we present violin plots that display the
distribution of absolute residuals for each case in the test
set, enabling a thorough evaluation of the model’s perfor-
mance and the variability in its predictions. The hybrid
class of EoSs has the largest residuals, around 8.36× 10−3

(Max Error), while the hadronic and hyperonic EoS-classes
demonstrate residual deviations of about 6.3 × 10−3 and
5.2 × 10−3, respectively. The EoS models exhibiting the
largest residual differences, as compared to others within
the same category, are the the Holographic V-QCD model
APR intermediate [178–182], the RDF model QMC-RMF4
[192–194], and the SU(3)-CMF model DNS [189–191, 195]
(see e.g., Appendix B and Fig. 35 for a review).

As an additional presentation of the effectiveness of the
regression model (34), Fig. 26 illustrates various logarith-
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mic derivative curves and their corresponding relative er-
rors for the whole sample of rotating NS benchmark models
outlined in Table (II). In the same Figure, we also include
the corresponding curves derived by acquiring the estab-
lished fitting functions associated with the star’s surface
R(µ), enabling a basis for direct comparison. Nevertheless,
the proposed ANN model excels by accurately reproducing
the data. As in the case of Fig. 21, our results have the
lowest relative errors and, moreover, do not increase for
higher rotation ratios, in contrast to previously published
fits.

It is important to note that the already established mod-
els used for comparison rely on the existence of a fitting
function R(µ) that represents the star’s surface. As a re-
sult, the corresponding logarithmic derivative is derived in-
directly from Eq.(17). Except for our new fitting function
(34), to the best of our knowledge, there is currently no
other general fitting function in the existing literature ded-
icated to the direct universal estimation of this particu-
lar quantity. Moreover, for the sample of NS configura-
tions covering the parameter space, our ANN model ac-
curately reproduces the data regardless of the star’s spin
parametrization. This outcome is paving the way for accu-
rate calculations, particularly in determining the beaming
angle for a photon emitted at the star’s surface [171, 172].

Finally, beyond the consideration of global parameters
like C, σ, andR, practical utilization of the regression func-
tion (34) demands knowledge of the maximum value of the
logarithmic derivative for each specific NS configuration.
From an observational point of view, this requirement is
adeptly addressed through the utilization of the derived
EoS-insensitive polynomial function (27), as highlighted in
the last part of the Sec. IVA.

C. UNIVERSAL ESTIMATION OF THE STAR’S
EFFECTIVE GRAVITY USING ANN

The hotspot models utilized in NICER data analysis
are based on the assumption that the NS’s atmosphere
is mainly composed of Hydrogen [22]. The characteristics
of Hydrogen atmospheres and other possible atmospheric
compositions depend on the local acceleration due to grav-
ity. Therefore, investigating an EoS-insensitive relation for
the local star’s surface gravity g(µ) is highly important.

Building upon this, our focus shifts towards leveraging
the designed ANN architecture for the estimation of the
effective acceleration due to gravity at the star’s surface,
g(µ). To achieve this objective, we employ the parameters
|µ|, C, σ, and e as input features for the model.

Within a given sequence of data points representing the
star’s effective gravity, we subsequently proceed to calcu-

late the scaled effective acceleration, denoted as

ẑ3 =


g(µ)−gpole
geq−gpole

, σ ̸= 0

g(µ)
geq

, σ = 0.

(35)

Again, this formulation is performed individually for each
star within our ensemble. In the absence of rotation, this
linear transformation ensures that g(µ) = geq, while for
the rotating case, it maps the interval [geq, gpole] into the
unit interval [1, 0]. As discussed in previous sections, we
can leverage this observation to improve the ANN model’s
performance, thereby improving the learning process.

For the rotating case, as one moves from the star’s equa-
tor to its pole, the transformation (35) remains indepen-
dent of the EoS, aligning all data onto a nearly universal
plane for each specific colatitude θ. This is illustrated in
Fig. 27, where the data is shown for a representative array
of values µ ∈ [0, 1] throughout the parameter space. In the
figure, colored planes represent regions with fixed µ = µ⋆,
while the vertical colored bar indicates the star’s eccentric-
ity. In total, the data for each EoS collectively establish
an EoS-insensitive hyperstructure within the investigated
parameter space. Lastly, Fig. 28 demonstrates an equiv-
alent visualization of the EoS-independent normalization
(35) for each µ within the parameter space, illustrating the
data for each EoS in the test dataset over the full space of
µ values across different spin rates.

Following the derivation of data targets ẑ3 for each NS
configuration, we further advance to train the ANN model
F̂θ(|µ|, C, σ, e) to extract the optimal parameters θ⋆. In
Fig. 29, we present the minimization of the loss function
L(θ) over 300 epochs of model training.

The regression formula having the optimal θ⋆ parameters
has the functional form

g(µ) = gpole + (geq − gpole)F̂θ⋆(|µ|, C, σ, e). (36)

Incorporating |µ| as an input feature ensures the main-
tenance of Z2 symmetry across the star’s surface, ensur-
ing that g(µ) = g(−µ) along the rotation axis. The sug-
gested fitting formula perfectly infers the star’s effective
gravity at the surface for any spin-induced deformation σ.
Thus, along the star’s oblate topology, it offers an EoS-
insensitive representation for the effective acceleration due
to gravity for each µ value referring to the star’s surface.
It is important to highlight that in the absence of rota-
tion (σ = 0), our formula precisely satisfies the consistency
condition g(µ) = gpole = geq (static case) for all µ values.

The corresponding evaluation measures for the fitting
function (36) on the test set are presented in Table (XV).

Fig. 30 demonstrates the associated histograms high-
lighting relative errors on the test set, offering a compar-
ative analysis between our regression function and those
suggested in [139] for slowly and rapidly rotating NSs (Al-
Gendy and Morsink fits). We have to note that the sug-
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FIG. 26. Angular derivative and absolute residual errors as a function of µ = cos(θ). for the set of rapidly rotating NS models
presented in Table (II). The colored curves correspond to different fits. Apart from the proposed ANN model, the residual errors
in the other fitting models escalate with the increase in reduced spin σ.

TABLE XV. Evaluation measures for the parametrization given
by equation (36) on the test set.

MAE Max Error MSE dmax MAPE Exp Var R2

×10−4 ×10−3 ×10−7 (%) ×10−4 (%)
3.380 7.730 4.512 0.91 3.436 0.99999 0.99999

gested regression model (36) remarkably reproduces the
data on the test set, showcasing relative error precision
less than 0.91% for arbitrary rotation within the param-

eter space. When evaluated on the subset of data corre-
sponding to slowly rotating NSs with σ ≤ 0.1, our model
demonstrates even higher accuracy, with relative errors not
exceeding 0.11%. Hence, for each NS model included in our
ensemble, our model demonstrates an excellent generaliza-
tion ability. In addition, the proposed method surpasses
the results obtained using the fitting functions proposed in
[139] for both slowly and rapidly rotating NS models.

A key aspect to examine is the origin of the maximum rel-
ative deviation exhibited by the proposed regression model
(36) on the test set, analyzed both across EoS categories
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FIG. 27. EoS-insensitive representation: Normalized effective
gravity (g(µ⋆) − gpole)/(geq − gpole) as a function of the star’s
global parameters C, and σ for a discrete array of µ ∈ [0, 1] val-
ues moving from the rotating star’s equator (µ = 0) to the star’s
pole (µ = 1). Each colored numerically interpolated surface cor-
responds to an assigned µ⋆ value, while the vertical colored bar
represents the star’s eccentricity e.

FIG. 28. EoS-insensitive parametrization: Normalized radius
(g(µ)− gpole)/(geq − gpole) as a function of the angular position
parameter on the star µ = cos(θ), and the dimensionless spin σ.
The vertical colored bar represents the star’s stellar compactness
C.

and for individual EoSs. In Appendix C 3, we present the
relative panels illustrating the distribution of the absolute
fractional differences in the test set for each case, providing
a comprehensive review of the model’s performance and its

FIG. 29. Normalized effective gravity inference using ANN: Il-
lustration of the Loss function minimization results derived dur-
ing the ANN model training. Each colored curve corresponds to
the corresponding learning rate employed. The whole training
process is carried out for 300 epochs.

FIG. 30. Absolute value of the relative error (100%×|g(µ)fit−
g(µ)|/g(µ)) using the suggested ANN model (36) to estimate
the star’s effective gravity at surface g(µ) (maroon-colored his-
togram). Depending on the star’s rotation, the other histograms
depict the distribution of absolute relative errors derived using
the fitting functions provided in the literature. Each histogram
is referred to the test set, while the colored triangles denote the
absolute maximum relative deviation produced by each func-
tional form used to verify the data.

variability. The hadronic EoS class has the largest devia-
tions of effective gravity, around 0.91% (dmax), while the
hybrid and hyperonic classes demonstrate maximum rela-
tive deviations of about 0.84% and 0.56%, correspondingly.
The EoS models associated with these maximum frac-
tional differences are the EI-CEF-Scyrme model KDE0v1
[183, 184, 196], the Holographic V-QCD model APR inter-
mediate [178–182], and the RMF DDHδ Y4 model [197–
200] (see e.g., Appendix B and Fig. 36 for a review).
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Again, for the full set of NS models presented in Table
(II), we demonstrate the respective curves for g(µ) obtained
using our regression model (36), along with the correspond-
ing relative errors in Fig. 31. For each NS model selected,
we also incorporate results associated with the suggested
fitting functions given by AlGendy and Morsink [139], pro-
viding a basis for relative comparison. Each method accu-
rately reproduces the static case, as anticipated. Neverthe-
less, our regression model excels in accurately reproducing
the data, whereas the other functions encounter increas-
ing challenges in accurately representing the star’s effec-
tive gravity as frequency rises. Notably, the relative errors
in the AlGendy and Morsink fit intensify as the star’s fre-
quency increases, highlighting the superior performance of
our approach. However, it is important to acknowledge
that the limited accuracy of the AlGendy and Morsink fit-
ting function in the context of rapid rotation can be at-
tributed to the methodology employed. Their approach
utilizes effective gravity values sampled at only three spe-
cific locations on the star: the equator, the north pole,
and a point positioned 60 degrees from the equator. In
all cases, our method mitigates the error accumulation as
the model’s predictions move from the equator towards the
star’s pole, thanks to normalization (35).

From an observational perspective, having the precise
measurements for the star’s global parameters C, σ, and e
one needs to provide accurate measurements or estimations
for the gpole, and geq parameters to determine the star’s
effective acceleration due to gravity using the suggested
regression model (36). In that direction, the previously de-
rived universal relations for gpole (28), and geq (29) address
this issue, thus providing the corresponding estimation for
effective gravity with high accuracy.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

This work systematically explores EoS-insensitive rela-
tions for the NS’s surface and related global properties.
The whole investigation is performed for a diverse set of ro-
tating NSs in β equilibrium using an extended sample of 70
tabulated cold EoSs. Covering a broad spectrum of com-
pactness (0.0876 ≤ C ≤ 0.3095) and rotation frequency
values (0.00 ≤ f [kHz] ≤ 1.871), the numerical solutions
for NSs are obtained using the RNS code [146, 147], with
their surfaces accurately determined through an enthalpy-
based method. The analysis to investigate universal rela-
tions involves utilizing supervised machine-learning meth-
ods for regression (see, Appendix A for review). Through-
out our systematic investigation, we employed both poly-
nomial functions and an Artificial Neural Network (ANN).

In exploring the global parameters of the star’s sur-
face, we employed polynomial functions within a least-
squares regression framework. In this direction, a distinc-
tive feature of our analysis involves incorporating a cross-
validation evaluation procedure. To assess the generaliza-
tion ability of our model functions beyond the training

data, we subject them to validation sets. This approach
distinguishes our fitting functions from other models in the
literature that lack validation evaluation. The utilization
of cross-validation ensures that the suggested universal re-
lations possess generalization ability beyond the training
data, enhancing the chance of our models performing con-
sistently within the specified relative errors when applied
to new data.

To speed up the inference for EoS-insensitive relations
concerning the star’s surface R(µ), its logarithmic deriva-
tive, and the associated effective acceleration due to gravity
g(µ), we employed an Artificial Neural Network (ANN) ar-
chitecture. We used min-max scaling to map the values of
each input feature within the interval [0, 1]. In any case,
this normalization has been demonstrated to be a universal
transformation. In addition, we used Hermite interpolation
to augment more data points for the star’s surface and its
associated quantities of interest. The synthetic data points
verify the condition (Eq. (13)) for the star’s surface ef-
ficiently. The full dataset was partitioned into an 80:20
train/test ratio. We implemented a dynamic learning rate
strategy for optimization, utilizing the typical squared er-
ror as the loss function. Notably, we observed a remark-
able enhancement in the network’s learning ability, accom-
panied by a significant reduction in model errors for each
case study. This improvement was especially pronounced
when the data boundaries remained consistent across each
case study.

Here, we briefly summarize the suggested new EoS-
insensitive relations, presented in sections IV, and V.

At first, in Sec. IVA, we proposed a new EoS-insensitive
relation for the star’s polar-to-equatorial radius R =
Rpole/Req in terms of the stellar compactness C = M/Req

and reduced spin σ = Ω2R3
eq/GM . The resulting fit-

ting function R(C, σ) (25) verifies the data with accu-
racy ≤ 2.79% for all EoSs considered, whereas it describes
most data values with relative error ≤ 1%. Relative de-
viations > 1% correspond to a small fraction of stellar
configurations covering the whole compactness space hav-
ing equatorial radius Req ∈ [12.63, 19.41] km, reduced spin
σ ∈ [0.284, 0.873] and they are mainly associated to the
Hyperonic and hybrid EoSs utilized. Additionally, when
the reduced spin is constrained to σ ≤ 0.25, the maxi-
mum percentage error reduces to a mere 0.96%. Also, in
the absence of rotation, the derived formula reproduces the
Rpole = Req constraint with a relative deviation that is bet-
ter than 0.24%. Next, we explored the possibility of better
estimating the star’s eccentricity e =

√
1−R2 universally.

To address this objective, we examined its dependence as
a function of the parameters C and σ. The evaluated new
regression model e(C, σ) (26) reproduces the data with ac-
curacy ≤ 4.57% for all EoSs considered. In addition, most
of the models are given with a relative error that is better
than 2%. In contrast, for the stellar configurations exhibit-
ing larger error variances, no distinct pattern is observed
in the distribution of fractional differences with respect to
the EoSs or the parameters (Req, C, σ) that adequately de-
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FIG. 31. Normalized effective gravity and relative errors in logarithmic scale vs. angular position for the full set of NS models
presented in Table (II). Each plot is for a different stellar model and compares our results to previous results in the literature. The
bottom panel in each plot shows the relative error for each fitting formula. Our ANN fit achieves the lowest relative errors, which
are also independent of the reduced spin frequency σ, in contrast to other fits.

scribe the compact object’s parameter space. Lastly, we
looked for a universal relation between the maximum value
of the logarithmic derivative (d logR(µ)/dθ) and the pa-
rameters C, σ, and R. The proposed new theoretical fitting
function (27) is accurate with relative error ≤ 3.21% for all
the data, while it is better than 1% for most of the data.
More specifically, when applying this regression model,
only an extremely small subset of the rotating NS models
exhibit relative deviations exceeding 1%. It is important to
highlight that no discernible pattern associates this subset

with a specific EoS or category of EoSs. Nevertheless, it
corresponds to NSs with lower to intermediate stellar com-
pactness, characterized by parameters within the following
ranges: C ∈ [0.094, 0.238], Req ∈ [11.594, 16.766] km, σ ∈
[0.033, 0.844], and R ∈ [0.639, 0.978].

Secondly, in Sec. IVB, we proposed a universal relation
for the effective acceleration due to gravity at the star’s
pole, formulated as a function of the parameters C and σ.
The estimated regression model gpole(C, σ) (28) had accu-
racy less than 3.07% for all EoS considered, while most of
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the data are reproduced with a relative error ≤ 1%. Re-
gardless of rotation and compactness, only a small fraction
of NS configurations out of the total, with equatorial radii
in the range Req ∈ [11.53, 18.38] km, exhibit relative devia-
tions larger than 1%. The majority of these stellar models
correspond to hybrid EoS models. Then, we turn our at-
tention to investigating an EoS-insensitive formula related
to the effective gravity at the star’s equator. We have con-
sidered geq as a function of the parameters C, σ, and e.
It should be noted that the dependence of geq from these
parameters stands as an entirely new contribution to the
literature. The derived fitting function geq(C, σ, e) (29) has
a relative error that is ≤ 4.26%. Most significant deviations
(> 1%) correspond to a tiny subset of stellar configurations
out of the full set. For these NS models, no clear pattern
emerges in the variance of relative deviations with respect
to either the EoSs or the (C, σ, e) parameters that describe
the examined parameter space.

After universally estimating the global parameters relat-
ing to the star’s surface, our focus shifted to implementing
the designed feed-forward network architecture to fully de-
scribe the star’s global oblate shape and its properties. The
corresponding methodology is outlined in Sec. V. More
specifically, in Sec. VA, we suggested a new universal re-
lation for the star’s circumferential radius R(µ) in terms of
the parameters C, σ, and e. The resulting new regression
formula (31) describes the data on the test set with accu-
racy ≤ 0.25% for all EoS considered, showcasing a state-of-
the-art generalization ability beyond the training data. A
key point of evaluation is the source of maximum relative
deviation of the proposed regression model (31) on the test
set, both across EoS categories and individual EoSs. In
Appendix C 1, violin plots are presented to show the dis-
tribution of absolute fractional differences arising after the
evaluation of the regression model for each case, offering
insight into the model’s performance and variability. The
hybrid EoS class exhibits the largest deviations (∼ 0.25%),
followed by hadronic (∼ 0.20%) and hyperonic (∼ 0.16%)
categories. Notable the EoS models associated with the
reported errors originating after the model evaluation in-
clude the Holographic V-QCD model APR intermediate
[178–182], the EI-CEF-Scyrme model SKb [183–185], and
the SU(3)-CMF model DS(CMF)−1 [184, 186–191].

Then, in Sec. VB, we delved into the prospect of uni-
versally determining the logarithmic derivative; a measure-
ment of the deviation from the sphericity of the rotating
star’s surface. For this purpose, we examined the rela-
tion between (d logR(µ)/dθ) and the parameters C, σ, and
R. The proposed regression function (34) reproduces the
data on the test set with residual error ≤ 8.36 × 10−3.
The source of the maximum relative error in the regression
model (34) on the test set was evaluated across EoS cat-
egories and individual models. Appendix C 2 shows violin
plots of absolute residuals, revealing that the hybrid EoS
class had the largest residuals (8.36 × 10−3), followed by
hadronic (6.3 × 10−3) and hyperonic (5.2 × 10−3) classes.
Notably, the Holographic V-QCD model APR intermedi-

ate [178–182], the RDF model QMC-RMF4 [192–194], and
the SU(3)-CMF model DNS exhibited the largest residuals
within their respective categories [189–191, 195]. To the
best of our knowledge, the proposed new fitting formula
(34) represents the only universal fitting model for this re-
lation currently available.

Lastly, in Sec. VC, we proposed a new universal rela-
tion for the star’s effective acceleration due to gravity g(µ)
in terms of the parameters C, σ, and e. The derived new
regression model (36) reproduces the data on the test set
with relative error ≤ 0.91% for all EoSs considered, high-
lighting remarkable generalization ability. As before, an
important aspect of the analysis was identifying the source
of the maximum relative deviation in the regression model
(36) on the test set, evaluated across both EoS categories
and individual models. Appendix C 3 presents panels show-
ing the distribution of absolute fractional differences, offer-
ing an overview of the model’s performance and variability.
The largest deviations in effective gravity were found in the
hadronic EoS category (0.91%), with the hybrid and hy-
peronic categories showing deviations of 0.84% and 0.56%,
respectively. It should be noted that The largest frac-
tional differences were found in the EI-CEF-Scyrme model
KDE0v1 [183, 184, 196], in the Holographic V-QCD model
APR intermediate [178–182], and in the RMF DDHδ Y4
[197–200] EoS models.

With the acquired new regression functions for the star’s
surface R(µ) (Eq.(31)), and the corresponding effective
gravity g(µ) (Eq.(36)), one can proceed to derive the Ed-
dington luminosity at the surface of a rotating NS as an
application (see e.g. [19] for a comprehensive review). The
proposed new fitting functions, adeptly designed, allow for
a highly accurate estimation of this quantity.

In summary, Table (XVI) presents a detailed and system-
atic overview of the EoS-insensitive relations investigated
in this work. These relations, derived from an extensive
analysis of 70 tabulated EoS models, offer a robust frame-
work for understanding the universal properties of the
surface of stellar configurations across diverse astrophysical
scenarios. Concerning the proposed fitting functions, the
indicative evaluation notebooks with the estimations high-
lighted in this work can be found in the following GitHub
repository:https://github.com/gregoryPapi/Universal-
description-of-the-NS-surface-using-ML.git.

From an observational perspective, the approach fol-
lowed in this work relies on acquiring essential information
about the star’s mass, rotation frequency, and global pa-
rameters like C, σ, and R. Leveraging the proposed highly
accurate regression models, such as Eq.(31) for estimating
the star’s surface, is crucial. In this direction, the previ-
ously derived EoS-insensitive relations, particularly those
for Rpole (Eq.(25)) and eccentricity e (Eq.(26)) prove es-
sential in this determination, especially when utilizing the
proposed fitting function. Notably, accurate measurements
or estimations of the gpole and geq parameters are piv-
otal for determining the star’s effective acceleration due
to gravity, as outlined in the suggested regression model

https://github.com/gregoryPapi/Universal-description-of-the-NS-surface-using-ML.git
https://github.com/gregoryPapi/Universal-description-of-the-NS-surface-using-ML.git
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TABLE XVI. Summary of the EoS-insensitive relations investigated in this work based on an extensive ensemble of NS configurations
and 70 tabulated EoS models of cold, and ultradense nuclear matter.

Universal Relation Parameters and their respective ranges Equation Max % Error

e(C, σ) C ∈ [0.0876, 0.3075], σ ∈ [0.0328, 0.9612] Improved Fit Eq.(26) 4.57
gpole(C, σ) C ∈ [0.0876, 0.3095], σ ∈ [0.0000, 0.9612] Improved Fit Eq.(28) 3.07
R(C, σ) C ∈ [0.0876, 0.3095], σ ∈ [0.0000, 0.9612] New Fit Eq.(25) 2.79

(d logR(µ)/dθ)max(C, σ,R)
C ∈ [0.0876, 0.3075], σ ∈ [0.0328, 0.9612],

New Fit Eq.(27) 3.21R ∈ [0.626, 0.981]

geq(C, σ, e)
C ∈ [0.0876, 0.3095], σ ∈ [0.0000, 0.9612],

New Fit Eq.(29) 4.26
e ∈ [0.000, 0.780]

R(µ;Rpole, Req, C, σ, e)
Rpole ∈ [8.618, 14.161] km, Req ∈ [9.683, 19.413] km,

New Fit Eq.(31) 0.25C ∈ [0.0876, 0.3095], σ ∈ [0.0000, 0.9612],
e ∈ [0.000, 0.780]

g(µ; gpole, geq, C, σ, e)
gpole/g0 ∈ [0.987, 2.107], geq/g0 ∈ [0.069, 1.000],

New Fit Eq.(36) 0.91C ∈ [0.0876, 0.3095], σ ∈ [0.0000, 0.9612],
e ∈ [0.000, 0.780](

d logR(µ)
dθ

)
(µ; (d logR(µ)/dθ)max, C, σ,R)

(d logR(µ)/dθ)max ∈ [0.019, 0.503], C ∈ [0.0876, 0.3075],
New Fit Eq.(34) 8.36× 10−3 ∗

σ ∈ [0.0328, 0.9612], R ∈ [0.626, 0.981]

∗Unlike the other cases that present the maximum percentage error, this value corresponds to the maximum residual error observed in the
test set.

(Eq.(36)). The utility of the derived new universal rela-
tions for gpole (Eq.(28)) and geq (Eq.(29)) is paramount in
addressing this requirement, providing precise estimations
for effective gravity. Beyond these considerations, practical
utilization of the proposed fitting function (Eq.(34)) neces-
sitates knowledge of the maximum value of the logarith-
mic derivative, a requirement adeptly addressed through
the derived EoS-insensitive polynomial theoretical function
(Eq.(27)) which is an entirely new universal relation. This
comprehensive approach ensures accurate inferences of the
star’s surface, its logarithmic derivative, and the associated
effective gravity across diverse NS configurations.

Ultimately, the new regression model for predicting the
star’s surface R(µ) (31) offers the potential for assessing
the impact of stellar oblateness on parameter estimation
using the cooling tail method [177] or in studying wave
propagation on the thin oceans of neutron star surfaces
[201]. At the same time, the newly developed regression
model (36) enables precise predictions of the star’s effec-
tive gravity at the surface, g(µ), underscoring its necessity
to NICER (or future missions) parameter estimation. This
approach is crucial for accurate atmospheric modeling, par-
ticularly given that NICER data analyses assume that the
NS’s atmosphere is mainly composed of Hydrogen. The
properties of Hydrogen atmospheres depend on the local
effective gravity [22]. In addition, apart for implications to
NSs Hydrogen atmospheres and X-ray pulse profile obser-
vations with the NICER telescope, this work is important
in the context of future large-area X-ray timing facilities
[202], such as the enhanced X-ray Timing and Polarimetry
(eXTP) [203], the Spectroscopic Time-Resolving Observa-
tory for Broadband Energy X-rays (STROBE-X) [204, 205],
and the Square Kilometer Array (SKA) telescope [206] mis-
sions. These upcoming missions are anticipated to enhance

the precision of parameter estimation for the radii of NSs
beyond the current capabilities of NICER. Therefore, their
contribution will be crucial in the efforts to constrain the
different theoretical scenarios of NS matter.
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Appendix A: SUPERVISED LEARNING

In this section, we will present the tools to describe uni-
versal relations governing the NS’s surface properties for
rotating configurations with frequencies ranging from the
static case up to the ∼ 1.87 kHz limit.
More specifically, in SubSec. A 1, we delve into super-

vised learning, emphasizing the importance of defining a
mapping from input features to target values. To address
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this, we use a learning methodology that utilizes a math-
ematical model with learnable parameters. The goal is to
minimize a Loss function via an optimization process in
order to obtain the model’s learned parameters called opti-
mizers. Then, in SubSec. A 2, we further explore training
and testing processes, detailing the mathematical frame-
work employed to adjust optimal-fit functions, whether
polynomial or neural network-based. In addition, we pro-
vide insights into the selection and training of ANNs as a
robust tool for capturing the complexity of data patterns.
Finally, we suggest an ANN architecture designed to pro-
vide accurate estimations for the quantities of interest.

1. LEARNING FROM DATA

ML has emerged as a potent tool, revolutionizing the way
we analyze and interpret vast amounts of data. By facili-
tating the development of algorithms capable of discerning
intricate patterns in complex datasets, ML allows us to ex-
tract meaningful insights, make accurate predictions, and
discover hidden data patterns that might remain concealed.
Motivated by the prospect of investigating universal rela-
tions governing the NS’s surface and its properties using
ML methods, our emphasis lies specifically on regression.
Regression represents a learning methodology within the
realm of supervised learning [207]. Using this approach,
we seek to establish a systematic way of identifying EoS-
insensitive relations within the context of our study.

Given the training data D = {(xi, zi)}Ni=1 consisting of
N pairs, the goal in supervised learning is to define a map-
ping that transforms input values x into corresponding
target values z. In this framework, an implicit assump-
tion emerges, suggesting that the set of observations D is
obtained or derived from an underlying mapping function
z = f⋆(x). Unfortunately, in the general case, we lack any
additional knowledge or insights regarding the specifics of
this underlying function [207–210]. However, we can par-
tially determine this function from the information incor-
porated into the training set D. Consequently, we aim to
define a learning methodology to approximate, with high
accuracy, the underlying function f⋆(x) using only the in-
formation from our training data.

In that direction, we utilize a mathematical model to ap-

proximate the underlying function, f̂θ(x) ≈ f⋆(x), with θ,
denoting the vector of the learnable parameters. It is es-
sential to acknowledge that determining the optimal math-
ematical model in advance is not feasible. However, we
can formulate plausible hypotheses for its structure, con-
sidering any relevant prior information derived from the
available data (e.g., polynomial form). We intend to iden-
tify the most concise model that adequately describes the
data. In regression problems, the Squared Error is widely
used as the typical Loss function L(θ) [207–210]. Then, an
optimization procedure must be employed to minimize the
model’s error function and obtain the optimal parameters

θ⋆ given by

θ⋆ = argmin
θ

L(θ). (A1)

It is crucial to emphasize that supervised learning extends
beyond mere optimization. Minimizing the Loss function
and ensuring that the selected model can capture the com-
plexity of the training data are prerequisites for effective
learning. However, the primary objective of supervised
learning is the generalization ability beyond the training
data [207–210]. A generalized model produces accurate
predictions on new data that were not part of the training
set. This capability sets apart a robust model from the one
that is limited in describing newly observed data.

2. TRAINING AND TESTING

We now define the mathematical framework employed
to adjust the best-fit function that describes the data. De-
pending on the case, this mathematical model might be
either a polynomial function or a neural network.

For nonlinear polynomial functions, we use the linear
least-squares regression method to identify the most ac-
curate data fit. The Loss function optimized during the
training process is formulated as the sum of squared dif-
ferences between the observed values z and the predicted
values ẑ generated by the regression model. For example,
consider a dataset containing pairs of (x̃i, zi) data, where
i = 1, ..., n. Here, x̃i signifies the feature variables eligible
for inclusion as model parameters, while zi denotes the cor-
responding dependent variables known as labels. The in-
vestigation for the optimal parameters (optimizers) θ⋆ for
the fitting function involves the optimization of the Loss
function [207–212],

L(θ) =
n∑

i=1

||zi − ẑi||2 (A2)

where ẑ = F(x̃; θ) is the polynomial function employed
to describe the data. Adjusting the model to data, the
regression coefficients θ⋆ are determined by minimizing the
Loss function, setting the corresponding partial derivatives
to zero, and then solving the resulting system of equations
(normal equations) [211].

However, when exploring different polynomial functions,
the central question of which model most adeptly captures
the specific patterns of the dataset arises. Hence, a val-
idation process is required to identify the best functional
form that accurately verifies the data. In general, training
a model to learn its parameters, while assessing its statis-
tical performance on the same dataset (training set) can
lead to overfitting. In this case, the model may reproduce
patterns with duplicate labels rather than generalizing to
new, unseen data (excluded from the training process). As
a result, the model may lack the necessary generalization
ability, potentially leading to an inability to make useful
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predictions on unseen data [207].

To ascertain the best functional representation that de-
scribes the data, a common practice is to split the dataset
into training and validation sets. Employing the Leave-
One-Out (LOOCV) method for Cross-Validation, we sys-
tematically treated each of the n data points as a validation
set in turns. In each iteration, we applied the least-squares
regression method to fit a polynomial model on a corre-
sponding training set consisting of n− 1 data points. The
model’s performance is assessed using statistical metrics
on the data point excluded from the training process. This
process is repeated for n different training and n different
test sets, leveraging the entire dataset as a validation set.
It is important to highlight that the LOOCV method treats
all data points equally, providing exactly reproducible ac-
curate results (although it may be computationally expen-
sive). This iterative procedure was repeated and evaluated
for various polynomial functional forms for their ability to
describe the data. The best model, yielding optimal sta-
tistical scores, was then selected and refitted to the entire
dataset containing all n data points to determine the best-
fit θ⋆ coefficients [213, 214]. This methodology is utilized
for the universal relations extracted and outlined in Sec.
IV.

Nevertheless, investigating the universal determination
of the NS’s surface R(µ) for arbitrary rotation, it became
evident that polynomial regression is inadequate for learn-
ing the entire spectrum ranging from nonrotating up to
highly rotating NSs. The same argument also extends for
the EoS-insensitive derivation for the logarithmic deriva-
tive d logR(µ)/dθ (17), and the effective acceleration due
to gravity g(µ) (24) referred both at the star’s surface. In
order to capture the complexity of such data, one may con-
sider constructing a polynomial model of a higher degree.
However, it is essential to note that such a choice can ren-
der the model highly susceptible to overfitting. In such
cases, we should re-evaluate the selection of the ML model.

The intricacy of the problem prompts us to explore the
use of an ANN. It has been well-established that ANNs
serve as robust learners [142, 215, 216]. In recent years,
ANNs have significantly advanced the state-of-the-art in
various complex learning tasks in data science [217]. Uni-
versal Approximation Theorem [142] states that a feed-
forward neural network with a single hidden layer contain-
ing a finite number of neurons can approximate any contin-
uous function on a compact input space. This statement
holds to any desired degree of accuracy, given a sufficiently
large number of neurons and proper activation functions
[142].

To effectively capture the complexity embedded in the
aforementioned datasets, we opted for the application of
ANNs. In that direction, the PyTorch module was used
[218]. For each EoS of cold, dense nuclear matter included
in our ensemble, we have used a random selection for both

20% of static and rotating NS configurations as a test set3.
Similar to the previous approach, we utilized the Squared
Error (A2) as the loss function. In this case, the model of
choice corresponds to a feed-forward neural network ẑ =
F̂θ(x̃).

In our systematic investigation, we utilized an ANN ar-
chitecture characterized by an input layer encompassing
the features4 x̃ = (x1, x2, x3, x4), followed by five hidden
layers denoted as H1, . . . ,H5, while concluding in a singu-
lar output layer represented by ẑ. The number of neurons
for each hidden layer is shown in Table (XVII). For each

TABLE XVII. ANN hidden layers structure. For each neuron,
we have used the non-linear LeakyReLU function as an activa-
tion function.

Hidden Layer # Neurons Activation Function
H1 200 ϕ = LeakyReLU(x;β)
H2 100 ϕ = LeakyReLU(x;β)
H3 50 ϕ = LeakyReLU(x;β)
H4 25 ϕ = LeakyReLU(x;β)
H5 10 ϕ = LeakyReLU(x;β)

neuron, we used the LeakyReLU activation function [219],

ϕ(x;β) =


x, x > 0

βx, x ≤ 0,

(A3)

with hyperparameter β = 0.1. The LeakyReLU activation
function is used in each hidden layer to introduce the non-
linearity. Through experimentation, this choice led to more
stable and consistent learning for the specific characteris-
tics of our dataset. Furthermore, it is crucial to highlight
that, at the end of the fifth hidden layer, we incorporate
the sigmoid function given by,

σ(x) =
1

1 + e−x
, (A4)

as an activation function. This selection, elucidated in Sec.
V, is well-suited to the specific characteristics of our data,
rendering it the best choice for this particular case study.

Due to the non-linear nature of the optimization process,
we employed the Adam optimizer [220], based on gradient
descent, to extract the optimal θ⋆ parameters. We have
to note that we utilized the Kaiming uniform initialization
algorithm [221] regarding the model’s initial θ parameters.

3 random.seed(42) method implemented in Python was used in or-
der to reproduce the same sample of random NS models for testing.
This particular choice ensures that the results are consistent across
different runs.

4 The specific characteristics of these features, examined in each case,
were clarified in the Sec. V.

https://pytorch.org/
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As a prepossessing step, we applied min-max scaling de-
fined as

x′
i =

xi −min(xi)

max(xi)−mix(xi)
(A5)

to map the values of each input feature xi within the inter-
val [0, 1]. Feature scaling is crucial to ensure equal contri-
bution from all features, preventing the dominance of those
with larger values. This practice enhances the convergence
and overall performance of the algorithms employed.

Furthermore, a noteworthy observation led us to imple-
ment a dynamic learning rate strategy, changing the op-
timization step significantly. Specifically, we adjusted the
learning rate hyperparameter η for every 50 epochs during
the training phase, as outlined in Table (XVIII). The entire
training process is carried out for 300 epochs in total.

TABLE XVIII. Illustration of the dynamic learning rate strat-
egy utilized for training. For every 50 epochs, we used a distinct
learning rate ηi to accelerate the optimization process. The
training process is performed for a total of 300 epochs.

Training Epochs Learning Rate
1-50 η1 = 3× 10−3

51-100 η2 = 1× 10−3

101-150 η3 = 7× 10−4

151-200 η4 = 5× 10−4

201-250 η5 = 3× 10−4

251-300 η6 = 1× 10−4

The corresponding ANN model is illustrated in Fig. 32.
Following the optimization process with the steps described
above, the proposed feed-forward network architecture is
used for each distinct case outlined in Sec. V, providing
the universal estimation of the neutron star’s surface R(µ),
the associated logarithmic derivative d logR(µ)/dθ, and the
effective gravity g(µ) at the surface, irrespectively of the
star’s rotation.

Across all examined regression models, we employed
evaluation measure functions to estimate and assess the
model’s performance in the corresponding validation set
(in the context of polynomial models) or the defined test
set (in the context of ANNs) [110, 213, 214]. The afore-
mentioned measures used for the model’s evaluation are
outlined as,

(i) Max Error:

Max Error(z, ẑ) = max (|zi − ẑi|), (A6)

(ii) Maximum Relative Deviation:

dmax(z, ẑ) = max

(
|zi − ẑi|

max(ϵ, |zi|)

)
, (A7)

FIG. 32. Illustration of the Feed-forward ANN architecture
used in this work. The representations x̃ = (x1, x2, x3, x4) for
features, and ẑ for labels denote the input and the output layers
respectively. In addition, the H1, . . . , H5 variables correspond to
the intermediate hidden layers. For each neuron, the non-linear
activation function ϕ = LeakyReLU(x;β = 0.1) Eq.(A3) was
employed, while at the end of the fifth layer, we incorporated
the sigmoid activation function σ(x) Eq.(A4).

(iii) Mean Absolute Error (MAE):

MAE(z, ẑ) =
1

n

n∑
i=1

|zi − ẑi|, (A8)

(iv) Mean Squared Error (MSE):

MSE(z, ẑ) =
1

n

n∑
i=1

(zi − ẑi)
2, (A9)

(v) Mean Absolute Percentage Error (MAPE):

MAPE(z, ẑ) =
1

n

n∑
i=1

|zi − ẑi|
max(ϵ, |zi|)

, (A10)

(vi) Coefficient of Determination (R2):

R2(z, ẑ) = 1−
n∑

i=1

(zi − ẑi)
2

(zi − ⟨z⟩)2
, (A11)

(vii) and Explained Variance (Exp Var):

Explained Variance(z, ẑ) = 1− Var[z − ẑ]

Var[z]
. (A12)

In the above definitions, n is the number of data samples,
zi is the corresponding actual value, and ẑi is the model’s
predicted value for the ith data sample. In addition, the
parameter ϵ is an arbitrarily small but positive number
used to avoid undefined results when z = 0. It should
be noted that the dmax Eq.(A7), and the MAPE Eq.(A10)
measures lie in the range [0, 1]. Furthermore, for the R2

coefficient and the explained variance Eq.(A12) (with Var
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denoting the square of the standard deviation), the optimal
score for these evaluation functions is 1.0. When the pre-
diction residuals have zero mean (⟨z⟩ = 0), the R2 regres-
sion score is identical to the explained variance measure.
At this point, it is important to note that the evaluation
measure functions provided exhibit a slight increase in the
validation set compared to their corresponding values in
the training set.

During the LOOCV evaluation process, the selection cri-
teria for determining the appropriate fitting function for
polynomial models rely on the evaluation measure func-
tions that yield optimal results. Specifically, the functional

form demonstrating the most favorable results is chosen
compared to the various forms investigated to describe the
data5.

Appendix B: EQUATION OF STATE TABLES

In this section, we summarize the EoS tables employed
in this work. Also, in Fig. 33, an EoS-color map is shown
for the various fitting functions demonstrated in Sec. IV.

FIG. 33. EoS-Color map used for the various regression models presented in Sec. IV.

Appendix C: Relative deviations in the test set for
each regression model proposed in Sec. V.

1. Fractional difference distributions for R(µ)

In this subsection, we analyze the sources of relative
deviation for the regression model (31) related to the
star’s surface on the test set, considering both overall
EoS categories and individual EoSs within each category.
Fig. 34 concludes this analysis by presenting violin plots
that depict the distribution of absolute relative variations,
100%×(|R(µ)fit−R(µ)|)/R(µ), for each specific case under
study.

5 For the polynomial models, evaluation procedures, and evaluation measures we have utilized the scikit-learn [222] Python library.

https://scikit-learn.org/stable/index.html
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TABLE XIX. Hadronic cold EoS models.

EoS Model Matter Mmax [M⊙] RMmax [km] R1.4M⊙ [km] References

SLY2 EI-CEF-Scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.06 10.06 11.79 [183, 184, 223]
SKb EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.20 10.58 12.21 [183–185]
SkMp EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.11 10.60 12.50 [183, 184, 186]
SLY9 EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.16 10.65 12.47 [183, 184, 223]
SkI3 EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.25 11.34 13.55 [183, 184, 224]

KDE0v EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 1.97 9.62 11.42 [183, 184, 196]
SK255 EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.15 10.84 13.15 [183, 184, 196]
Rs EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.12 10.76 12.93 [183, 184, 225]
SkI5 EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.25 11.47 14.08 [183, 184, 224]
SKa EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.22 10.82 12.92 [183–185]
SkOp EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 1.98 10.16 12.13 [183, 184, 224]

SLY230a EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.11 10.18 11.83 [183, 184, 223]
SKI2 EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.17 11.25 13.48 [183, 184, 224]
SkI4 EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.18 10.66 12.38 [183, 184, 224]
SkI6 EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.20 10.71 12.49 [183, 184, 224]

KDE0v1 EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 1.98 9.71 11.63 [183, 184, 196]
SK272 EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.24 11.20 13.32 [183, 184, 226]
SLY4 EI-CEF-scyrme n, p, e, µ 2.06 10.02 11.70 [183, 184, 223]
D1M∗ EI n, p, e, µ 2.00 10.20 11.71 [227–229]

QMC-RMF2 RMF-EFT n, p, e 2.04 10.49 12.03 [199, 230, 231]
FSU2R RMF n, p, e, µ 2.048 11.73 12.98 [199, 232–234]

GPPVA(TW) RMF n, p, e, µ 2.07 10.70 12.33 [192, 199, 234]
DDHδ RMF n, p, e 2.16 11.19 12.58 [197–199]
PCSB1 RMF n, p, e, µ 2.19 11.73 13.25 [235–237]
PCSB2 RMF n, p, e, µ 2.02 11.41 13.00 [235–237]
TM1e RMF n, p, e, µ 2.12 11.88 13.16 [199, 234, 238]

DS(CMF)-2 SU(3)-RMF n, p, e 2.13 11.96 13.70 [184, 186–191]
DS(CMF)-4 SU(3)-RMF n, p, e 2.05 11.60 13.26 [184, 186–191]
DS(CMF)-6 SU(3)-RMF n, p, e 2.11 11.58 13.30 [184, 186–191]

DS(CMF)-8 SU(3)-RMF n, p, e,∆− 2.09 11.59 13.30 [184, 186–191]
BSK22 NR DF n, p, e, µ 2.26 11.20 13.04 [234, 239–245]
BSK24 NR DF n, p, e, µ 2.28 11.08 12.57 [234, 239–245]
BSK25 NR DF n, p, e, µ 2.22 11.05 12.37 [234, 239–245]
BSK26 NR DF n, p, e, µ 2.17 10.20 11.77 [234, 239–245]

QMC-RMF3 RMF-chiral EFT n, p, e 2.15 10.68 12.26 [199, 230, 231]
QMC-RMF4 RDF n, p, e 2.21 11.03 12.35 [199, 230, 231]

TW99 RDF n, p, e, µ 2.08 10.62 12.27 [192–194]
MTVTC CDF n, p, e, µ 2.02 10.90 13.10 [193, 194, 246]

BL(chiral) 2018 chPT-BBG-BHF n, p, e, µ 2.08 10.26 12.31 [197, 247]

TABLE XX. Hyperonic cold EoS models.

EoS Model Matter Mmax [M⊙] RMmax [km] R1.4M⊙ [km] References

OPGR(DDHδ Y4) RMF n, p, e,Λ,Ξ− 2.05 11.26 12.58 [197–200]

OPGR(GM1Y5) RMF n, p, e,Λ,Ξ−,Ξ0 2.12 12.31 13.78 [197, 200, 248]

OPGR(GM1Y6) RMF n, p, e,Λ,Ξ−,Ξ0 2.29 12.13 13.78 [197, 200, 248]

DNS SU(3)-CMF n, p, e, µ,Λ,Σ− 2.10 12.00 13.58 [189–191, 195]

DS(CMF)-1 SU(3)-CMF n, p, e,Λ,Σ− 2.07 11.88 13.57 [184, 186–191]

DS(CMF)-3 SU(3)-CMF n, p, e,Λ,Σ− 2.00 11.56 13.15 [184, 186–191]

DS(CMF)-5 SU(3)-CMF n, p, e,Λ,Σ− 2.07 11.43 13.20 [184, 186–191]

DS(CMF)-7 SU(3)-CMF n, p, e,Λ,Σ−,∆− 2.07 11.43 13.20 [184, 186–191]

2. Residual error distributions for d logR(µ)/dθ

In this subsection, we present the sources of relative error
in the regression model (34) on the test set, examining both

overall EoS categories and individual EoSs within each cat-
egory. Fig. 35 concludes the analysis by presenting violin
plots that illustrate the distribution of absolute residuals,
| (d logR(µ)/dθ)fit− (d logR(µ)/dθ) |, for each specific case
of interest.

3. Fractional difference distributions for g(µ)

In this subsection, we examine the sources of relative
deviation in the regression model (36) related to the star’s

effective gravity on the surface, evaluating both overall EoS
categories and individual EoSs within each category. Fig.
36 finalizes the analysis by showcasing violin plots that
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TABLE XXI. Hybrid cold EoS models.

EoS Model Matter Mmax [M⊙] RMmax [km] R1.4M⊙ [km] References

DS(CMF)-1 Hybr SU(3)-CMF n, p, e, µ,Λ, q 1.96 11.11 13.55 [187–189, 191, 249, 250]
DS(CMF)-2 Hybr SU(3)-CMF n, p, e, q 1.96 11.11 13.67 [187–189, 191, 249, 250]

DS(CMF)-3 Hybr SU(3)-CMF n, p, e, µ,Λ,Σ−, q 1.99 11.20 13.15 [187–189, 191, 249, 250]
DS(CMF)-4 Hybr SU(3)-CMF n, p, e, q 1.98 11.21 13.24 [187–189, 191, 249, 250]

DS(CMF)-5 Hybr SU(3)-CMF n, p, e, µ,Λ,Σ−, q 2.02 11.89 13.18 [187–189, 191, 249, 250]
DS(CMF)-6 Hybr SU(3)-CMF n, p, e, q 2.01 11.94 13.27 [187–189, 191, 249, 250]

DS(CMF)-7 Hybr SU(3)-CMF n, p, e, µ,Λ,Σ−, q 2.02 11.90 13.18 [187–189, 191, 249, 250]
DS(CMF)-8 Hybr SU(3)-CMF n, p, e, q 2.01 11.94 13.27 [187–189, 191, 249, 250]
DD2-FRG (2) flav NP-FRG n, p, e, q 2.05 12.55 13.20 [235, 251, 252]

DD2-FRG vec int-(2) flav NP-FRG n, p, e, q 2.14 12.70 13.20 [235, 251–253]
QHC18 NJL-MF n, p, e, q 2.05 10.41 11.49 [153, 178, 254, 255]

QHC19-B NJL-MF n, p, e, q 2.07 10.60 11.60 [153, 254–256]
QHC19-C NJL-MF n, p, e, q 2.18 10.80 11.60 [153, 254–256]
QHC19-D NJL-MF n, p, e, q 2.28 10.90 11.60 [153, 254–256]

QHC21T AT NJL-MF n, p, e, q 2.13 11.90 10.80 [255, 257]
QHC21T BT NJL-MF n, p, e, q 2.20 11.10 10.90 [255, 257]
QHC21T CT NJL-MF n, p, e, q 2.26 11.10 10.70 [255, 257]
QHC21T DT NJL-MF n, p, e, q 2.32 11.30 10.80 [255, 257]
QHC21 Aχ NJL-MF n, p, e, q 2.19 11.70 12.40 [15, 255, 257]
QHC21 Bχ NJL-MF n, p, e, q 2.25 11.50 12.40 [15, 255, 257]
QHC21 Cχ NJL-MF n, p, e, q 2.31 11.40 12.40 [15, 255, 257]

VQCD(APR), soft Holographic V-QCD n, p, e, q 2.02 11.90 12.30 [178–182]
VQCD(APR), interm Holographic V-QCD n, p, e, q 2.15 11.80 12.40 [178–182]

illustrate the distribution of absolute relative deviations, expressed as 100% × (|g(µ)fit − g(µ)|)/g(µ), for each case
examined.
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