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Relations between stellar properties independent of the nuclear equation of state offer profound
insights into neutron star physics and have practical applications in data analysis by breaking the
degeneracy between the parameters of interest. Commonly, these relations are derived from utilizing
various realistic nuclear cold hadronic, hyperonic, and hybrid EoS models, each of which should
obey the current multimessenger constraints and cover a wide range of stiffnesses. Concurrently,
the field of multimessenger astronomy has been significantly enhanced by the advent of gravitational
wave astronomy, which increasingly incorporates deep learning techniques and algorithms. At the
same time, X-ray spectral data from NICER based on known pulsars are available, and additional
observations are expected from upcoming missions. Therefore, in the coming years, a wealth of
information on neutron stars is expected to be gathered from multiple observational channels. In
this study, we revisit established universal relations, introduce new ones, and reassess them using
a feed-forward neural network as a regression model. More specifically, we mainly propose “deep”
EoS-insensitive hypersurface relations for rapidly rotating compact objects between several of the
star’s global parameters, such as the moment of inertia, the reciprocal of the moment of inertia, the
rotational frequency, mass and current multipole moments and the equatorial radius, which achieve
an accuracy of within 1% in most cases, with only a small fraction of investigated models exceeding
this threshold. While analytical expressions can be used to represent some of these relations, the
neural network approach demonstrates superior performance, particularly in complex regions of
the parameter space. Furthermore, we use the SHapley Additive exPlanations (SHAP) method to
interpret the predictions of the suggested feed-forward network, as SHAP is grounded in a robust
theoretical framework inspired by the field of cooperative Game Theory. Most importantly, these
highly accurate universal relations, empowered with the interpretability description, could be used
in efforts to constrain the high-density equation of state in neutron stars, with the potential to
enhance our understanding as new observables emerge.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the last few years, a wealth of observational data on
neutron stars (NSs) has emerged from diverse sources, in-
cluding gravitational wave ground-based detectors such as
Advanced LIGO [1] and Advanced Virgo [2], as well as elec-
tromagnetic radiation, such as the NICER mission that fo-
cuses on observing X-ray pulse profile emissions emanating
from hotspots on the surfaces of NSs [3–10]. A significant
milestone in astronomy occurred in 2017 with the detec-
tion of gravitational and electromagnetic signals from the
merger of two NSs, known as the GW170817 event [11–
20]. Since then, the LIGO-Virgo collaboration (with the
later addition of Kagra [21]) has announced several binary
neutron stars (BNS) and neutron star-black hole (NSBH)
systems [22–26]. However, unlike the first BNS detection,
none of these events were accompanied by electromagnetic
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counterparts. Recently, the LVK global network announced
the detection of an NS and a BH with a mass within the
mass gap [27]. This observation suggests an increase in
the expected rate of NSBH mergers with electromagnetic
counterparts, providing additional evidence supporting the
existence of compact objects within the conjectured lower
mass gap.

These advances not only opened a new window for un-
derstanding and determining the global properties of these
unique cosmic laboratories [28–32], but also provided a new
perspective for unraveling the poorly understood funda-
mental characteristics of the high-dense nuclear matter that
exists in their cores. This uncertainty is reflected by the
fact that it is essential to establish the relation between the
NS’s global properties (such as mass and radius) and the
underlying stellar-core microphysics governed by the equa-
tion of state (EoS). Assuming the nuclear matter within
the star is well described by a perfect fluid, the intrinsic
fundamental properties are encapsulated by a barotropic
EoS, identifying the relation between the pressure and the
energy density of matter [10, 33–37].

The precise determination of NS global properties such
as masses and equatorial radii, is vital for unveiling in-
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sights into the EoS [10, 37–42]. While accurate mass mea-
surements have been achieved through double pulsar sys-
tems using radio astronomy, equatorial radii remain chal-
lenging to determine due to substantial systematic errors
[7, 8, 10, 39, 40, 43, 44]. At the same time, in the realm of
multimessenger astronomy, a wealth of astrophysical obser-
vations has driven extensive efforts to constrain the EoS,
leading to a deeper understanding of the fundamental par-
ticle interactions within NSs’ interiors. These efforts en-
compass utilizing NICER measurements of mass and ra-
dius [8–10, 39, 40, 44, 45], assessing tidal deformability
through gravitational waves (GWs) [46–66], and apply-
ing joint constraints [60, 62–65, 67–78]. Notably, the first
BNS detection has stimulated further studies in this field
[56, 62, 63, 65, 77, 79–85].

Meanwhile, a wide variety of nuclear-matter EoS mod-
els have been proposed, each offering unique predictions
regarding the properties of NS sequences. These models
rely on distinct assumptions concerning NS crust and core
composition, nucleon interaction properties, and theoreti-
cal methodologies for addressing the many-body problem.
Consequently, the observed global features of NSs serve as
invaluable constraints for refining and validating these the-
oretical EoS candidates [35, 37, 86]. Based on the obser-
vational data related to the macroscopic properties of NSs,
common Bayesian methods have been implemented to in-
fer the EoS [40, 67–74, 78, 87, 88]. Furthermore, various
studies have also utilized Machine Learning (ML) and Deep
Learning (DL) techniques to investigate or reconstruct the
nuclear matter EoS based on the NS observable quantities
(see e.g., the Refs. [89–101] for a review).

Although the internal structure and global properties
(both static and dynamic) of an NS depend sensitively on
the specific choice of the EoS, it is quite fascinating that
various EoS-independent relations have been discovered.
These relations apply to both stationary isolated NSs and
fully dynamical and merging BNS systems, see e.g., the
Refs [102–105] for a review. Typically, they connect various
physical quantities of stellar configurations and are consid-
ered universal in the sense that they are insensitive to EoS
models to an order of O(1%) accuracy [104]. Also, the uni-
versal behavior between observable quantities is highly sen-
sitive to parameter selection [103]. However, such relations
are typically derived empirically by fitting a diverse array
of EoS models, obtained from either phenomenological (ag-
nostic) or theoretical nuclear frameworks. As a result, their
applicability is limited to the nuclear physics represented
within the selected set of EoSs. Deviations from these rela-
tions might suggest the presence of new physics [106–108].
In addition, the breakdown of universal behavior in a cat-
alog of observations can also be used to identify outliers,
which may be attributed to quark matter [109] or NSBH
binaries [110].

The impact of EoS-independent relations transcends the
realms of NS physics, offering insights into fundamental
properties while enabling practical data analysis applica-
tions. Initially, these relations identified a crucial link be-

tween the normalized moment of inertia and stellar com-
pactness [111]. Subsequent advancements refined this un-
derstanding, particularly in estimating NS radii by analyz-
ing mass and moment of inertia data obtained from pul-
sars in binary systems [112–114]. Furthermore, additional
relations concerning the star’s reduced moment of inertia
Ī were proposed, addressing slowly and rapidly rotating
configurations [115].

Additionally, a significant portion of these relations per-
tains to the multipole moments of NSs. More specifi-
cally, a quadratic correlation between the star’s quadrupole
moment Q and its angular momentum J has been un-
veiled [116]. Also, further investigations have identified
a cubic dependence between the spin octupole moment S3

and the star’s angular momentum J , suggesting a Kerr-
like behavior [117, 118]. By employing the Hartle-Thorne
slow-rotation approximation, a universal connection be-
tween the reduced quadrupole moment Q̄ and the inverse
compactness has been established for slowly rotating NSs
[119]. Building upon this, a new association between the
quadrupole deformation Q̄ and the star’s stellar compact-
ness has been revealed for slowly rotating NSs as well as
quark stars [120].

On top of that, Yagi and Yunes discovered the I-Love-Q
relations, showing high accuracy for slowly rotating NSs
[104, 120]. Recent studies have updated the original I-
Love-Q relations and introduced new ones incorporating
parameters such as I, Λ, and C (see e.g., Refs. [121–131]).
These relations serve as a valuable tool for eliminating de-
generacies when modeling gravitational wave signals from
inspiraling binaries [105, 132–134]. In general, the signal
emitted during the coalescence of a BNS is influenced by
a set of tidal deformability parameters and the rotational
quadrupole deformation of each star [120, 132, 135]. There-
fore, relations involving NS tidal parameters streamline the
analysis of GW data by reducing the number of free param-
eters, thereby improving our capacity to infer astrophysical
properties from observed signals [82, 104, 120, 132, 134–
139]. For rapidly rotating NSs, the universality of these
relations weakens unless parameters are carefully chosen
[140–143]. Thus, with the appropriate feature selection,
such relations maintain their robustness even at high rota-
tion rates. On that topic, the Pearson correlation analysis
applied in Ref. [143] introduced a new way to identifying
suitable parameters for characterizing how these features
depend on the star’s key observable quantities. Addition-
ally, a cross-validation method was employed to validate
these EoS-insensitive relations within the scope of data
analysis, using a supervised ML approach with polynomial
functions as the underlying models.

Further relations include those for the binding energy
of rotating and non-rotating configurations [144], the last
stable circular orbit around rapidly rotating NSs [145], ap-
proximately EoS-independent parametrizations regarding
the average NS stiffness I-Love-< c2s > [146], and three-
parameters relations involving higher-order multipole mo-
ments [141, 147, 148]. Especially, relations between the NS
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multipole moments [141, 147–149] have led to a general-
ization of the no-hair theorem for BHs to the three-hair
relations for Newtonian configurations [147]. In addition,
recent studies proposed EoS-insensitive formulas related to
the rotating star’s surface estimation associated with the
equatorial radius [150, 151] or the effective acceleration due
to gravity [152] using fitting coefficients dependent on stel-
lar compactness and dimensionless spin. Building on this
contribution, Ref. [153] proposed a DL methodology fea-
turing accurate universal relations for the star’s surface,
its logarithmic derivative, and its effective acceleration due
to gravity. In addition, supplementary relations were also
proposed, providing valuable fitting functions for key global
properties associated with the star’s surface.

Although low-order analytical expressions have been pro-
posed for most universal relations, the neural network ap-
proach offers a robust and flexible alternative, often achiev-
ing higher accuracy. In this study, we revisit some estab-
lished EoS-insensitive relations and investigate some new
ones using a deep learning architecture as a regression
model. More specifically, we deployed a feed-forward neu-
ral network to perform regression. Furthermore, we em-
ployed the SHapley Additive exPlanations (SHAP) method
to interpret the predictions of the proposed feed-forward
network [154]. SHAP is grounded in a robust theoretical
framework derived from cooperative Game Theory, mak-
ing it an excellent tool for understanding the contributions
of individual parameters to the model’s output [155, 156].
By leveraging this method, we can gain insights into how
each input parameter influences the ML model’s decisions,
thereby enhancing the transparency and interpretability of
the neural network’s predictions. The primary investiga-
tion covers an extended ensemble of astrophysically rel-
evant rotating models, including both quite slowly and
rapidly rotating configurations, with frequencies ranging
from a few hundred Hz up to ∼ 1.87 kHz (exceeding the
values observed in known pulsars).

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we provide
a concise overview of the numerical setup employed to gen-
erate our ensemble of equilibrium NS models. In Sec. III,
we detail the proposed DL architecture used to obtain our
relations and provide an overview of the SHAP method ap-
plied to interpret the DL model’s predictions. In Sec. IV,
we present our “deep” EoS-insensitive parametrizations,
whereas in Sec. V we summarize our findings and present
some concluding remarks. It is important to highlight that
the suggested universal relations are mainly formulated as
hypersurfaces, with each quantity of interest expressed as
a function of other physical parameters. Finally, Appendix
A lists the EoS models used in this study, while Appendices
B and C provide the training characteristics of each ANN
model and the corresponding distributions of relative devi-
ations across EoS categories in the test set. Unless specified
otherwise, we use geometric units with G = c = 1.

II. ROTATING STARS AND EOS ENSEMBLE

One of the primary challenges in nuclear astrophysics
is to unravel the properties of ultradense, cold matter at
limits that exceed the nuclear saturation density ρ0 ≈
2.8 × 1014 g/cm3. The main uncertainties in the bulk
properties of NSs originate from unknown particle interac-
tions in high-density regions within the star’s core. Beyond
the nuclear saturation density, typical of standard symmet-
ric nuclear matter, the structure and composition of stel-
lar configurations become increasingly ambiguous [35, 37].
Different EoSs have substantially distinct bulk properties
that affect the modeling of both static and rotating NS se-
quences. The EoS is essential for characterizing the macro-
scopic parameters of NS physics in β equilibrium and is a
critical input for solving Einstein’s field equations [157].

To address the uncertainty of the EoS at ultrahigh den-
sities in equilibrium, various models are proposed in the
literature based on diverse many-body nonrelativistic and
relativistic theories [35, 37, 86, 158, 159]. Incorporating
these theoretical assumptions, we utilized a realistic catalog
of EoS models from the CompOSE database [35, 160]. The
utilized EoS ensemble includes hadronic, hyperonic, and
hybrid models, provided in tabulated form, which compre-
hensively describe the NS interior, encompassing the crust
and the stellar core. In total, we have used 70 realistic EoS
models of cold nuclear matter in a tabulated form. The de-
tailed list of EoS samples for each NS category, along with
their specific theoretical description and the associated mi-
crophysics composition, can be found in Appendix B of Ref.
[153]. At the static limit, the selected EoS models satisfy
the stipulated constraints determined by the lower bounds
on the maximum nonrotating mass for PSR J0348 + 0432
(M = 2.01+0.04

−0.04 M⊙) [161, 162], and PSR J0740 + 6620

(M = 2.08+0.07
−0.07 M⊙) [163] within 2σ and 1σ credibility, re-

spectively. Furthermore, they also yield nonrotating maxi-
mum mass NS with a radius RMmax ≥ 9.60+0.14

−0.03 km, as in-
dicated by the GW170817 BNS merger analysis [164, 165].
Additionally, regarding the static limit, none of the se-
lected EoS models surpass a maximum mass of 2.32 M⊙
within the 2σ bound, assuming that the final remnant of
GW170817 was a BH [74, 166]. It is crucial to highlight
that the whole EoS ensemble verified the physical accept-
ability conditions (see e.g., Refs. [86, 143, 153], for a re-
view), ensuring β-equilibrium.

To integrate the nonlinear Einstein field equations along
with the hydrostationary equilibrium equation [157, 167],
various numerical methods have been developed [168–173].
With the EoS ensemble in hand, we now proceed to calcu-
late rapidly rotating stellar configurations using the RNS
code developed by Stergioulas and Friedman [173, 174].
The code provides equilibrium NS solutions by solving
Einstein’s equations in the presence of a perfect fluid,
employing the Komatsu-Eriguchi-Hachisu (KEH) scheme
[171, 172] with the enhancements from Cook, Shapiro, and
Teukolsky’s (CST) modifications [157]. All these methods
utilize the line element of a stationary and axisymmetric
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spacetime, expressed in quasi-isotropic coordinates as:

ds2 =− e(γ+ρ)dt2 + e(γ−ρ)r2 sin2 θ(dϕ− ωdt)2

+ e2a(dr2 + r2dθ2), (1)

where the metric potentials γ, ρ, ω, and α are functions of
the quasi-isotropic coordinates (r, θ). Assuming uniform
rotation, the star’s angular velocity Ω, as defined by an ob-
server at infinity, remains constant. The equation govern-
ing hydrostatic equilibrium for a stationary, axisymmetric,
and uniformly rotating NS is given by [157],

∇aP

ϵ+ P
= ∇a lnu

t, (2)

where ϵ and P are scalar quantities denoting the fluid’s
total energy density and pressure, while

ut =
e−(ρ+γ)/2√

1− (Ω− ω)2r2 sin2(θ) e−2ρ

, (3)

is the four-velocity of a fluid element.

For a given EoS under a specific rotation law (we as-
sume uniform rotation), the code produces unique equilib-
rium solutions for the interior and the exterior region by
specifying the central energy density ϵc and the axial ra-
tio rpole/req between the polar and equatorial coordinate
radii. The numerical integration is performed on a discrete
grid with the quasi-isotropic radial coordinate r compact-
ified and equally spaced in the interval s ∈ [0, 1], where
s ≡ r/(r + req). The angular coordinate µ = cos(θ) is
equally spaced in the interval µ ∈ [0, 1]. The computational
grid is fixed 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 located at µ = 1 [157, 171, 175].
Half of the grid corresponds to the star’s interior, while the
remaining is allocated to the vacuum exterior.

NS models are then computed along sequences varying
the central energy density and the axial ratio [157, 173]. In
addition to numerically calculating the star’s metric func-
tions in the interior and exterior regions, the RNS code
also determines the fluid configuration and various equi-
librium quantities. These comprise the star’s gravitational
mass M , the proper mass Mp, the baryonic mass Mb, the
angular momentum J , the equatorial radius Req, the mo-
ment of inertia I, the ratio of kinetic to gravitational en-
ergy T/|W |, and the spacetime’s Geroch-Hansen multipole
moments (M0 ≡ M,S1 ≡ J,M2, S3, and M4.) [103, 176–
181]. For each EoS included in our ensemble, we com-
puted an extensive sample of astrophysically relevant ro-
tating stellar models in equilibrium with central densities
ϵc ∼ [3.93× 1014 − 2.74× 1015] g/cm3 and masses ranging
from ∼ 0.9 M⊙ up to each rotating sequence star’s max-
imum mass Mmax. Our entire sample includes 1109271
models of rotating configurations, with frequencies span-
ning from a few hundred Hz (f ∼ 172.5 Hz) up to the
f ∼ 1.87 kHz limit. This ensemble provides a compre-

hensive dataset for a thorough investigation. Finally, it
should be highlighted that for NS models with axial ra-
tio rpole/req ∈ [0.90, 0.98] a high-resolution grid size of
MDIV × SDIV = 751 × 1501 is employed, where MDIV
is the number of points in the angular µ direction, whereas
SDIV is the number of points in the compactified radial
s direction. This choice of high resolution is preferred for
more accurate calculations of the star’s higher-order multi-
pole moments. On the contrary, for an axial ratio less than
0.90, a sufficient grid size of MDIV× SDIV = 261× 521 is
preferred to accelerate each stellar model’s convergence.

In this work, we utilize a comprehensive set of di-
mensionless quantities to characterize rotating stellar con-
figurations. The normalized moment of inertia is de-
fined as Ī = Ic4/(G2M3). A key parameter in de-
scribing stellar rotation is the dimensionless angular mo-
mentum χ = (c/G)(J/M2), which allows for the def-
inition of the reduced quadrupole deformation Q̄ =
−(c4/G2)(M2/M

3)(1/χ2), where M2 denotes the Ge-
roch–Hansen mass quadrupole moment. Additional spin-
related quantities include the reduced spin parameter σ =
Ω2Req/(GM) and the kinetic-to-gravitational energy ra-
tio E = T/|W |. Alternative spin normalizations are

also employed, such as M × f̂ ≡ M × ΩG/(2πc3) and
Req × f/c, which offer dimensionless parameters of the
spin frequency. The stellar compactness is defined as C =
GM/(Reqc

2). To further encapsulate rotational effects,
we introduce the reciprocal normalized moment of inertia1

D ≡ (G/2πc3)(MΩ/χ) = (G2/2π)(M3/Ic4). The anal-
ysis also includes higher-order multipole moments, such
as the Geroch–Hansen current octupole S3 and its dimen-
sionless version S̄3 = −(c5/G3)(S3/M

4)(1/χ4), as well as
the mass hexadecapole moment M4 and its reduced form
M̄4 = (c6/G4)(M4/M

5)(1/χ4). Lastly, we adopt normal-
ized forms for the equatorial radius and gravitational mass,
defined as R̄ = Req[km]/(1.0 km) and M̄ = M/M⊙, respec-
tively.

III. DEEP LEARNING & EXPLAINABLE
DECISIONS

A. Mapping explainability using the SHAP method

With the growth of multimessenger astronomy, ML has
emerged as a powerful tool that is revolutionizing the way
of analyzing and interpreting massive amounts of data. By
facilitating the development of algorithms capable of recog-
nizing intricate patterns in complex datasets, ML enables
us to extract meaningful insights, make accurate predic-
tions, and discover data patterns that might otherwise re-
main hidden [182, 183].

1 The notation D follows the convention introduced in Ref. [143].
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Unfortunately, recent ML problems are becoming in-
creasingly challenging and require more advanced and com-
plex models to tackle them [184]. However, model com-
plexity typically presents a trade-off between explainability
and performance in decision-making. For instance, simpler
models like those employing linear regression are highly
interpretable but typically fall short in predictive perfor-
mance compared to DL ones. In addition, DL models often
sacrifice interpretability due to their inherent complexity,
and nonlinear transformations, among other factors [185].
On top of that, contrary to the common perception that
DL models operate as “black-boxes”, they are, in fact,
well-defined systems, and we can provide clear explana-
tions for how the input parameters influence their behav-
ior. It should be noted that in several cases, understanding
why a model made a certain prediction can be crucial.Over
the years, various techniques have been developed to inter-
pret the predictions of complex models, including LIME,
DeepLIFT, and SHAP [154]. Among these, SHapley Ad-
ditive exPlanations (SHAP) is a widely recognized method
inspired by the concept of Shapley values from the field of
cooperative game theory [155, 156].

Building on this foundation, it is essential to demonstrate
how Shapley values, denoted as ϕi(x), provide a systematic
quantification of the contribution of each feature fi to the
model’s prediction for a given input x. At first, let us
consider a set of features D = {f1, . . . , fd} with dimension
|D| = d. For each subset of features S ⊆ D, we can define
a model FS : R|S| → R, which only takes the values of the
features in S. Building on this framework, we define

F :
⋃

S⊆[d]

(S × R|S|) → R, (4)

where F(∅) = 0 and [d] = {1, . . . , d}. The Shapley value
for feature fi is then defined as:

ϕi(x) =∑
S⊆[d]\{fi}

|S|!(d− |S| − 1)!

d!

(
FS∪{fi}(xS∪{fi})−FS(xS)

)
(5)

where the summation iterates over all subsets S that do
not contain fi. Note that xS denotes the values of the fea-
tures in S, and FS(xS) is the corresponding model output.
Therefore, this computes the average marginal contribution
of feature fi across all possible subsets. This approach pro-
vides a rigorous framework for assessing the contribution of
each feature to the ML model’s predictions.

It is important to note that SHAP2 builds on the solid
theoretical foundations of Shapley values and integrates
them into the machine learning framework to explain in-
dividual model predictions. More specifically, the SHAP

2 For the experiments, we utilized the Python SHAP library.

value for each feature fi in a given input feature vector x
quantifies its contribution to the model’s prediction. This
contribution is defined relative to the model’s expected
value, as illustrated in the equation [154]:

F̂(x) = EX(F̂(X)) +

d∑
j=1

ϕj(x), (6)

where F̂(x) represents the model’s prediction, EX(F̂(X))
is the model’s expected value, and ϕj

3 are the individual
SHAP values. In Fig. 1, as an indicative clarification ex-
ample, we present the contribution of each SHAP value ϕi

regarding the specific input vector xi = (fi,1, fi,2, fi,3, fi,4),
containing four features. Each SHAP value contributes
positively (represented by a green-colored vector) or nega-
tively (represented by a red-colored vector) to the model’s

inference, F̂(xi), relatively to EX(F̂(X)). These values
serve as useful tools to explain the model’s prediction abil-
ity, offering interpretability to the deep learning model’s
predictions.

Model’s Output

F
ea
tu
re
s

EX(F̂(X)) F̂(xi)

ϕ1

ϕ2

ϕ3

ϕ4

f1

f2

f3

f4

FIG. 1. Illustration of the SHAP values contribution concern-
ing four features f1, · · · , f4. Each SHAP value ϕi associated
with the corresponding feature fi contributes positively (green-
colored vector) or negatively (red-colored vector) to the esti-

mator’s result F̂(xi) relatively to EX(F̂(X)). The associated
inference is consistent with Eq. (6), considering as input vector
x the specific vector xi.

In this work, SHAP is applied in the framework of NS
universal relations, where physical quantities associated
with the star’s stellar global parameters are used as fea-
ture inputs. The resulting SHAP value attributions are de-
fined for a specific trained DL model and its corresponding
feature set. Therefore, SHAP values are model-dependent
interpretability scores, defined with respect to a specific
trained model. For instance, retraining can lead to differ-
ent learned optimal θ⋆ parameters (e.g., due to stochastic

3 In general, SHAP value ϕi(x) is a function of the model’s feature
vector x. Nevertheless, for simplicity, we adopt the more straight-
forward notation ϕ as a definition.

https://shap.readthedocs.io/en/latest/
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optimization or convergence to a different local optimum),
and consequently to some changes in the SHAP attribu-
tions across features. Having a well-trained model, it is
important to note that SHAP values are not measures of
the model’s accuracy; predictive performance should in-
stead be assessed separately using standard statistical eval-
uation measures. Depending on the parametrization, one
or more features may dominate the average attribution,
or several may contribute comparably. Comparable SHAP
values across features do not imply higher or lower model’s
inference accuracy; rather, they reflect how the associated
optimal weights distribute sensitivity across inputs. In any
case, inference accuracy ultimately depends on the quality
of the training data, the suitability of the parametrization,
and the characteristics of the model chosen to verify the
data. Therefore, SHAP is not intended to assess model
performance, but rather to interpret how trained DL mod-
els distribute importance across input features.

In summary, interpreting the results of a DL model us-
ing SHAP values provides valuable insights into the factors
influencing its predictions. SHAP values offer a systematic
approach to quantifying the contribution of each input fea-
ture to the model’s output, thereby aiding in understanding
its decision-making process. By analyzing SHAP values,
we can identify which features have the most significant
impact (in terms of magnitude) and how they contribute
(positively or negatively) relative to the model’s expected
value. This interpretability framework not only enhances
our understanding of the model’s behavior but also sup-
ports its validation and helps identify potential areas for
improvement or further investigation. For instance, if a
feature has a very small mean SHAP value, one might con-
sider excluding that input and retraining the model with
a simpler parametrization. Such steps, however, should
be approached with caution. Features are fundamental to
model inference, and an EoS-insensitive parametrization
allows the DL model to capture patterns in the data and
achieve reliable performance. Removing a feature can al-
ter the optimization landscape, potentially making training
less stable and reducing the model’s predictive accuracy or
generalization. Therefore, any feature exclusion should be
carefully validated by benchmarking against standard eval-
uation metrics, ideally using cross-validation.

B. Deep Learning Architecture, Training and Testing

Systematic investigation of the NS global properties for
rotating stellar models irrespective of the EoS revealed that
conventional methods are insufficient for representing the
entire spectrum of rapidly rotating configurations with ex-
tremely high accuracy. The complexity of the problem
necessitates exploring the use of artificial neural networks
(ANNs) within a supervised learning framework. While
traditional approaches typically rely on nonlinear polyno-
mial expressions truncated at a fixed order, this limits their
ability to capture higher-order effects. To overcome this

limitation, we employ a neural network capable of mod-
eling such higher-order interactions, which are otherwise
neglected in conventional analytical formulations. ANNs
are well-established as powerful learners that have signifi-
cantly advanced the state-of-the-art in addressing various
learning tasks in data science [184, 186–188].

Building on the preceding discussion, our approach pri-
marily relies on a fully connected DL architecture to un-
cover patterns for more accurate data inference. Accord-
ing to the Universal Approximation Theorem [186], a feed-
forward neural network with only a single hidden layer con-
taining a finite number of neurons can approximate any
continuous fitting function on a compact input space. No-
tably, this approximation can achieve any desired degree of
accuracy, provided that the network has a sufficiently large
number of neurons and appropriate activation functions.

Determining the optimal mathematical model in advance
is not feasible. However, we can formulate plausible hy-
potheses regarding its structure based on relevant prior in-
formation derived from the available data. For instance,
consider a dataset X consisting of pairs of (xi, zi) data,
where i = 1, ..., n. Here, xi represents the input feature
vector, while zi denotes the corresponding dependent vari-
ables, denoted as labels. We intend to identify the most
concise model ẑ(θ) = F̂θ(x) that adequately describes the
data. In this pursuit, we first introduce the Huber Loss
function [183], defined as:

Lδ (z, ẑ(θ)) =

n∑
i=1

Li, (7)

where each term Li is given by:

Li =


1
2 |zi − ẑi(θ)|2 , |zi − ẑi| ≤ δ,

δ
(
|zi − ẑi(θ)| − 1

2δ
)

, |zi − ẑi| > δ,

(8)

combining the strengths of typical MSE, and L1 objec-
tive functions. In the preceding definition, z represents
the data’s actual target values, whereas ẑ signifies the pre-
dictions made by the model. In addition, we employ a hy-
perparameter δ = 1 within the Loss function Lδ(θ). This
selection of objective function utilizes the advantages of L1

Loss and MSE Loss; the delta-scaled L1 region makes it
less sensitive to outliers compared to MSE Loss, while the
MSE region ensures smoothness, especially around zero,
surpassing L1 Loss in this aspect.

Then, a gradient descent optimization procedure is nec-
essary to be employed to minimize the model’s objective
function and derive the optimal parameters θ⋆ represented
by,

θ⋆ = argmin
θ

Lδ(θ). (9)

Minimizing the Loss function and ensuring the selected
model captures the intricacies of the training data are es-
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sential for effective learning. The ultimate goal lies in
the model’s ability to generalize beyond the training data
[182, 183]. A generalized model can accurately predict out-
comes on new data not seen during training. This capa-
bility distinguishes a robust model from one constrained in
its ability to describe newly encountered data. However, it
should be noted that the model’s generalization ability is
not about unbounded prediction, but about robust pattern
recognition within the statistically validated domain of the
original data collection.

For designing a DL architecture that satisfies our require-
ments, we utilized the PyTorch library [189]. For each EoS
of cold, dense nuclear matter included in our catalog, we
have used a random selection of 25% rotating stellar models
as a test set4. In our systematic investigation, we employed
an ANN architecture described by an input layer encom-
passing the features5 x = (f1, ..., fd), followed by five hid-
den layers denoted as H1, . . . ,H5, while concluding in a
singular output layer represented by ẑ. The number of the
associated neurons regarding each hidden layer is shown in
Table (I). In each hidden layer, we have utilized the GeLU

TABLE I. ANN hidden layers structure. For each neuron,
we have used the non-linear GeLU function as an activation
function.

Hidden Layer No. Neurons Activation Function
H1 120 g(x) = GeLU(x)
H2 75 g(x) = GeLU(x)
H3 50 g(x) = GeLU(x)
H4 25 g(x) = GeLU(x)
H5 10 g(x) = GeLU(x)

activation function [190],

g(x) = xΦ(x), (10)

to introduce the non-linearity. Here, Φ(x) corresponds to
the cumulative distribution function for the Gaussian dis-
tribution. The ANN design, defined by the configuration
of hidden layers, neuron counts, and activation functions,
establishes an efficient framework specifically optimized for
the accurate inference of the key parameter underlying our
application. Through experimentation, this specific model
choice resulted in more stable and consistent learning tai-
lored to the specific characteristics of our datasets. In ad-
dition, it is worth mentioning that at the end of the final
hidden layer, in most cases, we incorporate a modified sig-

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

5 Depending the case, the specific characteristics of these features
will be clarified in the Sec. IV.

moid function as the activation function, defined as,

σ̃(x) = zmin + (zmax − zmin) σ(x), (11)

given that σ(x) = 1/(1 + e−x) is the known sigmoid func-
tion. The values zmin and zmax correspond to the mini-
mum and maximum values regarding the dataset associated
with the quantity we seek to infer. This modified activa-
tion function selection ensures that the model’s inference
is well-suited to the specific characteristics of each dataset.
Specifically, it maps the model’s output during training to
the [zmin, zmax] range, making it the optimal choice for this
particular case study. However, while the modified sigmoid
activation function is generally a beneficial choice, there are
instances where models performed equally well without it
in the final layer (see e.g., Appendix B and Table XIV for
a review).

Due to the non-linear nature of the optimization pro-
cess, we employed the Adamax optimizer [191] during
back-propagation to extract the optimal θ⋆ parameters. It
should be mentioned that we used the Xavier uniform ini-
tialization algorithm [192] for setting the model’s initial θ
parameters.

Before training, as an initial prepossessing step, we ap-
plied min-max scaling defined as,

f ′
i =

fi −min(fi)

max(fi)−min(fi)
. (12)

to map each input feature fi employed to the interval [0, 1].
This process is carried out on the entire dataset, which in-
cludes the associated quantities. Feature scaling is essen-
tial to ensure that all features contribute equally, prevent-
ing the dominance of those with larger values. This prac-
tice enhances the convergence and overall performance of
the algorithms used. Either way, this process is an impor-
tant step to render the learning process faster. Depending
on the universal relation, we employ an adaptive learn-
ing rate, a tailored learning rate strategy, a case-favored
mini-batch size, and a specific number of epochs for each
training phase. In each case, the training time is linearly
proportional to the number of epochs.

Across all of the regression models examined, we em-
ployed comprehensive evaluation measures to assess the
performance of each ANN across the associated test sets
(see e.g., [143, 153] for a detailed review). The statisti-
cal measures utilized include Mean Absolute Error (MAE),
Max Residual Error (MRE), Mean Squared Error (MSE),
Max Relative Deviation (dmax), Mean Absolute Percent-
age Error (MAPE), Explained Variance, and Determina-
tion Coefficient (R2)6. Notably, the evaluation measures in
the validation set show a slight degradation in performance

6 For more details about the statistical evaluation functions the
interested reader can be directed to this link: https://scikit-
learn.org/stable/modules/model evaluation.html

https://pytorch.org/
https://scikit-learn.org/stable/modules/model_evaluation.html
https://scikit-learn.org/stable/modules/model_evaluation.html
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compared to the training set, as expected. In each case,
as is standard practice, we report the evaluation measures
based on the performance observed on the test datasets.

IV. “DEEP” UNIVERSAL RELATIONS &
INFERENCE EXPLAINABILITY

In this section, we present our findings, which encompass
improvements to established universal relations as well as
the investigation of entirely new ones. More specifically,
the correlation analysis described in Ref. [143] identified
several well-known candidates from the literature, such as
the Ī−Q̄ and the S̄3−Q̄ pairs, as well as some new ones. It
also suggested that the fit could be enhanced in some cases
by incorporating additional parameters. Focusing on the
applicability of EoS-independent relations, we reexamine
the issue of EoS-independence throughout the parameter
space.

Building upon prior works [143, 153], we utilized a DL
architecture, as depicted in Table (I), and followed the fit-
ting procedure, the formulation, and the optimization pro-
cess outlined in SubSec. III B. Once more, the decision
to employ a neural network stemmed from the objective
of deriving more accurate universal relations for rapidly
rotating NSs, incorporating a larger set of parameters de-
rived from numerical data. Notably, neural networks sig-
nificantly accelerate the inference process, providing rapid
and efficient solutions that would otherwise be computa-
tionally intensive and time-consuming. In addition, we uti-
lized the SHAP method [154] to obtain valuable insights in
interpreting the DL model’s inference results. In that direc-
tion, we investigate how the employed astrophysical set of
parameters, serving as the model’s input features, aids the
network in discerning underlying patterns, thereby offering
substantive insights into its predictive ability.

It is important to mention that the complete dataset
consists of 1109271 rotating NS configurations. For each
EoS, we allocate 75% of the data for training and reserve
the remaining for testing, adhering to the way outlined
in Sec. III B. Overall, regarding the various parameters
characterizing the rotating NS ensemble, we provide the
respective ranges for each relevant observable quantity in
both the training and the test set for reference (see e.g,
Table (II) for a review). Furthermore, Fig. 2 shows the
χ−C, χ− log Ī, χ− log Q̄, and χ− log S̄3 representations
for each EoS, based on an indicative subsample of 40000
NS configurations from the full dataset. For visualization
purposes, this subsample corresponds to a more distinct
set of polar-to-equatorial radius ratios rpole/req than that
employed in the full dataset.

The investigated “deep” EoS-insensitive relations are pri-
marily expressed as hypersurfaces, where each quantity of
interest is modeled as a function of multiple underlying
physical parameters. The presentation of the results will
be organized in the following way. In SubSec. IVA1, an
EoS-independent relation regarding the star’s normalized

TABLE II. Respective ranges for each feature included in ro-
tating NS ensemble relating to the associated training and test
sets.

Feature
Training Set Test Set

min max min max
M̄ 0.909 2.809 0.913 2.809
R̄ 9.939 19.405 9.971 19.414

C × 10−1 0.876 3.075 0.884 3.075
χ× 10−1 1.406 7.818 1.406 7.802

Ī 4.737 33.836 4.743 33.869
D × 10−2 0.470 3.360 0.470 3.356

Q̄ 1.313 14.740 1.315 14.645
S̄3 1.736 32.106 1.740 31.900

moment of inertia Ī is presented, while in SubSec. IVA2,
two universal parametrizations concerning the star’s recip-
rocal of the normalized moment of inertia, and the star’s
reduced spin are suggested. Then, in SubSec. IVB1, an
EoS-insensitive relation regarding the star’s quadrupole de-
formation Q̄ is provided, whereas in SubSec(s). IVB2, and
IVB3 universal relations for higher multipole moments are
proposed. Finally, in SubSec. IVC, we introduce a univer-
sal parametrization that links the star’s equatorial radius
Req to the star’s mass and the spacetime’s higher multipole
moments.

Last but not least, we define a relation between the NS
parameters as EoS-insensitive when the selected features at
the DL model’s inference yield relative errors in the train-
ing and test sets of ≲ O(10%). Crucially, our regression
“deep” models accurately reproduce the data on the test
set, showcasing a state-of-the-art generalization capability
beyond the training data. For each universal relation ex-
amined, the ANN model’s input layer features and targets,
the associated number of training epochs, and the corre-
sponding learning rate strategy are detailed in Appendix
B. In each instance, both the indicative numerical code
and the optimal parameters θ⋆ associated with the trained
model are publicly available in Ref. [193].

A. Relations for the star’s Moment of Inertia

1. Relation for the star’s normalized moment of
Inertia

We first focus on the rotating star’s moment of inertia I,
a key global parameter featured in one of the established
EoS-insensitive relations. For a rotating stellar configura-
tion, the moment of inertia is defined as I = J/Ω, where
the parameters J , and Ω represent the star’s angular mo-
mentum and the angular frequency, respectively. The mass
of the NS greatly affects its moment of inertia, especially
in the star’s outer layers. Therefore, when the star’s mass
and radius increase, its moment of inertia usually becomes
larger [115].
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FIG. 2. Distributions of the χ− C, χ− log Ī, χ− log Q̄, and χ− log S̄3 parameter spaces, encompassing a wide range of rotation
rates and degree of stiffness. Each color represents the EOS mapping as highlighted in Fig. 31 of Appendix A.

Above all, the star’s moment of inertia strongly depends
on the EoS. In the case of slow rotation, there are well-
established EoS-insensitive relations for the reduced Ī with
accuracy O(1%) [104, 120, 132, 137, 149]. In addition, sig-
nificant efforts have also been devoted to estimating this
global parameter for rapidly rotating NSs (see, for exam-
ple, the Refs. [141–143, 153] for a review). However, in the
case of rapid rotation, there is still a significant demand
for a highly accurate universal formula to infer the stellar
object’s moment of inertia. This formula must accommo-
date a broad range of EoS candidates, ensuring compat-
ibility with multimessenger astronomy data, and encom-
passes various microphysical structures. Therefore, for our
extended ensemble of realistic EoSs, it is essential to es-
tablish an accurate and effective universal relation for Ī,
encompassing a wide range of rotation rates, incorporating
the rapid rotation case.

Most importantly, the universal behavior among observ-
able quantities is highly sensitive to the star’s global pa-
rameters selection and their dependence [103]. This way,
utilizing the most representative ones is crucial for better
estimating the star’s global characteristics (quantities we
seek to infer). Expanding on the prior insights [141–143],
it is well-established that the normalized moment of iner-

tia Ī is related to the star’s spin parametrization and the
relativistic quadrupole deformation.

While many NSs have slow rotation rates, the most
rapidly spinning pulsar observed to date [194] can achieve a
rotational frequency of f ≈ 716 Hz. Thus, examining how
the spin parameter affects the properties of the Ī − Q̄ re-
lation is crucial. For the EoS-insensitive relation, we have
chosen to express the normalized moment of inertia Ī as
a function of the parameters χ and Q̄. These parameters
correspond to the input feature vector fed into the DL ar-
chitecture outlined in Table (I). This choice is driven by
the intention to observe how the neural network responds
to an already well-established correlation, to achieve supe-
rior performance. Regarding the rotation parametrization,
it is also notable that instead of using χ one may also em-
ploy alternative rotation features like the reduced spin pa-
rameter σ, the fraction of kinetic to gravitational energy

E , or even alternative spin normalizations like M × f̂ , and
Req × f/c, as suggested in [142, 143].

Using the dataset of NS models, we then train the pro-
posed ML model, aiming to predict the normalized mo-
ment of inertia Ī as the associated inference target ẑ. The
model’s optimal parameters (weights) θ⋆ can be determined
through the stochastic optimization procedure described in
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the previous Sec. III B. The resulting 2–D surface that best
fits the data is formulated as7,

Īmodel = Îθ⋆(χ, Q̄). (13)

The evaluation measures for the optimal model’s weights θ⋆

associated with Eq. (13) on the validation set are presented
in Table (III). In its current form, the regression formula

TABLE III. Evaluation measures for the universal representa-
tion given by Eq. (13) regarding the test dataset.

MAE MRE MSE dmax MAPE ExpVar R2

×10−2 ×10−1 ×10−4 (%) ×10−3 (%) ×10−2 ×10−2

2.399 6.553 9.709 2.76 2.624 99.997 99.997

(13) effectively reproduces the data across the test dataset,
demonstrating high accuracy with relative deviation better
than 2.76%. This model consistently delivers satisfactory
results regardless of the specific EoS chosen, establishing
itself as a robust universal relation.

For visualization, the predicted surface (13) that opti-
mally represents the data in the test dataset is depicted
in Fig. 3. In the constructed model’s wireframe rep-

FIG. 3. Reduced moment of inertia Ī as a function of the
dimensionless parameters χ, and Q̄. In this illustration, the col-
ored black grid is associated with the ANN wireframe produced
by Eq. (13). In addition, the colored variation of the presented
data corresponds to the star’s stellar compactness C, as high-
lighted in the accompanying vertical colored bar.

7 Throughout this investigation, the trained ANN model evaluated
at its optimal parameters, θ⋆, is denoted using calligraphic or Latin
letter symbols (e.g., F̂θ⋆ (x)). This notation is consistently adopted
across all regression models presented in this work.

FIG. 4. Absolute relative error distribution (100%× (Īmodel −
Ī)/Ī) derived evaluating the suggested regression model (13)
on the test set. The vertical axis corresponds to the probability
density function (PDF) of the test dataset, shown on a logarith-
mic scale. In addition, relative deviations for fitting functions
proposed in the literature are shown in different colors, provid-
ing a basis for comparative analysis.

resentation8, the test data lies approximately on a single
universal plane, while the varying colors of the depicted
data correspond to different values of the star’s compact-
ness C, as indicated in the accompanying vertical colored
bar. As anticipated, stellar modes that are less compact,
corresponding to higher values of the reduced quadrupole
deformation, demonstrate larger normalized moments of
inertia. Additionally, the predicted wireframe includes re-
gions that lie outside the physically meaningful parameter
space. When the model is evaluated on inputs beyond the
domain of the test dataset, it produces a smooth extrap-
olation of the surface—despite the fact that no physically
viable stellar models exist in that regime. This behavior
does not indicate a flaw in the model but simply reflects
the smooth continuation of the learned mapping beyond
the physical domain, where no viable stellar models exist.

In Fig. 4, we present the distribution of relative errors
of the fit for the test set. It should be noted that most
of the model’s predictions exhibit a relative error better
than 1%. Moreover, it is noteworthy that among the en-
tire test set, only 3562 rapidly rotating stellar configura-

8 To visualize the ANN-predicted relation between the input param-
eters and the target quantity, we constructed a wireframe surface
as follows: a uniform mesh grid was generated over the 2D in-
put space (χ, Q̄), using the mesh grid funct in python, which sam-
ples values within the domain of the test dataset. For each grid
point, the trained neural network predicted the corresponding tar-
get value (e.g., Ī), producing a 2D array of model estimates via
the ANN model function. The resulting surface was plotted as a
semi-transparent wireframe over the 3D scatter plot of the actual
test data, allowing for direct visual comparison between the model
predictions and the ground truth.
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tions have a relative deviation > 1%. Most of these are
associated with massive NS models exhibiting quadrupole
deformation Q̄ ∈ [1.465, 3.511] and stellar compactness
C ∈ [0.193, 0.294], regardless of the dimensionless spin pa-
rameter χ. In the same figure, we also present the ab-
solute fractional differences corresponding to the fitting
functions previously established in the literature and are
associated with rapidly rotating NS configurations [141–
143]. The suggested ANN regression approach reliably re-
produces the test data, leading to improved inference per-
formance. While the overall accuracy of our model is only
marginally better, yet comparable to the fitting functions
proposed in Refs. [142, 143], it significantly outperforms
the method of Ref. [141]. This performance advantage be-
comes particularly evident when examining the proportion
of test cases with larger relative deviations. Specifically,
only 1.26% of the NS configurations in the test set exhibit
relative deviations exceeding 1% with our model, compared
to 4.83% for the model in Ref. [142], 7.31% for Ref. [143],
and a substantially higher 47.13% for Ref. [141].

A key aspect of the analysis involves assessing the max-
imum relative deviation of the proposed regression model
(13) across different EoS categories within the test set. To
this end, Appendix. C presents violin plots that illustrate
the distribution of absolute fractional differences for each
category, offering a detailed perspective on the model’s ac-
curacy and variability (see e.g., Fig. 32 for a review).
Among the EoS categories, the hybrid class displays the
highest level of deviations, with a maximum relative er-
ror of 2.76%. In comparison, the hadronic and hyperonic
classes exhibit lower peak deviations, around 2.14% and
1.93%, respectively. These values of largest deviations cor-
respond to the EoS models DS(CMF)-2 Hybr, SkMp, and
OPGR(DDHδY4).

In any case, the regression formula (13) achieves im-
proved accuracy in estimating the normalized moment of
inertia of the rotating stellar model while effectively reduc-
ing systematic biases, demonstrating the strong generaliza-
tion capability of our model. In addition, it should be noted
that similar performance results and universal dependence
can also anticipated when training the DL network using

as a spin feature one of the parameters σ, E , M × f̂ , and
Req × f/c as an alternative of χ.

Additionally, investigating the model’s ability to accu-
rately reproduce the behavior of slowly rotating NSs is
quite compelling. Despite not being trained on spin val-
ues associated with slowly rotating stellar configurations,
the theoretical formula (13) accurately reflects the slowly
rotating case described by the Hartle-Thorne approxima-
tion as detailed in [104], demonstrating the model’s extrap-
olation robustness. This behavior is illustrated in Fig. 5,
which presents the model’s theoretical predictions across a
range of spin values χ ∈ [0.01, 0.09]. In all instances, the
corresponding curves from the Ī−Q̄ representation tend to
coincide, leading to the well-known universal behavior for
slowly rotating NS configurations. Furthermore, it should
be emphasized that for the highest quadrupole deforma-

tion values (Q̄ ≳ 13.5) and the lowest (Q̄ ≲ 2.5), the DL
model predictions align well with the Yagi and Yunes for-
mula [104] as the spin increases.

FIG. 5. Ī = Ī(Q̄) theoretical curves for a discrete sample of
spin parameter values χ ∈ [0.01, 0.09] associated with slowly ro-
tating NS configurations. The regression model (13) compared
against the fitting function proposed in [104] satisfactorily re-
produces the Ī − Q̄ universal behavior in the slowly rotating
limit.

Having trained the ANN with the “key” features of χ and
Q̄ that characterize a rotating NS, our focus now shifts to
interpreting its predictions. While complex ML architec-
tures may sacrifice simplicity for enhanced performance,
we utilize the SHAP method to provide interpretability.
As discussed in Sec. III A, this framework equips us with
tools to interpret and explain the DL model’s predictions,
providing a means to verify the reliability and robustness
of the suggested model’s predictions.

Building upon this, we employed the trained DL model
(13) to interpret its predictions on a test subset X1 consist-
ing of 10000 NS configurations. Given the computational
demands of the SHAP procedure [154, 155], this data sam-
ple was randomly selected9 from the initial test dataset
to expedite the analysis. We have to note that the se-
lected dataset encompasses values of χ ∈ [0.141, 0.774] and
Q̄ ∈ [1.343, 14.370], ensuring adequate representation of
the parameter space. Subsequently, we compute the SHAP
values for this subset to interpret the contribution of each
input feature to the model’s predictions. Fig. 6 presents
the SHAP values, as defined in Eq. (5), illustrating the
influence of each parameter on the predictions for every
stellar model in the examined subset.

At first glance, in Fig. 6 (top panel), it is clear that
each feature can have both a positive and negative in-
fluence. Notably, very high values of χ and Q̄ positively
impact the estimator’s prediction compared to its expected

9 As before, the random.seed(42) function in Python was applied
to ensure reproducibility across experimental runs.
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FIG. 6. SHAP analysis, based on Eq. (5), illustrating the con-
tribution of each feature to the predictions of the trained model
(13) for the selected subset of NS configurations. The color
scale indicates the magnitude of each feature’s value. Top panel:
Contribution of each feature to the model’s prediction results.
Bottom panel: Feature importance based on average SHAP val-
ues indicating the parameters’ average impact on model predic-
tions.

value EX(Îθ⋆)10. These NS configurations correspond to
less compact stellar objects with larger equatorial radii,
resulting in higher moments of inertia. Conversely, the ex-
tremely lower values concerning the features of parameter
space contribute negatively to the estimator’s prediction.
These stars correspond to highly compact (most massive)
NS configurations, characterized at most by smaller radii
and, consequently, smaller moments of inertia (see also Fig.
3 for a representative review).

Furthermore, as shown in the bottom panel, we present
the mean absolute SHAP values for each feature, averaged
across the NS models in the test subset. The rotation pa-
rameter χ corresponds to a mean value of 0.78, whereas
the quadrupole deformation parameter Q̄ attains a sub-
stantially higher value of 4.32. These findings indicate that
both parameters play a role in exerting a measurable influ-
ence on the model’s predictive performance. Specifically,
χ characterizes the rotational state of the star, enabling
the network to capture rotational patterns within the data
while Q̄ encapsulates the deformation induced by rotation,
thereby providing complementary structural information.
This dual dependence renders Q̄ as a particularly informa-
tive parameter for pattern recognition—especially in the
slow-rotation limit and along NS sequences at fixed χ,
where the established EoS-independence between Q̄ and Ī
becomes prominent. The increased mean SHAP value at-
tributed to Q̄ indicates that the trained model relies more
strongly on this parameter when forming its predictions,

10 For the rest of this work, when we refer to the feature’s positive
or negative impact on the model’s inference, the relative influence
is associated to the comparison with respect to the estimator’s ex-
pected value (see e.g., Eq. (6) and Fig. 1 for a review).

particularly in regimes of higher rotation where deforma-
tion effects are more significant. In any case, the interplay
between χ and Q̄ strengthens the model’s predictive capa-
bility, ensuring robust universal inference across a diverse
range of stellar configurations.

2. Relation for the star’s reciprocal of the normalized
moment of Inertia

The stellar object’s rotational frequency f stands out as a
pivotal observational parameter for compact objects, often
being the most straightforward quantity to measure. Con-
sequently, establishing a relation that connects the star’s
rotational frequency with other fundamental parameters
becomes highly advantageous. In this endeavor, we em-
ploy the reciprocal of the normalized moment of inertia D
as a parameter of interest. As first proposed in Ref. [195],
it is worth emphasizing that the normalized parameter D
plays a meaningful role, as it effectively serves as a reduced
frequency in place of the spin frequency f , offering a direct
connection between rotational dynamics and the star’s mo-
ment of inertia.

Motivated by previous works [143, 195], we use the sug-
gested neural network to infer the normalized parameter
D as a function dependent on both the dimensionless spin
parameter χ and the spacetime’s reduced quadrupole de-
formation Q̄. However, as highlighted in [143], employing
log Q̄ as a feature significantly improves the inference of
D compared to Q̄, particularly in cases involving rapid ro-
tation. This prior knowledge of optimal and informative
features can be harnessed by feeding the network at the in-
put layer with a feature vector containing the star’s global
parameters χ and log Q̄. Using the suggested DL architec-
ture (I) to perform regression, the predicted 2–D surface
that verifies the data has functional form,

Dmodel = D̂θ⋆(χ, log Q̄). (14)

The evaluation measures for the best network’s weights θ⋆

associated with the parametrization (14) on the test set are
presented in Table (IV).

TABLE IV. Evaluation measures for the parametrization given
by Eq. (14) regarding the test set.

MAE MRE MSE dmax MAPE ExpVar R2

×10−5 ×10−4 ×10−9 (%) ×10−3 (%) ×10−2 ×10−2

5.238 6.368 6.194 2.70 2.619 99.987 99.987

In its current state, the trained regression model (14)
accurately verifies the data in the test dataset, achieving
high accuracy with relative deviation better than 2.70%.
Therefore, this model yields reliable outcomes irrespective
of the chosen EoS, establishing its robustness as an EoS-
insensitive formulation.

In Fig. 7, we present the ANN predicted surface (14)
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as a wireframe that best reproduces the data in the test
set. The colors in the illustrated test data representation

FIG. 7. Normalized frequency D as a function of the dimen-
sionless parameters χ, and log Q̄. The black grid is associated
with the predicted ANN wireframe produced by the model (14).
In addition, the color variation in the presented test data corre-
sponds to the star’s compactness C, as indicated by the accom-
panying vertical colored bar.

denote different values of the star’s stellar compactness, as
indicated by the vertical colored bar. Regardless of the
specific value of the dimensionless angular momentum χ,
the most compact stellar configurations—with smaller Q̄
values—tend to exhibit higher normalized D parameters,
which in turn lead to lower normalized moments of iner-
tia Ī. This complements the description provided in the
previous SubSec. IVA1. Overall, this illustration offers a
detailed view of how the ANN model accurately represents
the test dataset and the variability across different stel-
lar compactness values. Furthermore, the predicted wire-
frame extends into regions beyond the physically mean-
ingful parameter space, where no realistic stellar models
are available. Despite this, the network yields smooth and
coherent extrapolations, underscoring the robustness and
consistency of the learned representation.

Notably, Fig. 8 presents the histogram of relative errors,
further highlighting the accuracy of the suggested model in
capturing the data pattern. While our model achieves the
reported maximum relative deviation, it is noteworthy that
only 1.34% of the NS configurations in the test ensemble ex-
hibit deviations exceeding 1%. The vast majority of these
compact objects correspond to high-mass stellar objects,
characterized by C ∈ [0.193, 0.297] and Q̄ ∈ [1.432, 3.492],
regardless of their rotational state. Furthermore, in the
same panel, we illustrate the absolute fractional differences
between the predictions of the suggested DL regression
model and those derived from previously established fitting
functions [143, 195]. As evidenced by the histogram distri-

FIG. 8. Absolute fractional difference 100%× (Dmodel−D)/D.
The maroon histogram is the relative error distribution associ-
ated with our regression model (14), while the other two corre-
spond to the fits proposed in the literature.

butions, the suggested model achieves enhanced accuracy
and generalization across the entire ensemble of NS con-
figurations, surpassing the performance of existing meth-
ods throughout the examined test dataset. Regarding the
variance of errors, it is also worth noting that, among the
different EOS categories, the hybrid class exhibits the high-
est maximum deviation, while the hadronic and hyperonic
classes show lower maximum fractional differences, around
2.24% and 2.11%, respectively (see e.g., Appendix C for
a review) It is worth emphasizing that the largest devia-
tions are associated with the DS(CMF)-2 Hybr, SkMp, and
OPGR(DDHδY4) EoS models, as previously identified.

In all cases, the regression model (14) provides a com-
prehensive universal framework for deriving the reciprocal
of the star’s normalized moment of inertia D or the star’s
rotation frequency f , given the parameters M , χ, and Q̄ of
the compact object and its surrounding spacetime. More-
over, it is worth highlighting that the EoS-independent
parametrization (14) offers better inference performance
compared to the previously introduced relation (13) in Sub-
Sec. IVA1, particularly in predicting the reduced moment
of inertia.

Moreover, delving into the model’s capacity to faithfully
replicate the behavior of slowly rotating NSs presents an in-
triguing investigation. Despite not being explicitly trained
on spin values associated with slowly rotating stellar con-
figurations, the theoretical formula (14) effectively mirrors
the characteristics described by the Hartle–Thorne approx-
imation for an array of discrete spins χ ∈ [0.01, 0.09], as
shown in Fig. 9. This underscores the model’s robustness
and its ability to generalize across varying rotation rates.
Importantly, across all slow spin rates examined, the D
parameter, has a dependence of Q̄, illustrating a consis-
tent universal behavior for slowly rotating NS configura-
tions similar to the better-known Ī − Q̄ universal relation.
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FIG. 9. Indicative D = D(log Q̄) theoretical curves for
a discrete sample of dimensionless angular momentum values
χ ∈ [0.01, 0.09] correspond to slowly rotating NS configura-
tions. The regression model (14) fully reproduces the D − Q̄
EoS-insensitive behavior in the slowly rotating limit.

Following the methodology presented in SubSec. IVA1,
we utilize the SHAP method to provide interpretability for
the predictions of the trained DL model. The SHAP values
illustration as depicted in Fig. 10 (top and bottom panel)
is similar to the corresponding representation provided in
Fig. 6. It should be noted that the test subset used for com-
puting the SHAP values of the parameters χ and log Q̄ for
each NS configuration corresponds to the same X1 dataset
defined in the previous subsection.

FIG. 10. Same as Fig. 6 for the trained DL model (14).

For each particular NS configuration on the test subset
X1, we investigate the influence of the parameter space
values to provide an interpretation of the model’s output.
From Fig. 10 (top panel), it is evident that extremely high
parameter values of χ, and log Q̄ contribute negatively to
the model’s expected value EX(D̂θ⋆). These NS configu-
rations generally correspond to less compact stars, charac-
terized by smaller values of parameter D and consequently

larger moments of normalized inertia. Conversely, signifi-
cantly small values of spin feature χ primarily contribute
positively, while the lower quadrupole Q̄ values, associated
with more compact NS models, can impact either posi-
tively or negatively. The combination of features with low
parameter values corresponds to the most massive NS mod-
els, characterized by smaller normalized moments of inertia
Ī.

In Fig. 10 (bottom panel), the mean absolute SHAP
value for each feature across the NS models in the test sub-
set is displayed. The corresponding mean value for the ro-
tation parameter χ is 9.28× 10−4, whereas the quadrupole
deformation parameter Q̄ exhibits a significantly higher
value of 5.93 × 10−3. The spin parameter χ enables the
model to capture rotational patterns across the NSs ensem-
ble, while the logarithmic quadrupole deformation log Q̄
offers deeper insights into the star’s structure by encoding
information related to both rotation and the EoS. Taken
together, these features are informative for the DL model
(14), enabling it to identify hidden patterns in the data and,
therefore, produce accurate predictions of the normalized
parameter D across a diverse ensemble of EoSs and NS
configurations.

Complementary to the above, we focus on developing
a parametrization for D that includes stellar compactness
alongside the existing input parameters. This expanded
set is anticipated to yield a more universal and informa-
tive—albeit more intricate— hyperstructure. The new sug-
gested regression model that achieves the closest agreement
with the data takes the following functional form:

Dmodel = D̂θ⋆(C,χ, log Q̄). (15)

Table V summarizes the performance measures of the re-
gression model defined in Eq. (15) as evaluated on the test
set. In this formulation, the DL model accurately repro-
duces the data across the test set, demonstrating improved
performance over the previous model with relative devia-
tions ≤ 2.35% and consistently better evaluation measures.
For completeness, the histogram of the relative errors is

TABLE V. Evaluation measures for the parametrization given
by Eq. (15) regarding the test set.

MAE MRE MSE dmax MAPE ExpVar R2

×10−5 ×10−4 ×10−9 (%) ×10−3 (%) ×10−2 ×10−2

3.564 4.970 2.447 2.35 1.923 99.995 99.995

presented in Fig. 11, illustrating the overall distribution
of the model’s deviations. In addition, to enable a direct
comparison, this figure also includes the relative deviations
corresponding to the ANN model given in Eq. (14). Un-
like the previous model that excluded stellar compactness,
the new parametrization significantly improves accuracy,
reducing the fraction of data points with deviations over
1% to just 0.31%. As with the previous model, the small
fraction of cases with larger deviations predominantly cor-
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FIG. 11. Relative error distributions on the test dataset for
the proposed ANN models described by Eqs. (14) and (15).

responds to high-mass stars, independent of their rotation.
Most of these NS configurations are associated with C and
Q̄ values lying within the ranges C ∈ [0.184, 0.247] and
Q̄ ∈ [1.869, 4.729], respectively. In addition, a closer analy-
sis of the error distribution across different EoS categories
reveals that the hybrid class is associated with the high-
est maximum relative deviations. Among all tested EoS
models, the DS(CMF)-4 Hybr EoS displays the most pro-
nounced deviation. In contrast, the hadronic and hyperonic
categories show notably smaller maximum errors, approx-
imately 2.03% and 1.79%, respectively (see e.g., Appendix
C for the corresponding violin plots). These values are as-
sociated with the Rs and OPGR(DDHδY4) EoS models.

To further evaluate the performance of the regression
model in Eq. (15), Fig. 12 illustrates the predicted
D(C, log Q̄) data across the test dataset, evaluated for
an array of fixed χ values. Furthermore, the observed
variation in the predictions—consistent with the underly-
ing data distribution—stems from the model’s inference
within a lower-dimensional projection of the examined
quasi-universal space. Across all cases, each theoretical
representation shows strong agreement with the underlying
data, reinforcing the quasi-universal nature of the newly
presented D–C correlation across the employed ensemble
of EoSs.

In addition, using SHAP values, we provide an interpre-
tation of how the employed parameters contribute to the
model’s predicted output. As shown in the top panel of Fig.
13, extremely high values of χ, C, and log Q̄ tend to reduce
the model’s inference, while lower values of these parame-
ters contribute positively. This fact aligns with the earlier
findings, where high values of χ and log Q̄ were associated
with negative contributions. The key difference here lies
in the behavior of the C parameter: the higher values of
C lead to a negative contribution in the model’s expected
value, just as we observed for χ and log Q̄. In contrast,
lower values of C lead to a positive contribution. In the

bottom panel of Fig. 13, the mean absolute SHAP values
for each feature across the NS models in the test subset are
shown. The corresponding values for the parameters χ, C,
and log Q̄ are 7.86 × 10−2, 1.42 × 10−1, and 1.58 × 10−1,
respectively. Collectively, these parameters provide an in-
formative feature space that the DL model (15) uses to
identify underlying patterns in the data. Above all, the
suggested model provides accurate predictions of the nor-
malized parameter D across the utilized ensemble of EoSs
and NS configurations.

Given the crucial role of D−Q̄ connection in the model’s
learning ability, it prompts the question of whether there
exists a well-behaved correlation that includes other stel-
lar parameters besides Q̄ that could be considered at least
partially universal. Focusing on relatively slowly rotating
NSs with f ∈ [172.5, 581.4] Hz, χ ∈ [0.1406, 0.2024] and
C ∈ [0.095, 0.3065], we now direct our attention to express-

ing the star’s dimensionless frequency M × f̂ as a function
of the parameters χ and C using the suggested DL model.
The trained ANN model that accurately describes the data
should be,

(
M × f̂

)
model

= F̂θ⋆(χ,C). (16)

We utilize the initial training and validation sets for train-
ing and testing, excluding parameters that lie outside the
ranges typical of relatively slowly rotating stellar configura-
tions. The regression model (16) that best reproduces the
particular test data and the corresponding relative devia-
tions histogram are illustrated in Fig. 14 top and bottom
panels, respectively. It should be noted that the apparent
wireframe deformation in Fig. 14 (top panel) reflects the
visualization of the highly nonlinear mapping properties
of the trained ANN model across the investigated (χ,C)
parameter space. More specifically, even when the model
is evaluated strictly within the trained input domain (i.e.,
without extrapolation) on a uniform mesh grid, local re-
gions of rapid variation appear visually warped.

In any case, the model (16) quite well reproduces the
data in the test set, showcasing satisfactory precision with
relative deviation better than 1.77%. It should be high-
lighted that only 0.24% of the relatively slowly rotating
NS configurations exhibit relative deviations exceeding 1%.
These data are primarily associated with less compact
stars, characterized by C ≲ 0.14 and Q̄ ≳ 8.12. Con-
cerning the variability of errors across the examined EoS
categories, it is noteworthy that the hybrid EoS category
exhibits the highest deviation, whereas the hadronic and
hyperonic classes display lower maximum relative devia-
tions of about 1.69% and 1.37%, respectively (see Appendix
C for a review). Among the employed EoS categories, the
highest deviations are found to be linked to the DS(CMF)-
2 Hybr, GPPVA(TW), and DS(CMF)-1 EoS models.

Considering the investigated range of relatively slow ro-
tation rates, the suggested parametrization reliably delivers
satisfactory results regardless of the EoS selected, thereby
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FIG. 12. D−C plane: Predicted D(C, log Q̄) values from the regression model (15) evaluated on the test dataset for discrete spin
values χ ∈ [0.2, 0.7]. Data points are color-coded by the ANN model’s absolute relative error [%], while the red star marks the
configuration with the maximum relative error. The predictions align closely with the test data, exhibiting sub-percent deviations
across most of the investigated parameter space. These results highlight the model’s robustness and reliability under varying spin
conditions.

FIG. 13. Same as Fig. 6 for the trained DL model (15).

establishing itself as a credible universal relation. This re-
lation is particularly significant, as it enables a reliable es-
timation of the star’s moment of inertia through the ex-
pression J = IΩ, given that the parameters χ, M , and
C are known. However, it is important to note that this

M× f̂−χ−C universality breaks down for higher rotation
rates, where higher relative errors emerge.

Using the test set comprising relatively “slowly” rotating
NS configurations, we then proceed to analyze how differ-
ent values within the parameter space influence the model’s
prediction. As illustrated in Fig. 15 (top panel), both the
rotation parameter χ and the compactness C exhibit influ-
ence that can be positive or negative, indicating contribu-
tions above or below the model’s expected value EX(F̂θ⋆).
In general, NSs that are more compact or exhibit higher
rotation rates tend to have a positive impact on the esti-
mator’s expected value EX(F̂θ⋆), while less compact stars
or those with very low spin contribute negatively. Further-
more, Fig. 15 (bottom panel) presents the average absolute
SHAP values for each feature across the ensemble of rela-
tively slowly rotating stellar models. The mean values for
the dimensionless spin parameter χ and the compactness C
are 1.95×10−4 and 9.52×10−4, respectively. While χ sup-
ports the model in identifying rotational patterns within
the data, the compactness C contributes more substantially
to the model’s inference, as reflected by its higher average
absolute SHAP value. At fixed χ, this result supports a

quasi-universal correlation between the M × f̂ and C pa-
rameters in the slow-rotation regime, consistent with the
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FIG. 14. Top panel: Normalized frequency M × f̂ plotted
as a function of the dimensionless parameters χ and C. The
grid represents the predicted wireframe obtained from the re-
gression model given by Eq. (16). The color scale encodes
the quadrupole deformation Q̄ of each stellar configuration in
the test set, as shown by the adjacent vertical color bar. Bot-
tom panel: Distribution of the absolute relative errors between
the test data and the predictions from the suggested regression
model, evaluated over the test sample of relatively slowly rotat-
ing NS configurations discussed in the text.

established quasi-universal Ī − C and D − C relations. In
any case, both parameters play integral roles in the model’s
ability to describe the data, offering complementary phys-
ical information critical to accurately estimating the nor-

malized spin M × f̂ .

B. Relations for the star’s multipole moments

The relativistic multipole moments characterize the
spacetime’s structure and physical properties, including
the exterior geometry of the star and the geodesics. For

FIG. 15. Same as Fig. 6 for the trained DL model (16).

a rapidly rotating NS, nonspherical deformation is signif-
icant, and contributions from higher-order multipole mo-
ments to the exterior vacuum solution surrounding the
stellar object become more important. The odd mass
multipole moments and the even current moments van-
ish due to symmetry considerations. However, the non-
vanished ones are influenced by the star’s internal micro-
physics structure, which in turn is determined by the un-
known EoS. Therefore, it is essential to investigate EoS-
insensitive relations concerning the star’s multipole mo-
ments [103, 104, 116, 141, 143, 180, 195, 196].

1. Relations for the star’s reduced Quadrupole
deformation

In the relativistic regime, we delve into an EoS-
independent approach for parametrizing the Geroch-
Hansen reduced quadrupole deformation, Q̄, providing a
more EoS-insensitive framework for analysis. The univer-
sal behavior among observable quantities is highly sensi-
tive to parameter selection, making it crucial to employ
the most representative features for accurately estimating
a star’s global properties [103].

We first look for an alternative parametrization to the
Q̄(C, σ) presented in Ref. [143], investigating potential en-
hancements. In this pursuit, the parameters C, χ, and D
are employed as input features to the DL model. These
parameters are carefully selected based on their physical
relevance. For example, it is known that quadrupole defor-
mation exhibits a distinct spin dependence when described
in terms of stellar compactness [137]. In addition, the in-
clusion of D as a parameter effectively embeds the Ī − Q̄
relation—an established universal correlation for slowly ro-
tating NSs [104], and a valid approximation at fixed spin
in the rapid rotation regime [141–143]—thereby enhancing
the model’s capacity to estimate the reduced quadrupole
deformation under varying rotational conditions.

Building on the preceding framework, the resulting ANN
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model that best reproduces the data is expressed as,

Q̄model =
ˆ̄Qθ⋆(C,χ,D). (17)

The evaluation measures associated with the trained model
(17) on the validation set are presented in Table (VI). It is

TABLE VI. Evaluation measures for the parametrization given
by Eq. (17) regarding the test set.

MAE MRE MSE dmax MAPE ExpVar R2

×10−3 ×10−1 ×10−5 (%) ×10−3 (%) ×10−2 ×10−2

6.120 2.774 7.522 2.32 1.871 99.998 99.998

evident that the regression formula (17) accurately repro-
duces the data on the test set, exhibiting good accuracy
with a relative error better than 2.32%. The histogram
displaying the distribution of relative errors is shown in
Fig. 16. The resulting optimal model demonstrates robust

FIG. 16. Absolute fractional difference 100% × (Q̄model −
Q̄)/Q̄). The colored histogram corresponds to the relative error
distribution associated with the suggested model (17).

performance regardless of the EoS selection, establishing it
as an effective EoS-insensitive relation. It is also important
to highlight that only 0.33% of the total set of stellar mod-
els exhibit relative errors larger than 1%. These cases are
predominantly associated with NSs possessing intermedi-
ate compactness values C ∈ [0.184, 0.237], reduced param-
eter D ∈ [1.446, 2.317] × 10−2 and dimensionless moment
of inertia within the range Ī ∈ [4.743, 11.01], regardless of
spin. With regard to the distribution of errors across the
different EoS categories, the hybrid class shows the high-
est maximum deviation. This value is associated with the
DS(CMF)-7 Hybr EoS model. In contrast, the hadronic
and hyperonic classes yield lower maximum relative de-
viations, approximately 2.20% (EoS Rs) and 1.84% (EoS
OPGR(DDHδY4)), respectively (see e.g., Appendix C for
a review).

Furthermore, it should be noted that instead of the di-

mensionless spin parameter χ, one may utilize an alterna-
tive rotational parametrization such as the reduced spin
parameter σ. This substitution yields equally reliable re-
sults and preserves the universal representation of the re-
lation. In this context, the expression Q̄(C, σ,D) can be
regarded as an extended refinement of the parametrization
introduced in [143]. Comparable results are also antici-
pated for alternative rotation parametrizations, such as E ,
M × f̂ , and Req × f/c.

As further validation of the effectiveness of the regression
model given in Eq. (17), Figs. 17 and 18 display the cor-
responding predicted data over the test dataset, evaluated
for a discrete array of fixed χ values. Each Q̄(C) and Q̄(D)
data representation that arises from the DL model demon-
strates excellent agreement with the underlying test data,
reinforcing the quasi-universal nature of the Q̄−C relation
as well as the universal connection of the Q̄ − D parame-
ters across a broad set of EoS categories for rapidly rotating
NS star sequences as long as the spin parameter χ remains
fixed. In addition, this analysis offers a complementary
perspective on the well-known Ī − C quasi-universal rela-
tion, the D − C representation serving as a complement,
and the Ī − Q̄ universal relation for sequences of rapidly
rotating stars with fixed spin values [103, 104, 131].

Using the already defined test subsample X1, we further
investigate the influence of the model’s (17) dependent pa-
rameters on the final output. As shown in Fig. 19 (top
panel), each parameter can contribute either positively or

negatively relative to the model’s expected value EX( ˆ̄Qθ⋆).
For each Q̄ estimation, higher values of parameters χ and
D are associated with negative contributions, while higher
values of C exert a positive impact. In contrast, less com-
pact stellar models generally have a negative impact, while
models with low dimensionless angular momentum and D
tend to exert a positive effect.

In Fig. 19 (bottom panel), the mean absolute SHAP
value for each parameter of interest across the NS models
in the test subset is displayed. The average values of the pa-
rameters χ, C, and D are 0.19, 0.56, and 2.25, respectively.
While the parameters C and χ help the DL model to cap-
ture the physical structure and rotational dynamics of the
stellar configurations, the parameter D emerges as the most
influential feature, as indicated by its average SHAP value
contribution. This result is anticipated, given that the re-
ciprocal of the star’s moment of inertia and the quadrupole
deformation are intrinsically connected through the star’s
rotational and structural characteristics. In particular, this
intrinsic connection is evident in the slow-rotation regime
where the well-established Ī–Q̄ relation reflects its common
dependence. Likewise, for sequences at fixed spin χ, as
shown previously, EoS-insensitive D− Q̄ and Ī–Q̄ relations
persist (see e.g. Fig. 18 for a review). Although the mean
contribution of the χ feature appears small compared to
the other parameters in the corresponding figure, it plays a
crucial role in capturing the universal combination among
the examined quantities. As such, its inclusion is essential
for preserving the universal character of Q̄ in the predictive



19

FIG. 17. Q̄ − C plane: Predicted Q̄(C,D) data from the regression model (17) for a discrete set of spin values, χ ∈ [0.2, 0.7].
Data points are color-coded by the ANN model’s absolute relative error [%], while the red star marks the configuration with
the maximum relative error. The predictions align closely with the test data, exhibiting sub-percent deviations over most of the
investigated parameter space. This demonstrates the model’s robustness and reliability across different spin conditions.

model. Notably, training the suggested model using only C
and D as parameters results in a noticeable increase in the
relative errors of approximately 20%, indicating a break-
down of universality. In all cases, the parameters (C,χ,D)
encode essential physical properties, and their combined
utilization empowers the suggested DL model in Eq. (17)
to deliver accurate and robust predictions of Q̄ across a di-
verse ensemble of NS models in a way that is independent
of the underlying EoS.

2. Relations for the star’s reduced Octupole
deformation

In addition to the mass quadrupole moment, the spin
octupole moment S3 associated with the next higher-order
contribution to the rotation multipole moments sequence
after angular momentum (known as current moments)
is also significant for NSs. Studies have demonstrated
that stellar configurations adhere to a universal three-
parameter property, where multipole moments beyond the
quadrupole depend on the first three moments: mass, di-
mensionless angular momentum, and reduced quadrupole
[103, 141, 147, 149]. Building on this foundation, we fur-
ther extend the investigation to explore potential EoS-

insensitive relations involving the Geroch-Hansen octupole
moment S3.

At first, it is worth highlighting the well-established cor-
relation between the reduced spin octupole moment S̄3

and the reduced quadrupole deformation Q̄, extensively ex-
plored in the literature [103, 104, 141, 149]. Building upon
this, Ref. [143] suggested an effective new parametrization,
expressing S̄3 as a function of log Q̄. This refined approach
demonstrates improved performance over previous meth-
ods, substantially reducing the associated relative errors.
Furthermore, employing the proposed DL architecture to
fit the data yields the best model

S̄3,model =
ˆ̄Sθ⋆(log Q̄), (18)

with accuracy comparable to that of the previously dis-
cussed analytical fit, further reinforcing the effectiveness of
this approach in capturing the S̄3 − Q̄ relation, irrespec-
tive of the chosen EoS. The reported accuracy on the test
dataset for the DL model is approximately 6.64%. Addi-
tionally, Fig. 20 (top panel) presents the error variance in
comparison with alternative analytical formulations from
the literature, further indicating the effectiveness of the
S̄3 − log Q̄ representation. Between the two S̄3 − log Q̄ fits
with comparable overall performance, it is noteworthy that
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FIG. 18. Q̄ − D plane: Predicted Q̄(C,D) data from the regression model (17) for a discrete set of spin values, χ ∈ [0.2, 0.7].
Data points are color-coded by the ANN model’s absolute relative error [%], while the red star marks the configuration with the
maximum relative error. The predictions align closely with the test data, exhibiting deviations below one percent for most cases.
This consistent performance demonstrates the model’s robustness under varying spin conditions.

FIG. 19. Same as Fig. 6 for the trained DL model (17).

only 1% of the stellar models in the test set exhibit relative
deviations exceeding 4% for the ANN-based model, com-
pared to 1.20% of the corresponding stellar configurations
for the associated analytical fit. In terms of error distribu-
tion across the different EoS categories, relative deviations
exceeding approximately 4% are predominantly associated

with the hybrid EoS class. In contrast, the hadronic and
hyperonic categories exhibit lower maximum relative er-
rors, both close to 4% (see e.g., Appendix C for the relative
violin plots). The most significant deviations are associated
with DS(CMF)-2 Hybr, MTVTC, and DNS, corresponding
to the hybrid, hadronic, and hyperonic EoS categories, re-
spectively.

Moreover, building on the S̄3 − χ, σ, and E − Q̄
parametrizations introduced in Ref. [143], which incorpo-
rate higher-order spin corrections to the S̄3− Q̄ relation, it
is worthwhile to investigate whether including D alongside
the reduced quadrupole can further enhance predictive ac-
curacy while preserving the EoS-insensitive characteristics
of the parameters combination. At this point, our analysis
shifts on the parameters S̄3, χ, D, and log Q̄. The resulting
regression model that accurately captures the underlying
data structure is presented by the functional form

S̄3,model =
ˆ̄Sθ⋆(χ,D, log Q̄). (19)

Evaluation measures for this regression model, assessed on
the validation set, are summarized in Table VII.

In this form, the ANN hypersurface (19) accurately re-
produces the data on the test dataset, demonstrating high
accuracy with relative error ≤ 3.32%. Fig. 20 (bottom
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FIG. 20. Top panel: Absolute relative error histogram
100%×(S̄3,model−S̄3)/S̄3 derived using the suggested DL model
(18) on the test dataset. Alongside the relative errors of the in-
vestigated DL model, the other colored histograms also depict
the error distributions associated with previously established
analytical fits from the literature, providing a basis for compar-
ative analysis. Bottom panel: Same as the top panel for the
regression model S̄3(χ,D, log Q̄) provided via Eq. (19).

TABLE VII. Evaluation measures for the parametrization given
by the Eq. (19) regarding the test dataset.

MAE MRE MSE dmax MAPE ExpVar R2

×10−3 ×10−1 ×10−4 (%) ×10−4 (%) ×10−2 ×10−2

7.261 7.632 4.649 3.32 6.934 99.998 99.998

panel) presents a histogram illustrating the distribution of
relative errors, providing an insight into the model’s per-
formance.

The suggested model performs consistently well across
different EoS selections, establishing it as a robust EoS-
insensitive relation. Notably, just 671 NS models, amount-
ing to only 0.24% of the entire test dataset, exceed a rela-
tive error of 1%, highlighting the reliability of the suggested
ANN model across a wide array of stellar configurations.

Furthermore, the error variance appears to be randomly
distributed, showing no systematic dependence across spe-
cific regions of the (χ,D, log Q̄) parameter space. A de-
tailed examination of the error distribution across various
EoS categories indicates that the hadronic class yields the
highest maximum relative deviation. On the contrary, the
hyperonic and hybrid classes exhibit comparatively lower
maximum errors, on the order of 3.02% and 2.77%, respec-
tively (see e.g., Appendix C for a review). In addition,
the most pronounced deviations are sequentially associ-
ated with the EoS models TM1e, OPGR(DDHδY4), and
DS(CMF)-1 Hybr.

As further validation of the effectiveness of the regres-
sion model proposed in Eq. (19), Fig. 21 illustrates the
newly identified S̄3 − D EoS-insensitive connection for a
range of fixed χ values. The model predictions exhibit ex-
cellent agreement with the underlying test data, clearly
reproducing the universal behavior of the observed S̄3 −D
relation across sequences of NS configurations with fixed
spin χ parameters. Therefore, the S̄3 −D universal corre-
lation reveals itself as a novel and robust characteristic of
rapidly rotating NS sequences, demonstrating consistency
across a wide range of EoSs when the spin rate χ is kept
constant.

Most importantly, selecting (χ,D, log Q̄) as input param-
eters for modeling the reduced octupole S̄3 underscores
the influence of higher-order corrections in refining the
S̄3 − Q̄ universal relation. This parameter combination
results in a more robust and EoS-insensitive representa-
tion of S̄3, enhancing its general applicability across a wide
range of stellar models. Moreover, the suggested regression
model is expected to maintain comparable performance
when trained with alternative spin-related parameters such

as σ, E , M × f̂ , or Req× f/c instead of χ. Lastly, it should
be highlighted that the star’s compactness C can also serve
as an alternative to, or be used alongside, D as an input
feature, preserving the universality of the relation and sup-
porting reliable S̄3 inference.

Consistent with previous relations, we evaluate each NS
configuration in the test subset X1 to examine how the se-
lected inputs are attributed to the model’s predicted out-
put. This evaluation provides insight into the model’s abil-
ity to estimate S̄3 across the defined parameter space. As
illustrated in the top panel of Fig. 22, each parameter can
contribute either positively or negatively to the model’s ex-

pected value EX( ˆ̄S3,θ⋆). Higher (lower) values of D and
log Q̄ generally correspond to positive (negative) SHAP
contributions, indicating a direct correlation. In contrast,
feature χ does not exhibit a clear contribution pattern, as
both low and high values can influence either in a positive
or negative direction. The observed SHAP-value pattern
reflects known physical dependencies of S̄3 on NS proper-
ties. More specifically, irrespective of χ, higher values of
Q̄ lead to increased octupole moments and thus positively

influence the model’s expected value EX( ˆ̄S3,θ⋆). In addi-
tion, larger (lower) values of D, which correlate with higher
(lower) compactness and reduced deformability, are asso-
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FIG. 21. S̄3 − D plane: Predicted S̄3(D, log Q̄) data from the regression model (19), evaluated over a discrete set of spin values
χ ∈ [0.2, 0.7]. Data points are color-coded by the ANN model’s absolute relative error [%], while the red star marks the configuration
with the maximum relative error. In any case, the model predictions align closely with the test data, showing deviations below one
percent in most of the investigated parameter space. This further indicates the model’s robustness and reliability across different
conditions.

ciated with smaller (larger) quadrupole moments, thereby
contributing positively (negatively) to S̄3 expected value.
Finally, the bottom panel of Fig. 22 displays the mean ab-

FIG. 22. Same as Fig. 6 for the trained DL model (19).

solute SHAP values for each input feature across the test
subset. The average contributions of χ, D, and log Q̄ are

1.60, 5.07, and 8.27, respectively.

3. Relations for the star’s reduced Hexadecapole
deformation

It is crucial to recognize that the multipole moments
have a distinct spin dependence when described in terms
of stellar compactness or normalized moment of inertia.
Moreover, the analysis so far has also highlighted the im-
portance of the D parameter in capturing the underlying
universal representation. Furthermore, as first suggested
in [137], this spin dependence tends to partially cancel out
when one multipole moment is expressed as a function of
another (see, for example, the S̄3 − Q̄ relation).
In this subsection, we investigate universal relations

regarding the spacetime’s Geroch-Hansen hexadecapole,
which is a higher-order contribution to the sequence
of non-vanishing mass multipole moments following the
quadrupole deformation. In our analysis, we primarily fo-
cus on different forms that include the reduced hexade-
capole M̄4. It is well known that M̄4 and M̄4/S̄3 are di-
rectly correlated with Q̄, following relations that are ap-
proximately EoS-independent [104, 149, 197]. Utilizing the
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three-hair property for the higher-order moments, we reex-
amine the universal correlation between the fraction of the
higher moments M̄4/S̄3, and the Q̄ through our proposed
DL architecture, aiming to achieve potential enhancements.

Although we employed a high-resolution grid MDIV ×
SDIV = 751 × 1501 for stellar models with axial ratios
rpole/req ∈ [0.90, 0.98], the numerical extraction of the
mass hexadecapole moment becomes unreliable in most
cases for rpole/req > 0.94. Given the substantial compu-
tational cost associated with the employment of a higher-
resolution numerical grid for constructing rapidly rotating
NSs in equilibrium, we confine our analysis to stellar models
with axial ratios rpole/req ≤ 0.94, where the numerical ex-
traction of the hexadecapole remains accurate. Above all,
it should be highlighted that the relevant dataset consists of
1022628 stellar models, with 75% allocated for training and
the remaining 25% reserved for testing. Table VIII provides
the parameter ranges utilized for training and testing for
the models associated with the M̄4 and M̄4/S̄3 parameters.

TABLE VIII. Parameter ranges of the rotating NS configura-
tions used for training and testing in the M̄4 and M̄4/S̄3 models.

Feature
Training Set Test Set

min max min max
C × 10−1 0.876 3.075 0.882 3.075
χ× 10−1 2.471 7.818 2.472 7.803

Q̄ 1.313 14.218 1.314 14.115
S̄3 1.736 31.034 1.738 30.799
M̄4 2.655 497.192 2.658 491.585

M̄4/S̄3 1.525 16.021 1.524 15.961

Having determined some of the higher-order multipole
moments beyond M and J , we now focus on investigat-
ing their mutual dependencies. More specifically, we aim
to refine the previously established relations involving M̄4,
M̄4/S̄3, and Q̄. Using the suggested ANN, the investi-
gated model parametrizations that satisfactorily describe
the data take the following forms,

(
M̄4

)
model

= M̂θ⋆(log Q̄), (20)(
M̄4

S̄3

)
model

= M̂θ⋆(log Q̄). (21)

Table IX summarizes the performance evaluation measures
of each regression model on the corresponding test dataset.
The models’ data predictions (20), (21), and each model’s
fractional differences histogram are illustrated in Fig. 23.
The top and bottom left panels are associated with the
M̄4 − log Q̄ correlation, while the top and bottom right
panels correspond to the M̄4/S̄3 − log Q̄ representation. In
each data representation, we use different colors to denote
various values of stellar compactness within the parameter
space, as indicated by the vertical colored bar.

It is evident that Eqs. (20) (21) describe the test data,

TABLE IX. Evaluation measures for the investigated DL mod-
els defined by Eqs. (20) and (21) regarding the associated test
sets.

ANN
MAE MRE MSE dmax MAPE ExpVar R2

×10−1 ×101 ×10−2 (%) ×10−2 (%) ×10−2 ×10−2

Eq. (20) 7.444 1.979 196.219 14.34 2.353 99.934 99.934
Eq. (21) 0.534 0.061 0.485 13.22 1.385 99.916 99.915

achieving relative errors of ≤ 14.34% and ≤ 13.22%, re-
spectively. These results suggest that the universality di-
minishes when considering multipole moment relations for
higher-ℓ modes, as initially predicted in Ref. [147]. How-
ever, as illustrated in the bottom-left and bottom-right
histograms, the suggested models outperform the exist-
ing fitting functions previously proposed in the literature
[137, 149, 197]. Regarding the proposed approach, it should
be highlighted that both ANNs yield smooth and con-
tinuous approximations of the underlying data, reflecting
their effective training. Their ability to reproduce the cen-
tral trends in the test data, with typical relative devia-
tions around O(10%), demonstrates good generalization as
well as predictive accuracy, particularly given the quasi-
universal behavior of the examined parametrizations. In
any case, considering the quasi-universal behavior of the
M̄4 − Q̄ and M̄4/S̄3 − Q̄ relations, both the DL suggested
models and those previously introduced in the literature
approximate well the test data across all EoSs and NS mod-
els.

For the regression model given by Eq. (20), 11.01%
of the total NS configurations exhibit relative deviations
> 5%. The majority of these cases correspond to NS
models with Q̄ ≲ 6, irrespective of their spin or com-
pactness. In addition, most of the model’s relative de-
viations that exceed 10% are associated with NS config-
urations with quadrupole deformation within the ranges
log Q̄ ∈ [0.62, 0.88] and [1.46, 1.66], respectively. These cor-
respond to the EoSs DS(CMF)-1 Hybr, DS(CMF)-2 Hybr,
QHC21T-DT , and TM1e, where the first three belong to
the hybrid EoS class and the latter to the hadronic class.
Mainly, the relative errors in M̄4− log Q̄ representation de-
crease as the quadrupole deformation increases. A closer
investigation of the overall error distribution across differ-
ent EoS categories reveals that the hybrid class exhibits
the highest relative deviation. In contrast, the hadronic
and hyperonic classes display lower maximum relative er-
rors, approximately 13.18% and 7.46%, respectively (see
e.g., Appendix C for details). The hyperonic category ef-
fectively preserves the universal behavior between the asso-
ciated parameters. In any case, it is important to highlight
that the M̄4 − Q̄ relation is less EoS-insensitive than the
S̄3 − Q̄ correlation.
Moreover, the performance of the regression model (21)

is notably better, with only 0.69% of predictions exhibit-
ing relative deviations that exceed 5%. The majority of
these cases are associated with the most compact NS con-
figurations, characterized by Q̄ ≲ 4.32 and compactness



24

FIG. 23. Top-left and top-right panels: Predicted data associated with the regression models (20) and (21). The colored variation
corresponds to the star’s compactness, as provided in the accompanying vertical colored bar. Bottom-left and bottom-right panels:
Relative error distributions derived when evaluating the suggested DL models on the test data. Furthermore, in each case, additional
relative error distributions for fitting functions proposed in the literature are illustrated with distinct colors, providing a basis for
comparative analysis.

values in the range C ∈ [0.185, 0.262], regardless of the
star’s spin. Model predictions with relative deviations
above 10% correspond to a small subset of stellar con-
figurations with log Q̄ ∈ [0.79, 0.86], associated with the
hybrid EoS DS(CMF)-2 Hybr. Above all, the model’s pre-
dictions are consistent with the behavior observed in the
model (20), where relative errors tend to increase as the
quadrupole deformation Q̄ becomes smaller. As expected,
the hybrid class yields the highest relative deviations, with
the hadronic and hyperonic categories demonstrating sig-
nificantly lower relative errors, at around 9.29% and 4.89%,
respectively (see e.g., Appendix C for the associated violin
plots). This observation suggests that hyperonic EoSs ex-
hibit a well-defined universal behavior across the explored
parameter space. Above all, we have to note that the
EoS insensitive representation involving the M̄4/S̄3 − Q̄
parametrization is stronger than that of M̄4 − Q̄.

To investigate additional universal relations that refer to
the mass M̄4 hexadecapole deformation, we also investigate
parametrizations that include the star’s compactness, the

rotation rate, and the reduced quadrupole and octupole de-
formations. The relevant hypersurfaces that best describe
the underlying data have functional forms,(

M̄4

S̄3

)
model

= M̂′
θ⋆(χ,C, Q̄), (22)(

M̄4

)
model

= M̂′
θ⋆(χ,C, Q̄, S̄3). (23)

Table X summarizes the performance metrics of the regres-
sion models defined by Eqs. (22) and (23), evaluated on
their respective test datasets.

TABLE X. Evaluation measures for the regression models de-
fined by Eqs. (22) and (23) regarding the associated test sets.

ANN
MAE MRE MSE dmax MAPE ExpVar R2

×10−2 ×10−1 ×10−3 (%) ×10−3 (%) ×10−2 ×10−2

Eq. (22) 2.962 7.248 1.953 9.19 7.326 99.966 99.966
Eq. (23) 6.788 100.276 50.411 8.11 2.149 99.998 99.998
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Both ANN models (22) and (23) effectively capture
the underlying data patterns, achieving test set accura-
cies with relative errors ≤ 9.19% and ≤ 8.11%, respec-
tively. Depending on the inference case, incorporating
global stellar parameters such as the dimensionless spin
χ and compactness C leads to enhanced predictive per-
formance compared to the fitting quasi-universal represen-
tations M̄4 − Q̄ and M̄4/S̄3 − Q̄ which are based solely
on quadrupole deformation. Moreover, the new suggested
EoS-insensitive parametrizations exhibit robust generaliza-
tion ability across the entire test set of rapidly rotating
stellar configurations. Fig. 24 presents the relative er-
ror distributions for each model in the test dataset. It

FIG. 24. Relative error distributions on the test dataset for
the proposed ANN models described by Eqs. (22) and (23),
highlighting their performance.

is noteworthy that only 1.06% of stellar models exhibit
relative deviations larger than 3% for the model (22),
while the model (23) shows even better performance, with
just 0.6% of stellar models having deviations exceeding
1%. For the M̄4/S̄3 model, the majority of observed de-
viations are primarily found in NS configurations with
Q̄ ≲ 7, corresponding to the most compact stellar mod-
els with C ∈ [0.136, 0.256], independent of the spin. In
contrast, the model for the M̄4 exhibits no discernible pat-
tern in error variance throughout the (χ,C, Q̄, S̄3) param-
eter space. In both model representations, a detailed anal-
ysis of error distributions across different EoS categories
reveals that the hadronic class exhibits the highest maxi-
mum relative deviations. In contrast, the hybrid and hy-
peronic categories show comparatively lower maximum er-
rors—approximately 5.87% and 5.25% for the M̄4/S̄3 re-
gression model (22), and around 5.04% and 4.40% for the
M̄4 model (23), respectively (see e.g., Appendix C for the
corresponding violin plots). Within each EoS class, the
EoS models exhibiting the largest deviations are identi-
cal and ordered similarly—TM1e, DS(CMF)-2 Hybr, and
DS(CMF)-3-for both the M̄4/S̄3 and M̄4 models.

To further assess the reliability of the trained ANNmodel

in Eq. (23), Fig. 25 presents the M̄4 − C correlation
evaluated across several fixed values of χ. The predicted
M̄4(C, Q̄, S̄3) data from the proposed regression model sat-
isfactorily reproduce the quasi-universal patterns observed
across sequences of stellar models with fixed dimension-
less angular momentum χ, demonstrating good agreement
with the test underlying data. In any case, it is important
to note that as the spin increases, the universal nature of
the discussed correlation tends to weaken, particularly for
configurations with lower compactness. In addition, the
M̄4/S̄3 − C relation is similarly well captured by the re-
gression function (22), with its predictive representations
satisfactorily reproducing the data and exhibiting the same
spin-dependent weakening at lower compactness.

Next, we apply the SHAP method to interpret
the predictions of the suggested “deep” EoS-insensitive
parametrizations related to the M̄4/S̄3 and M̄4 fits. For
the dataset consisting of rapidly rotating NS configurations
with axial ratio rpole/req ≤ 0.94, we use a subset X

′

1 which
includes 10, 000 NS configurations with parameters C ∈
[0.090, 0.307], χ ∈ [0.249, 0.768], Q̄ ∈ [1.317, 13.448], S̄3 ∈
[1.742, 28.910], to provide interpretability of each model’s
predictions. For both models (22) and (23), we assess how
the chosen parameters can impact the associated expected
outputs. The corresponding SHAP values, shown in Fig-
ures 26 and 27, highlight the contribution of the star’s pa-
rameters to the models’ inference.

For the regression model defined in Eq. (22), the SHAP
analysis (Fig. 26, top panel) reveals that each global pa-
rameter of the NS’s ensemble can exert either a positive
or negative influence on the estimator’s mean value. We
see that the most (less) compact stars have a negative
(positive) contribution. Notably, stars exhibiting larger
quadrupole deformation tend to contribute positively rela-
tive to the model’s expected output. Conversely, the most
rapidly rotating NSs are associated with negative SHAP at-
tributions, whereas lower-spin configurations show positive
ones. The bottom panel of Fig. 26 presents the mean abso-
lute SHAP values for each input feature, quantifying their
average impact across the X ′

1 test subset. The features χ,
C, and Q̄ exhibit mean contributions of 1.20, 1.11, and 1.09,
respectively. In this case, the average SHAP contributions
of the physical features are found to be comparable. As
shown in previous parametrizations, this is not always the
case, but it can naturally occur when correlations within
the universal parametrization, together with the way the
trained model’s weights distribute importance across the
inputs, lead to a more balanced SHAP contribution among
features. Nevertheless, the model’s input parameters en-
able robust and accurate inference of M̄4/S̄3 across a wide
range of stellar configurations.

As shown in the top panel of Fig. 27, the SHAP analy-
sis for the regression model in Eq. (23) demonstrates that
each global parameter of the employed NS ensemble can
variably influence the predicted expected value EX(M̂′

θ⋆),
with contributions that may be either positive or nega-
tive depending on the specific parameter configuration. For
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FIG. 25. M̄4 − C plane: Predicted M̄4(C, Q̄, S̄3) data generated by the regression model (23), shown for a discrete set of spin
values χ ∈ [0.25, 0.70]. Data points are color-coded by the ANN model’s absolute relative error [%], while the red star marks the
configuration with the maximum relative error. In all cases, the predictions closely match the illustrated test data, reinforcing the
reliability of the trained ANN model.

FIG. 26. Same as Fig. 6 for the trained DL model (22).

both χ and Q̄, low and high extreme values exhibit mixed
SHAP attributions—positive and negative—relative to the
model’s expected value prediction. This variability sug-
gests an absence of a clear or consistent SHAP value pat-
tern associated with these parameters. In contrast, the
influence of the C and S̄3 parameters is more pronounced.

FIG. 27. Same as Fig. 6 for the trained DL model (23).

Higher values of both C and S̄3 tend to contribute posi-
tively, whereas lower values are predominantly associated
with negative contributions. The bottom panel of Fig. 27
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displays the mean absolute SHAP values for each input
feature, providing a quantitative measure of their average
influence on the model’s predictions. The input features
χ, C, Q̄, and S̄3 exhibit mean contributions of 1.99, 51.97,
54.03, and 136.75, respectively. Above all, while the mean
contributions of C and Q̄ are comparable, the S̄3 param-
eter stands out with a dominant influence on the model’s
expected value EX(M̂′

θ⋆).

Motivated by the seemingly minor mean contribution of
the feature χ observed in the SHAP analysis, we further
investigate the underlying universal behavior of M̄4 with
respect to the parameters C, Q̄, and S̄3. In this case, the
regression model that best captures the data trend is ex-
pressed as (

M̄4

)
model

= M̂′′
θ⋆(C, Q̄, S̄3), (24)

with its predictive performance on the test set summarized
in Table XI. In this formulation, the regression hypersur-

TABLE XI. Evaluation measures for the parametrization given
by the Eq. (24) regarding the test dataset.

MAE MRE MSE dmax MAPE ExpVar R2

×10−1 ×10−1 ×10−1 (%) ×10−3 (%) ×10−2 ×10−2

1.300 99.872 1.070 7.52 3.134 99.996 99.996

face in Eq. (24) accurately reproduces the test data, achiev-
ing a maximum relative error of ≤ 7.52%. This represents
an improvement with respect to the maximum fractional
deviation evaluation measure compared to the model in
Eq. (23), while maintaining a simpler parametrization.
Therefore, it demonstrates consistent performance across
diverse EoS models, establishing it also as a well-defined
EoS-insensitive relation. In contrast to the previous model
(with only 0.6% of stellar configurations exceeding 1% de-
viation), the current simplest one yields 2.38% of NSs with
deviations above this threshold. Moreover, as with the pre-
vious M̄4 DL model, the distribution of errors exhibits no
apparent systematic trends, indicating a random variance
across the (C, Q̄, S̄3) parameter space. An assessment of
the model’s error distribution across the employed EoS cat-
egories reveals that the hadronic class exhibits the largest
maximum relative deviation, primarily attributed to the
TM1e EoS model. In contrast, the hybrid and hyperonic
classes exhibit notably lower relative errors, restricted to
approximately 5.56% and 4.32%, respectively. These devi-
ations are chiefly driven by the QHC19-D and DS(CMF)-3
EoS models.

It is also insightful to perform a SHAP analysis for the
newly proposed M̄4 regression model. As illustrated in
the top panel of Fig. 28, the SHAP values correspond-
ing to the ANN model (24) reveal that the utilized input
parameters of the NS ensemble influence the model’s pre-
dictions in varying degrees. These contributions can be
either positive or negative, contingent on the NS parame-
ters of interest. For example, we can see that stars with

higher compactness tend to exert a negative influence on
the model’s expected value, while less compact configura-
tions contribute positively. Notably, stellar configurations
exhibiting the largest quadrupole and octupole deforma-
tions generally have a positive impact. In contrast, config-
urations with lower deformation parameters display mixed
contributions, which can be either positive or negative de-
pending on the specific parameter combination. In addi-

FIG. 28. Same as Fig. 6 for the trained DL model (24).

tion, an examination of the mean absolute SHAP values for
the current M̄4 trained model shows that the compactness
C, the reduced spin octupole S̄3, and the normalized mass
quadrupole Q̄ contribute, on average as 37.59, 25.19, and
16.19, respectively (see e.g., Fig. 28 bottom panel). Unlike
the previous M̄4(χ,C, Q̄, S̄3) model, compactness C now
plays the most significant role. On average, the model’s
prediction is strongly influenced by how compact the star is.
The second most important feature, S̄3, is also closely re-
lated to the mass quadrupole moment Q̄, reflecting known
universal connections between different multipole moments
in rotating NSs. In any case, the involvement of all features
reflects their collective importance in capturing the under-
lying universal behavior across different EoSs.

C. Relation for the star’s equatorial radius

Recent developments in relativistic astrophysics have
provided analytic spacetime solutions that describe the ex-
terior geometry of NSs in terms of their multipole mo-
ments [195, 197, 198]. In parallel, several universal rela-
tions have been formulated to characterize the stellar sur-
face and some of its properties, with the equatorial radius
emerging as a key parameter that encapsulates the star’s
rotational deformation [150–153]. Consequently, for a theo-
retical standpoint, exploring a universal relation that links
the star’s equatorial radius with the spacetime’s mass mo-
ments (M,M2) and the associated current moments (J, S3)
would be highly beneficial. This parametrization could
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serve as a higher-order refinement to the Req/M − χ − Q̄
EoS-insensitive relation proposed in [143].

In this investigation, we aim to establish a more refined
EoS-insensitive relation that effectively connects the stellar
radius to the spacetime’s underlying multipole moments.
This way, we delve into a parametrization that links the
star’s reduced equatorial radius R̄ with the parameters
M̃, χ, Q̄, and S̄3.
Employing the proposed DL architecture, the trained

ANN hypersurface that best verifies the data has the re-
spective form,

R̄model =
ˆ̄Rθ⋆(M̄, χ, Q̄, S̄3) (25)

The associated statistical performance measures for the
proposed optimal model, evaluated on the test set, are
presented in Table (XII). In addition, Fig. 29 presents

TABLE XII. Evaluation measures for the parametrization given
by the Eq. (25) regarding the test dataset.

MAE MRE MSE dmax MAPE ExpVar R2

×10−3 ×10−1 ×10−4 (%) ×10−4 (%) ×10−2 ×10−2

9.259 6.020 2.831 3.81 6.549 99.988 99.988

a histogram of the relative error distribution, offering fur-
ther insight into the model’s predictive performance. The

FIG. 29. Relative error distribution (100%× (R̄model −R̄)/R̄)
derived using the suggested DL model (25) on the test dataset.

suggested regression model (25) accurately reproduces the
data on the test dataset, demonstrating high precision
with relative errors ≤ 3.81%. Therefore, its consistent
performance across a broad range of EoSs highlights its
robustness and reinforces its EoS-independence. In addi-
tion, it is worth emphasizing that only 0.15% of the test
data exhibit relative deviations > 1%, with the associated
error variance showing no systematic pattern across the
(M̄, χ, Q̄, S̄3) parameter space. A closer analysis of the
error distribution across different EoS categories reveals

that the hadronic class exhibits the largest maximum rel-
ative deviation. More specifically, the largest fractional
deviation of the model is associated with the TW99 EoS.
In contrast, the hyperonic and hybrid categories show no-
tably smaller maximum errors, approximately 3.45% (EoS
OPGR(DDHδY4)) and 1.62% (EoS DS(CMF)-1 Hybr), re-
spectively (see e.g., Appendix C for the associated violin
plots).

Above all, the suggested regression model serves as an in-
valuable tool for fitting functions that aim to infer the NS
surface [150, 151, 153], where Req serves as an input pa-
rameter, with direct applications to current observatories
like NICER telescope [3–5] and future missions like the en-
hanced X-ray Timing and Polarimetry (eXTP) [199], and
the Spectroscopic Time-Resolving Observatory for Broad-
band Energy X-rays (STROBE-X) [200, 201]. These forth-
coming missions are expected to surpass the current capa-
bilities of NICER in enhancing the precision of parameter
estimation for NS radii.

Finally, for each NS configuration in the test subset X1,
we analyze the individual contribution of each parameter
to the model’s prediction. As illustrated in Fig. 30 (top
panel), each feature can exert either a positive or negative

influence on the model’s expected value EX( ˆ̄Rθ⋆). The
highest (lowest) values of the parameters M̄, χ, Q̄, S̄3 have
a positive (negative) SHAP contribution. This behavior

FIG. 30. Same as Fig. 6 for the trained DL model (25).

is consistent with the underlying NS physics. Higher val-
ues of χ, Q̄, and S̄3 reflect stronger rotational effects and
multipole-moment deformations, which lead to an increase
in the equatorial radius. Lastly, the bottom panel of Fig.
30 shows the mean absolute SHAP values for each parame-
ter across the test subset. The average contributions of M̄ ,
χ, Q̄, and S̄3 to the model’s predictions are 1.51, 0.44, 1.69,
and 0.63, respectively. All four parameters play integral
roles in the inference process, each encoding key aspects of
the NS’s physical structure. While χ and S̄3 are closely tied
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to rotational dynamics and higher-order shape deforma-
tions, the dimensionless mass M̄ and reduced quadrupole
Q̄ consistently emerge as dominant contributors, exhibit-
ing the highest average impact on the model’s predictions.
This combination of mass and current multipole moments
reflects the model’s ability to incorporate complementary
higher-order multipole moments as parameters, enabling
robust and accurate estimation of the equatorial radius.
In any case, the employed set of parameters underscores
the significance of rotationally driven multipole moments
in shaping the stellar surface geometry.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

This paper systematically explores EoS-independent re-
lations concerning some of the NS’s global properties.
The investigation encompasses an extensive ensemble of
1109271 rapidly rotating NSs in β equilibrium, utilizing 70
realistic, tabulated cold EoSs covering a lot of theoretical
microphysics composition cases. The numerical solutions
for these NSs were obtained using the RNS code [174]. The
used ensemble of stellar configurations spans a broad range
of compactness C ∈ [0.876, 3.075]× 10−1, and rotation fre-
quencies f [kHz] ∈ [0.173, 1.871].

Throughout the investigation, a feed-forward neural net-
work was employed for regression analysis. The fully con-
nected deep learning architecture, detailed in Table (I),
includes five hidden layers. At the input layer, min-max
scaling was used as a data preprocessing step to normalize
each feature to a range between 0 and 1. For each EoS,
the data was split into a 75 : 25 train/test ratio. Addition-
ally, in most cases, a modified sigmoid function was applied
at the end of the final layer. This approach markedly en-
hanced the network’s learning efficiency and substantially
decreased the network’s errors in the particular case study.
During training, a dynamic learning rate strategy was im-
plemented for optimization, with the Huber loss being the
objective function. Given the non-linear nature of the op-
timization process, the Adamax [191] optimizer was used
to determine the neural network’s optimal θ⋆ weights.
Furthermore, the utilization of the SHapley Additive ex-

Planations (SHAP) [154–156] method was of paramount
importance in the interpretation and explainability of the
predictions generated by the proposed feed-forward net-
work. This framework elucidates the contributions of indi-
vidual stars’ parameters to the DL model’s expected value,
thereby enhancing the transparency and interpretability of
its decisions. More specifically, it enabled a systematic at-
tribution of the influence of each input feature, thereby pro-
viding valuable insights into the factors driving the model’s
predictions. In addition, this interpretative approach en-
hances our comprehension of the model’s behavior, corrob-
orates its dependability, and identifies potential avenues for
enhancement.

We provide a concise summary of the main findings dis-
cussed in Sec. IV. For the normalized moment of iner-

tia Ī, we derived an EoS-independent relation in terms
of the dimensionless angular momentum χ and spacetime
quadrupole deformation Q̄. The suggested ANN model
(13) demonstrates overall accuracy better than 2.76% on
the test set, effectively capturing all the rapidly rotating
cases. SHAP analysis reveals that while χ aids pattern
recognition, Q̄ is more pivotal in the model’s inference.
For the reciprocal moment of inertia D, we proposed two
universal parametrizations: D(χ, log Q̄) and D(C,χ, log Q̄)
with the associated DL models achieving relative errors of
≤ 2.70% and ≤ 2.35%, respectively (Eqs. (14) and (15)).
For the first parameterization, log Q̄ dominates the net-
work’s predictions, while for the second, log Q̄ and C con-
tribute comparably. It should also be emphasized that, for
fixed χ, model (15) reinforces the quasi-universal charac-
ter of the new extracted D(C) relation across the consid-
ered ensemble of stellar configurations and EoSs. Addition-

ally, we introduced a new relation (M × f̂)(χ,C) (16) for
relatively slowly rotating stars with accuracy better than
1.77%, where C has a more pronounced effect than χ on
the model’s predictions.

For the spacetime multipole moments, we developed a
new EoS-independent relation Q̄(C,χ,D) (17) with a frac-
tional difference better than 2.32%, effectively embedding
the established Ī(Q̄) correlation. More specifically, the
suggested model reproduces the expected quasi-universal
behavior of the Q̄(C) relation and further supports the ro-
bustness of predictions for the newly identified Q̄(D) corre-
lation across the test data, provided that the dimensionless
spin parameter χ is held constant. Above all, SHAP anal-
ysis indicates that D significantly influences the model’s
expected value, while C and χ contribute to the model’s
ability to capture the underlying universal patterns. For
the octupole deformation, we revisited the S̄3(log Q̄) rela-
tion (18), achieving fractional difference better than 6.64%.
In addition, we further introduced an improved new param-
eterization, S̄3(χ,D, log Q̄) (19), which demonstrates rela-
tive deviation better than 3.32%. In addition, the anal-
ysis uncovered a robust, previously unidentified univer-
sal correlation between S̄3 and D for NS sequences with
fixed spin χ values. The associated trained model (19)
successfully captures this EoS-insensitive behavior, under-
scoring its effectiveness. In any case, within this EoS-
insensitive framework, D and log Q̄ have a pronounced im-
pact on the model’s predictions, while χ contributes signif-
icantly to the identification of spin-related patterns. For
the mass hexadecapole, standard relations M̄4(log Q̄) (20)
and (M̄4/S̄3)(log Q̄) (21) achieved accuracies of 14.34% and
13.22%, respectively. The inclusion of higher-order correc-
tions in the M̄4/S̄3 and M̄4 predictions led to improved
accuracies of 9.19% and 8.11%, as shown in Eqs. (22) and
(23), respectively. In the (M̄4/S̄3)(χ,C, Q̄) model, the in-
put features contribute with comparable mean SHAP val-
ues, indicating a balanced influence. In contrast, for the
M̄4(χ,C, Q̄, S̄3) model, S̄3 emerges as the most influen-
tial feature, followed by moderate contributions from C
and Q̄, while χ exhibits the weakest impact. In addition,
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the marginal contribution of χ prompted us to explore a
simplified M̄4(C, Q̄, S̄3) model. Despite its reduced pa-
rameter space, this formulation achieves a relative error
≤ 7.52%, demonstrating satisfactory predictive accuracy.
In this model, parameter C emerges as the dominant fea-
ture, followed by contributions from S̄3 and Q̄. While this
simpler relation offers a viable and good alternative, the
more comprehensive model M̄4(χ,C, Q̄, S̄3) remains accu-
rate when spin information is available. Specifically, for the
simpler model, 2.38% of NS configurations exhibit relative
deviations exceeding 1%, whereas this fraction decreases to
0.6% for the more comprehensive formulation.

We also proposed a new EoS-independent relation
R̄(M̄, χ, Q̄, S̄3) for the equatorial radius (25) with rela-
tive deviations better than 3.81%. Among the input pa-
rameters, M̄ and Q̄ exert the most significant contribution
on the model’s expected value, while χ and S̄3 play com-
paratively smaller roles. Mostly, this accurate regression
model is a crucial asset for fitting functions focused on in-
ferring NS surfaces [150, 151, 153]. It has direct applica-
tions for current observatories such as the NICER telescope
[3–5] and upcoming missions like the enhanced X-ray Tim-
ing and Polarimetry (eXTP) [199] and the Spectroscopic
Time-Resolving Observatory for Broadband Energy X-rays
(STROBE-X) [200, 201]. These upcoming missions are ex-
pected to surpass NICER’s current capabilities, providing
enhanced precision in measurements of neutron star radii.

To summarize, this study introduces several universal
relations that characterize NS global properties. Some of
these relations have been revisited and either confirmed
or enhanced, while others are newly proposed. Most test
data achieve relative errors ≤ 1% for the majority of the
proposed relations. A concise overview of the parametriza-
tions utilized is presented in Table XIII, highlighting the
key formulations underlying the proposed models. Addi-
tionally, Appendix C presents violin plots depicting the dis-
tributions of relative errors for each ANN inference model
across the various EoS categories considered.

TABLE XIII. Summary of the universal relations investigated
in this work based on an extensive ensemble of NS configurations
and 70 tabulated EoS models of cold and ultradense nuclear
matter.

Relation Suggested ANN Max % Error
Ī(χ, Q̄) Improved model Eq. (13) 2.76%

D(χ, log Q̄) Improved model Eq. (14) 2.70%
D(C,χ, log Q̄) New model Eq. (15) 2.35%

(M × f̂)(χ,C) New model Eq. (16) 1.77%
Q̄(C,χ,D) New model Eq. (17) 2.32%
S̄3(log Q̄) model Eq. (18) 6.64%

S̄3(χ,D, log Q̄) New model Eq. (19) 3.32%
M̄4(log Q̄) Improved model Eq. (20) 14.34%(

M̄4/S̄3

)
(log Q̄) Improved model Eq. (21) 13.22%(

M̄4/S̄3

)
(χ,C, Q̄) New model Eq. (22) 9.19%

M̄4(χ,C, Q̄, S̄3) New model Eq. (23) 8.11%
M̄4(C, Q̄, S̄3) New model Eq. (24) 7.52%
R̄(M̄, χ, Q̄, S̄3) New model Eq. (25) 3.81%

By integrating deep learning into the modeling process,
we enhanced existing EoS-insensitive parametrizations and
proposed new, highly accurate relations that capture the
complex dependencies among NS properties. While this
collection serves as a proof-of-concept, these relations hold
significant promise for improving the analysis of gravi-
tational wave signals from binary neutron star mergers
(e.g., the I − Q relation, which plays a significant role in
gravitational wave detection from the inspiral phase) [50–
59, 82, 136, 202, 203]. Moreover, they may be used in the ef-
fort to constrain NS properties through electromagnetic ob-
servations, such as those obtained by the NICER telescope,
as well as upcoming astrophysical missions [7, 78, 204–208].

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

G. P. wants to thank George Pappas for useful discus-
sions. G. P. acknowledges that the research work was sup-
ported by the Hellenic Foundation for Research and Inno-
vation (HFRI) under the 5th Call for HFRI PhD Fellow-
ships (Fellowship No. 20450). G. V. acknowledges par-
tial funding support from HFRI Project No. 15940. The
EoSs used in this work come from the ComPOSE database.
We thank the team members of CompOSE for their de-
velopment. The collection of neutron star data was con-
ducted at the Department of Computer Science and En-
gineering, University of Ioannina, Greece. Especially, we
would like to thank Professor Christophoros Nikou for gen-
erously providing access to the computing resources of the
Impala cluster. The training of the proposed deep learning
models was carried out using the computational resources
of the Department of Physics at Aristotle University of
Thessaloniki (AUTh), Greece. We gratefully acknowledge
the support of the AUTh IT Center, as the results pre-
sented in this work were obtained using the university’s
High-Performance Computing infrastructure. Finally, we
are grateful to the anonymous referee for their insightful
comments and suggestions that improved the final version
of this manuscript.

DATA AVAILABILITY

All necessary information supporting the findings of this
study is included within the article. Representative code
and notebook examples, along with the associated optimal
parameters θ⋆ (i.e., the trained model weights), are publicly
available in Ref. [193].

Appendix A: Equation of state models

Here, we present the catalog of 70 EoS models used in
this study. We utilized a realistic ensemble of tabulated
cold EoSs based on the associated data and the numerical
code provided by the ComPOSE database [35, 160]. The



31

nominal list divided by each model category is provided
below,

a. Hadronic EoS models: SLy2, SKb, SkMp, SLy9,
SkI3, KDE0v, SK255, Rs, SkI5, SKa, SkOp, SLy230a,
SKI2, SkI4, SkI6, KDE0v1, SK272, SLy4, D1M*, QMC-
RMF2, FSU2R, GPPVA(TW), DDHδ, PCSB1, PCSB2,
TM1e, DS(CMF)-2, DS(CMF)-4, DS(CMF)-6, DS(CMF)-
8, BSk22, BSk24, BSk25, BSk26, QMC-RMF3, QMC-
RMF4, TW99, MTVTC, BL(chiral) 2018.

b. Hyperonic EoS models: OPGR(DDHδY4),
OPGR(GM1Y5), OPGR(GM1Y6), DNS, DS(CMF)-1,
DS(CMF)-3, DS(CMF)-5, DS(CMF)-7.

c. Hybrid EoS models: DS(CMF)-1 Hybr,
DS(CMF)-2 Hybr, DS(CMF)-3 Hybr, DS(CMF)-4
Hybr, DS(CMF)-5 Hybr, DS(CMF)-6 Hybr, DS(CMF)-7
Hybr, DS(CMF)-8 Hybr, DD2-FRG (2) flavors, DD2-FRG
vector interaction-(2) flavors, QHC18, QHC19-B, QHC19-
C, QHC19-D, QHC21T AT , QHC21T BT , QHC21T CT ,
QHC21T DT , QHC21 Aχ, QHC21 Bχ, QHC21 Cχ,
VQCD(APR) soft, VQCD(APR) intermidiate. More
details about EoS samples for each category, along with
their specific theoretical descriptions and the associated
microphysics compositions, can be found in Appendix B of
Ref. [153] and the CompOSE database [35, 160]. Lastly,
in Fig. 31, an EOS-color map is shown for the various

parameter-space distributions demonstrated in Fig 2 of
Sec. IV.

Appendix B: Training properties of ANN models

In this subsection, we present the training details of each
ANN regression model that led to the final θ⋆-best EoS-
insensitive representation discussed in the main text. Table
XIV summarizes the training properties and outlines the
learning strategy used in each case. More specifically, it
details the batch size, the total number of training epochs,
the learning rate schedule across fixed epoch intervals, and
whether a modified sigmoid activation function was used
in the final layer.

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

In this subsection, we identify the sources of relative de-
viations in the proposed universal relations regarding each
EoS category employed. Fig. 32 concludes the analysis
by presenting violin plots that illustrate the distribution of
absolute relative errors for each ANN model examined.
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FIG. 31. EoS-Color map used for the various parameter space representations given in Fig 2 of Sec. IV.

TABLE XIV. Training properties for each deep EoS-insensitive training formulation, including batch size, epochs, learning rate
schedule, and activation function presence.

Features Target Batch Size Total Epochs Epochs per ℓr Effective ℓr Schedule Modified Sigmoid σ̃(x)

χ, Q̄ Ī 2048 1500 5× 200 & 2× 250 [9 → 7 → 5 → 3 → 1 → 0.7 → 0.5]× 10−3 ∗ ✗
χ, log Q̄ D 512 2000 4× 500 [5 → 3 → 1 → 0.5]× 10−4 ✗
C,χ, log Q̄ D 512 2000 4× 500 [5 → 3 → 1 → 0.5]× 10−4 ✗

χ,C M × f̂ 16 2000 4× 500 [7 → 5 → 3 → 1]× 10−4 ✓
C,χ,D Q̄ 256 2000 4× 500 [7 → 5 → 3 → 1]× 10−4 ✓
log Q̄ S̄3 1024 2000 5× 400 [9 → 7 → 5 → 3 → 1]× 10−4 ✓
χ,D, log Q̄ S̄3 512 1500 5× 300 [9 → 7 → 5 → 3 → 1]× 10−3 ✓
log Q̄ M̄4 512 1000 4× 250 [9 → 6 → 3 → 1]× 10−3 ✓
log Q̄ M̄4/S̄3 512 1000 4× 250 [9 → 6 → 3 → 1]× 10−3 ✓
χ,C, Q̄ M̄4/S̄3 512 2200 4× 550 [7 → 5 → 3 → 1]× 10−4 ✓
χ,C, Q̄, S̄3 M̄4 512 2200 4× 550 [8 → 6 → 4 → 2]× 10−4 ✓
C, Q̄, S̄3 M̄4 256 2000 4× 500 [7 → 5 → 3 → 1]× 10−4 ✓
M̄, χ, Q̄, S̄3 R̄ 256 2000 4× 500 [1 → 0.9 → 0.7 → 0.5]× 10−3 ✓

∗ The ANN model was trained for a total of 1500 epochs, with a distinct learning rate ηi assigned to each 200-epoch segment. This approach
implements an effective, progressively decreasing learning rate schedule. Specifically, the first 200 epochs used η = 9× 10−3, the next 200
used η = 7× 10−3, and so on, as outlined in the table above. This strategy was consistently applied across all ANN model trainings.
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FIG. 32. Violin plots illustrating the distribution of absolute % fractional difference across the associated test set for each EOS cat-
egory discussed in the main text. Each panel highlights the absolute maximum relative error within the corresponding distribution.
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