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Within a Bayesian statistical framework using a Gaussian Process (GP) emulator for an isospin-
dependent Boltzmann-Uehling-Uhlenbeck (IBUU) transport model simulator of heavy-ion reactions,
we infer from the proton directed and elliptical flow in mid-central Au+Au reactions at beam
energies from 150 to 1200 MeV/nucleon taken by the FOPI Collaboration the posterior probability
distribution functions (PDFs) of the in-medium baryon-baryon scattering cross section modification
factor X (with respect to their free-space values) and the stiffness parameter K of dense nuclear
matter. We find that the most probable value of X evolves from around 0.7 to 1.0 as the beam energy
Ebeam/A increases. On the other hand, the posterior PDF(K) may have dual peaks having roughly
the same height or extended shoulders at high K values. More quantitatively, the posterior PDF(K)
changes from having a major peak around 220 MeV characterizing a soft EOS in the reaction at
Ebeam/A=150 MeV to one that peaks around 320 MeV indicating a stiff EOS in the reactions
at Ebeam/A higher than about 600 MeV. The transition from soft to stiff happens in mid-central
Au+Au reactions at beam energies around 250 MeV/nucleon in which K = 220 MeV and K = 320
MeV are approximately equally probable. Altogether, the FOPI proton flow excitation function
data indicate a gradual hardening of hot and dense nuclear matter as its density and temperature
increase in reactions with higher beam energies.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Various components of nuclear collective flow in heavy-
ion collisions [1–3] have long been well known for their
abilities to reveal the pressure gradient generated, thus
providing useful information about both the Equation of
State (EOS) and transport properties (e.g, viscosity or in-
medium particle-particle scattering cross sections) of hot
and dense nuclear matter created transiently during the
reactions [4–16]. More specifically, in the local rest frame
of matter the collective flow velocity v⃗, energy density
e and pressure P are related by the relativistic Euler
equation

(e+ P )
∂

∂t
v⃗ = −∇⃗P. (1)

In essence, the pressure gradient −∇⃗P plays the role of
a driving force for the acceleration of a quasi-particle of
effective mass (e+ P ) (enthalpy) flowing with a velocity
v⃗ [17]. The driving force is determined by the product
of the density derivative of pressure P (i.e. the speed
of sound squared) and the spacial gradient of density de-
pending on the impact parameter and beam energy of the
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reaction, while the effective mass of the quasi-particle is
determined by the EOS at finite temperature depending
on the in-medium particle-particle scattering cross sec-
tions. Interestingly, all of them are strongly affected by
a complicated interplay of nuclear EOS and transport
properties of hot and dense matter formed during heavy-
ion reactions.

Indeed, many analyses of experimental data of different
flow components carried by various particles in nuclear
reactions induced by nucleons, light and heavy ions in
a broad energy range from a few tens of MeV/nucleon
to LHC energies using hydrodynamics and/or transport
models have been very fruitful [4–17]. Nevertheless,
many interesting issues remain to be investigated more
thoroughly and systematically [18–21]. For example, in
heavy-ion reactions at intermediate beam energies be-
fore QGP is expected to be formed, a longstanding is-
sue is the interplay of stiffness of nuclear EOS (nor-
mally characterized by the incompressibility K of sym-
metric nuclear matter at saturation density ρ0) and the
in-medium baryon-baryon scattering cross sections (mea-
sured by the in-medium to free-space cross section ratio

X ≡ σmed
NN /σfree

NN ). There is a well-known X−K degener-
acy in describing flow observables, namely the same data
can be equally well explained by varying either K or X
within their currently known uncertain ranges, see, e.g.,
Refs. [24–35].

Presently, it is still not clear how this X − K degen-
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FIG. 1: Excitation functions of proton mid-rapidity slope of
directed flow (left axis) and strength of elliptic flow (right
axis) in mid-central Au+Au reactions from the FOPI Collabo-
ration [22]. The results at a beam energy of 1.23 GeV/nucleon
from the HADES Collaboration [23] with somewhat different
centrality and transverse momentum cuts are also shown as
a reference.

eracy (or relative importance of K and X) in describ-
ing nuclear collective flow evolves with the beam energy.
Uncovering this evolution (checking if the X −K degen-
eracy is broken) from Bayesian analyses of the proton
flow excitation functions (shown in Fig. 1) measured by
the FOPI Collaboration at GSI is the main purpose of
this work. Among all flow data available in reactions
with beam energies ranging from tens of MeV to several
TeV per nucleon [18, 19, 23], the FOPI experiments mea-
sured proton directed and elliptic flows systematically in
a broad beam energy range where the flow data show
some very interesting features. In particular, the proton
directed and elliptical flows are anti-correlated and have
much larger magnitudes than reactions at higher beam
energies available at RHIC and LHC. Digging out novel
information about the EOS and transport properties of
hot and dense hadronic matter from the FOPI data has
been very appealing. While many analyses of the com-
plete or partial FOPI data within various transport mod-
els have been done already, see, e.g., Refs. [22, 36–50],
they are mostly forward-modelings in the traditional ap-
proaches. We report here results of our Bayesian analy-
ses of the FOPI proton flow excitation function data. We
found that not only the in-medium baryon-baryon scat-
tering cross sections change from being smaller to larger
than their free-space values, the stiffness of cold dense
nuclear matter varies from being soft to stiff as the beam
energy increases from 150 to 1200 MeV/nucleon, reflect-
ing an overall hardening of nuclear matter as its density
and temperature increase with beam energy.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: in the
next section we briefly summarize the IBUU modeling

and Bayesian analysis approach. In particular, we dis-
cuss how the single parameter K uniquely characterizes
the stiffness (measured by the speed of sound) of dense
nuclear matter with the momentum-independent Skyrme
interaction used in the present work. In Section III, we
present and discuss our results. In particular, in subsec-
tion IIIA, using the IBUU in the traditional approach we
investigate the individual roles of the in-medium baryon-
baryon scattering cross section and the stiffness of nuclear
EOS on the evolution of proton directed and elliptical
flow from mid-central Au+Au reactions with a beam en-
ergy from 150 MeV to 1200 MeV per nucleon. These data
are then used as training and validating data for the GP
emulator of the IBUU simulator. In subsection IV, we
discuss results of our Bayesian inference of the evolution
of the in-medium baryon-baryon scattering cross section
and the stiffness of nuclear EOS. Finally, we summarize
our work in Section V.

II. MAIN INGREDIENTS OF IBUU MODELING
AND BAYESIAN INFERENCE

In our recent work in Ref. [51] within a comprehen-
sive IBUU+GP+Bayesian framework, the PDFs of in-
medium baryon-baryon scattering modification factor X
and incompressibility K were inferred from HADES pro-
ton flow data [23] shown in Fig. 1 using a GP emulator
for the IBUU transport model simulator [31, 52–54] em-
ploying a momentum-independent Skyrme interaction. A
mean value of X = 1.32+0.28

−0.40 and K = 346+29
−31 MeV were

found, indicating an enhanced in-medium baryon-baryon
scattering cross sections with respect to their free-space
values and a rather stiff nuclear EOS. In this work, us-
ing the same IBUU+GP+Bayesian approach we infer the
PDFs of X and K as functions of beam energy from the
FOPI excitation functions of proton directed and ellip-
tical flow. For completeness and ease of our discussions
below, we briefly recall here a few key elements of our
approach. More details can be found in our previous
publication [51]. To illustrate how the single parame-
ter K in Skyrme energy density functionals can describe
completely the stiffness of cold nuclear matter in a broad
density range far above the saturation density ρ0 with-
out violating causality, we add new discussions here on
the correlations among the curvature, skewness and kur-
tosis as well as the density dependence of speed of sound
C2

S(ρ). The latter can be used to measure the overall
stiffness of cold nuclear matter and it is uniquely charac-
terized by K within the Skyrme energy density function-
als.

A. EOS used in the IBUU simulator

The IBUU simulator has multiple choices for the
baryon mean-field potential and in-medium baryon-
baryon scattering cross sections [54]. Because of the lim-
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FIG. 2: Left: The skewness J0 and kurtosis Z0 as functions of incompressibility K. Right: the adiabatic speed of sound squared
as a function of density with K between 200 and 400 MeV using the Skyrme energy density functions given in the text.

ited computing power we have and the task to gener-
ate the necessarily large data sets to train and test the
GP emulator of the IBUU simulator, we use the follow-
ing Skyrme-type momentum-independent potential for
baryon q

Vq(ρ, δ) = a(ρ/ρ0)+b(ρ/ρ0)
σ +V q

asy(ρ, δ)+V q
Coulomb. (2)

The V q
asy(ρ, δ) is the baryon symmetry potential in asym-

metric nuclear matter with isospin asymmetry δ. Here we
adopt (corresponding to the F3 in Eq. (3) of Ref. [55])
the following momentum-independent symmetry poten-
tial

V n(p)
asy = ±2ea(ρ/ρ0)

1/2δ − 1

2
ea(ρ/ρ0)

1/2δ2 (3)

where ea ≡ Esym(ρ0)− (22/3 − 1) 3
5E

0
F with the symme-

try energy Esym(ρ0) = 32 MeV and the Fermi energy
E0

F = 36 MeV at ρ0. The ± sign is for neutrons/protons,
respectively, and V q

Coulomb is the Coulomb potential for
charged particles. The potentials of baryon resonances
(∆ and N∗) are related to those of nucleons through the
square of the Clebsch-Gordon coefficients in their decays
to pion+nucleon processes [56].

The three parameters a, b and σ in Eq. (2) are de-
termined by the saturation properties (binding energy of
-16 MeV and vanishing pressure at ρ0 = 0.16 fm−3) as
well as a specific incompressibility K at ρ0

K = 9ρ20[d
2E0(ρ)/dρ

2]ρ0
(4)

where E0(ρ) is the energy per nucleon in cold symmetric
nuclear matter at density ρ. More specifically, we have

[5, 31]

a = −29.81− 46.90
K + 44.73

K − 166.32
(MeV), (5)

b = 23.45
K + 255.78

K − 166.32
(MeV), (6)

σ =
K + 44.73

211.05
. (7)

Thus, once the single free parameter K characterizing
the EOS is specified, the entire density dependence of
the EOS is determined. For example, the skewness and
kurtosis at ρ0

J0 = 27ρ30[d
3E0(ρ)/dρ

3]ρ0
and Z0 = 81ρ40[d

4E0(ρ)/dρ
4]ρ0

(8)
are then also determined completely. For an illustration,
they are shown in the left panel of Fig. 2 as functions of
K. It is seen that while the K and J0 are positively cor-
related, the K and Z0 are anti-correlated. While in cal-
culating J0 and Z0 the high-order derivatives of E0(ρ) are
also taken at ρ0, they actually characterize the density
dependence of E0(ρ) at both sub-saturation and supra-
saturation densities significantly away from ρ0.
At an arbitrary density ρ, the skewness and kurtosis

can be written respectively as

Jρ = 27

[
8

45
E0

F (
ρ

ρ0
)2/3 +

bσ(σ − 1)(σ − 2)

1 + σ
(
ρ

ρ0
)σ
]
, (9)

Zρ = 81

[
− 56

135
E0

F (
ρ

ρ0
)2/3 +

bσ(σ − 1)(σ − 2)(σ − 3)

1 + σ
(
ρ

ρ0
)σ
]
.

(10)
They characterize the strength (via the parameter b) and
density dependence (via the parameter σ) of the effective
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three-body force independently of the two-body force (via
the parameter a). Analytically, since all three parame-
ters (a, b and σ) are completely determined once the K
parameter is specified at ρ0, the high-density stiffness of
nuclear matter affected by both Jρ and Zρ is then also de-
termined. The density dependence of the overall stiffness
of symmetric nuclear matter at zero temperature can be
measured by its adiabatic speed of sound squared (SSS)
in unit of c2 [57–59]

C2
S =

dP/dρ

MN + E(ρ) + P/ρ
. (11)

For the Skyrme interactions considered, we have the en-
ergy per nucleon

E(ρ) =
3

5
E0

F (
ρ

ρ0
)2/3 +

a

2

ρ

ρ0
+

b

1 + σ
(
ρ

ρ0
)σ, (12)

and the ratio of pressure over density

P

ρ
=

2

5
E0

F (
ρ

ρ0
)2/3 +

a

2

ρ

ρ0
+

bσ

1 + σ
(
ρ

ρ0
)σ. (13)

Shown in the right panel of Fig. 2 is the density depen-
dence of C2

s (ρ) for the incompressibility K between 200
and 400 MeV. For a given K value, the C2

S continuously
increase in the whole density range considered. Even
with an extremely large K value of 400 MeV, the C2

S
remains less than 1 (indicating that the dense matter re-
mains causal) up to the maximum density of about 3.5ρ0
reached in central Au+Au reactions at a beam energy
of about 1200 MeV/nucleon. In short, the evolution of
the stiffness of nuclear matter with increasing density is
completely determined by K although the latter is math-
ematically defined as the energy curvature at ρ0. Namely,
using the single parameter K is enough to characterize
accurately the stiffness of entire Skyrme EOS in a broad
density range. We also notice by passing that the C2

s (ρ)
becomes slightly negative at sub-saturation densities be-
low about 0.5ρ0 with some of the K values as indicated
in Fig. 2. It indicates the onset of spinodal decompo-
sition due to the mechanical instability of dilute nuclear
matter [60, 61], see the detailed discussions in Ref. [62]
using the same Skyrme interactions given above.

It is worth noting that in an earlier study involving one
of us in Ref. [63] on the speed of sound in hot and dense
matter formed in heavy-ion reactions, it was found that
the SSS is dominated by contributions of both symmet-
ric nuclear matter EOS discussed above and the kinetic
pressure. The latter depends on the temperature that is
strongly affected by the in-medium baryon-baryon scat-
tering cross sections during heavy-ion reactions. On the
other hand, the symmetry energy contribution is negligi-
ble at densities less than about 3ρ0 mostly because the
isospin asymmetry reached is very small. In simulating
intermediate energy heavy-ion reactions, the stiffness of
hot and dense matter formed during the reactions is thus
expected to be mostly determined by the parameters K
and X.

B. The prior ranges of model parameters X and K

We use broad prior ranges of X = 0.3 ∼ 2 and K =
180 ∼ 400 MeV based on the following consideration:

1. It is well known that the momentum-dependence
of nuclear potential affects nuclear collective flow
in heavy-ion collisions, see, e.g., Refs. [64–69].
Nevertheless, the same flow data and generally
all observables can be equally well described by
using a smaller K with momentum dependence
or a larger K without it, see, e.g., Ref. [70]
for a review. Namely, there is a degeneracy be-
tween the repulsive density-dependent force (e.g.,
three-body force) and the repulsive momentum-
dependent nucleon optical potential. Since we do
not use the momentum-dependent potential in the
present study, it is necessary to generate randomly
with an equal probability K values within a large
range. The prior range of 180 − 400 MeV for K
is consistent with available information in the lit-
erature. Nevertheless, we caution that part of the
stiffness of dense matter extracted in our analyses
here may come from the increasingly more repul-
sive single-particle potential due to its momentum
dependence.

2. The parameter X measures medium effects on
baryon-baryon scatterings. Instead of introducing
more parameters to distinguish possibly different
medium effects for elastic and inelastic scatterings
and their energy dependence, we use the parameter
X to modify all free-space experimental nucleon-
nucleon scattering cross sections used as default in
the original IBUU code. As discussed in more de-
tail in Ref. [51], nuclear medium can affect the
X value through several factors [71, 72]: e.g., (1)
effective masses of baryons due to the momentum
dependence of their mean-field potentials [73–75],
(2) the interaction matrix element itself due to, e.g.,
off-shell or collectivity of exchanged mesons [24, 76–
78], (3) the Pauli blocking of both intermediate and
final states [79], (4) technical issues in modeling
baryon-baryon scatterings in transport models [80].
Presently, there is no community consensus on the
in-medium cross sections. While some calculations
predicted X ≤ 1 with some density dependence,
others have shown that X can be much larger than
1. For example, considering the pion collectivity in
dense matter in evaluating the in-medium interac-
tion matrix element, inelastic nucleon-nucleon cross
sections in dense medium were found to increase
significantly with respect to their free-space values
[24]. Practically, with few exceptions (e.g., Ref.
[81]), many previous studies have found strong indi-
cations for X ≤ 1 from analyzing the collective flow
and nuclear stopping power of heavy-ion collisions
at beam energies below about 800 MeV/nucleon,
see, e.g., Refs. [46, 47] and references therein. Here,
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without any presumption about any density depen-
dence of X by generating randomly X between 0.3
and 2.0 uniformly, we investigate how the poster
PDF of X evolves from Bayesian analyses of the
FOPI excitation functions of proton directed and
elliptical flow.

We notice that to be computationally efficient, it is not
necessary to use exactly the same prior ranges at all beam
energies. However, this has to be found out first by trials.
For example, at low beam energies, the requiredX andK
values to reproduce the flow data within, e.g., 1σ errors,
are not as higher as those necessary at high-energies. As
we shall show and discuss in more detail, to minimize
the biases we started from using the same prior ranges
at all beam energies. At the end, it was sufficient to use
X = 0.3 ∼ 1.5 andK = 180−380 MeV at Ebeam/A = 150
MeV and all other reactions withX = 0.5 ∼ 2.0 andK =
180−400 MeV. Of course, knowing the IBUU predictions
relative to the data after the present calculations, future
studies may use reduced prior ranges for both X and
K. We also emphasize that interpretations of posterior
PDFs from our Bayesian analyses have to be done with
respect to the uniform prior PDFs used in the ranges
given above.

C. Gaussian Process emulation of proton directed
and elliptical flow predicted by the IBUU simulator

Since multi-million Markov chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) steps are needed in the Bayesian analyses of the
flow data at each beam energy, we use here the widely
used GP emulator with the Squared Exponential (SE)
covariance function [82]. To train and validate it, large
sets of IBUU simulations have to be carried out first.
Specifically, we generated 120 sets of X and K values on
the Latin Hyperlattice [83] at each beam energy. More
specifically, at a beam energy of 150 MeV/nucleon, X is
taken between 0.3 and 1.5 and K between 180 and 380
MeV. As noticed earlier, the prior ranges for X and K
at this beam energy are slightly smaller and with lower
values compared to higher energies. The standard vali-
dation methods [84–88] as done in our previous work [51]
are used in testing the GP accuracy.

In generating the IBUU training and testing data, for
each set of the X and K parameters we use 200 testparti-
cles/nucleon and generate randomly 100 impact parame-
ters b with the probability density P (b) ∝ b between b=3
fm and 6 fm. This range corresponds to approximately
the FOPI centrality range for the reduced impact param-
eter b0 ≡ b/bmax between 0.25 and 0.45 where bmax is the
maximum value of b for Au+Au reactions [22]. Thus, for
each X and K parameter set, 20,000 quasi-independent
IBUU events of Au+Au collisions are used in calculat-
ing the proton directed and elliptical flow in each step
of MCMC process in our Bayesian analyses. We notice
that the FOPI Collaboration has published their results

for different centrality bins with various cuts on the trans-
verse momentum for protons and several light ions. In
this work, we focus on analyzing their data for free pro-
tons shown in Fig.1 (taken from Fig. 14 for directed flow
and Fig. 29 for elliptical flow in Ref. [22]) in the cen-
trality and transverse momentum bins where the proton
flows are the strongest.

D. IBUU+GP+Bayesian statistical framework

For completeness and introducing the terminologies,
we recall here the Bayesian theorem

P (M|D) =
P (D|M)P (M)∫
P (D|M)P (M)dM

, (14)

where the denominator is a normalization constant. The
P (M|D) represents the posterior PDF of the model M
given the data set D. The P (D|M) is the likelihood
function obtained by comparing predictions of the model
M with the data D, while the P (M) is the prior PDF
of the model M. In the present study, M represents the
model parameters X and K, and D represents the pro-
ton directed flow (v11) and elliptical flow (v20) data from
the FOPI Collaboration. We use the standard Gaussian
likelihood function and uniform prior PDFs for X and
K, see Ref. [51] for more details.

In our MCMC sampling of posterior PDFs we use the
Metropolis-Hastings algorithm. The running averages of
model parameters and the −Log(Likelihood Function) as
functions of MCMC steps are used to check if and when
the MCMC has reached the equilibrium stage before we
start accumulating posterior data. We shall present re-
sults from analyzing combined 10 independent MCMC
walkers after each has gone through 1 million post burn-
in steps. As normally done in the literature, besides an-
alyzing the two-dimensional (2D) poster PDFs (also re-
ferred as correlations), we study the so-called marginal-
ized one-dimensional poster PDFs by integrating the 2D
PDFs over one of the two model parameters X and K.

III. IBUU FORWARD MODELING OF
HEAVY-ION REACTIONS

In this section, we first report and discuss typical re-
sults of IBUU model predictions for compression and pro-
ton flow in heavy-ion reactions at intermediate energies.
Using two examples, we illustrate respective effects of the
X and K parameters on compression as well as proton
directed and elliptical flow in mid-central Au+Au reac-
tions at a beam energy of 150 and 1000 MeV/nucleon,
respectively.
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FIG. 3: Evolution of central baryon density during mid-
central Au+Au reactions at beam energies between 150 to
1200 MeV/nucleon using a typically soft EOS (K=204 MeV)
and approximately free-space baryon-baryon scattering cross
sections (X ≈ 1). At each instant, each dot represents the
result of a specific impact parameter randomly generated be-
tween 3 and 6 fm.

A. X and K effects on compression in mid-central
Au+Au reactions from 150 to 1200 MeV/nucleon

For studying the beam energy dependence of collec-
tive flow, it is useful to know firstly how the central den-
sity evolves. For this purpose, shown in Fig. 3 are the
evolution of central baryon density during mid-central
Au+Au reactions at beam energies between 150 to 1200
MeV/nucleon using a typically soft EOS (K=204 MeV)
and approximately free-space baryon-baryon scattering
cross sections (X ≈ 1). As we have carried out simu-
lations for 120 sets of random combinations of X and
K for each beam energy Ebeam/A, we purposely selected
this particular X − K combination for an illustration.
At each instant t, each one of the 100 dots represents
the result of a specific impact parameter randomly gen-
erated between 3 and 6 fm. As expected, as the beam

energy increases the maximum central density increases
from about 1.7ρ0 at Ebeam/A=150 MeV to about 2.7ρ0
at Ebeam/A=1200 while its duration decreases gradually
from about 30 to 15 fm/c.
To evaluate individual effects of X and K on compres-

sion with respect to that due to the change of impact pa-
rameter within the centrality bin of 3-6 fm in the FOPI
data used, selected from results using 120 sets of ran-
dom X −K combinations we compare in Fig. 4 the time
evolutions of central densities in the Au+Au reactions at
Ebeam/A=150 MeV and 1000 MeV, respectively. In the
two panels on the left, we selected the combinations of
set-1 with X = 0.59 and K = 306 (black) while set-2
with X = 1.31 and K = 307 (red), respectively. They
have approximately the same incompressibility (stiff) K
but their in-medium cross sections are different by about
a factor of two. For a clear illustration, the x-axis (time
t) of set-1 is shifted by 10 fm/c. It is seen that cen-
tral density has little obvious difference at Ebeam/A=150
MeV in the two cases. While at Ebeam/A=1200 MeV,
doubling X leads to an appreciably higher compression.
Similarly, shown in the two right panels are the results
of using set-3 with X = 0.62 and K = 236 (blue) while
set-4 with X = 0.63 and K = 347 (green), respectively.
They have approximately the same X but different in-
compressibilities corresponding to a typically soft EOS
and stiff one, respectively. It is seen that at both beam
energies the softer EOS leads to a higher central density
as one expects. We notice that for the examples con-
sidered, the variations of the central density by varying
the X and K values separately are compatible or smaller
than the change due to the variation of the impact pa-
rameter between 3 and 6 fm (vertical width of the band).

B. X and K effects on proton collective flow

While the X parameter has little effect on the evo-
lution of the central density, as we shall show next, it
does have significant effects on both directed and ellipti-
cal flows of free protons. First, lets recall some definitions
and kinematics cuts used by the FOPI Collaboration in
their data analyses. The first (v1) and second (v2) coeffi-
cients of the Fourier decomposition of particle azimuthal
angle distribution 2π

N
dN
dϕ = 1 + 2

∑∞
n=1 vn cos [n(ϕ)] are

normally used to measure the strength of the so-called
directed (transverse) and elliptical flow [1–3], respec-
tively. Their values (differential flows) at rapidity y
and transverse momentum pt can be evaluated from
v1(y, pt) = ⟨cos(ϕ)⟩ (y, pt) = 1

n

∑n
i=1

pix

pit
and v2(y, pt) =

⟨cos(2ϕ)⟩ (y, pt) = 1
n

∑n
i=1

p2
ix−p2

iy

p2
it

, where pix and piy are

the x- and y-component of the ith particle momentum,
respectively. In our setup of the simulations, the reac-
tion plane is in the x − o − z plane. Often, analyses
are done in the center of mass (cm) frame of the two
colliding nuclei and one uses nucleon’s reduced rapid-
ity y′ ≡ y/ypro where ypro is the projectile rapidity in
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FIG. 4: Time evolutions of central baryon densities in mid-central Au+Au reactions at Ebeam/A=150 MeV and 1000 MeV,
respectively, using the four combinations of X −K indicated.

the cm frame. Moreover, the FOPI Collaboration used
the reduced transverse momentum ut0 ≡ ut/upro where
ut = βtγ with respect to the speed of the projectile

upro = βproγpro where γ = 1/
√
1− β2 [22]. We use the

FOPI data obtained with the cut ut0 ≥ 0.8 on transverse
momentum. Moreover, the strength of directed flow is
measured by using the slope v11 = F1 ≡ dv1/dy

′|y′=0 of
proton directed flow v1 at mid-rapidity. Similarly, the
v2 at mid-rapidity v20 ≡ v2(y

′ = 0, ut0 ≥ 0.8) is used to
measure the strength of elliptical flow.

In practice, in the FOPI data analyses their
v1(y

′, ut0 ≥ 0.8) data was fitted with an odd polyno-
mial of y′ and the coefficient v11 of its first term is taken
as a measure of the strength of directed flow. It is equiv-
alent to the slope F1 of v1(y

′, ut0 ≥ 0.8) with respect
to rapidity at y′ = 0. For an easy automation neces-
sary in our larger number of calculations, we approxi-
mated the slope at y′ = 0 with the average slope within
|y′| ≤ 0.2. As shown in Fig. 5, the slope is not sensitive
to the bin size used as long as |y′| ≤ 0.5. Similarly, the
FOPI Collaboration used an even polynomial of y′ to fit
their v2(y

′, ut0 ≥ 0.8) data and the constant term v20 is
taken to measure the strength of proton elliptic flow at
mid-rapidity. We estimated it by taking the average of
v2(y

′, ut0 ≥ 0.8) within |y′| ≤ 0.2. An inspection of the
rapidity dependence v2(y

′, ut0 ≥ 0.8) of the FOPI data
in Ref. [22] indicates that such an estimation is accurate

enough for the purpose of this work. It is also necessary
to note that in all of our calculations, we identify free
nucleons as those with local densities less than ρ0/8 in
the final state of the reaction.

Fig. 5 demonstrates effects of X (upper panels) and
K (lower panels) on the directed flow v1(y

′) and ellipti-
cal flow v20(pt) at mid-rapidity for free protons in mid-
central Au+Au reactions at a beam energy of 150 and
1200 MeV/nucleon, respectively, from the IBUU calcula-
tions using the 4 sets of X and K parameters indicated in
the plots and also used in Fig. 4. It is seen that both X
and K affect significantly the directed and elliptical flow.
Particularly, although the parameter X has little effects
on the evolution of central baryon density as discussed
earlier, it affects significantly both directed and elliptical
flows of protons. This is partially because it affects the
temperature and density gradient obtained during heavy-
ion reactions. While we have not studied thermalization
in this work, an earlier work involving one of us [74] using
IBUU has shown clearly strong effects of X on thermal-
ization and stopping power in heavy-ion reactions.

It is evident that both X and K have opposite effects
on v1(y

′) and v20(pt) at mid-rapidity for protons with
ut0 ≥ 0.8. It is consistent with the feature of both the
HADES data [23] and the FOPI data that the v11 and
v20 are anti-correlated as shown in Fig. 1. As mentioned
in our earlier work [51] analyzing the HADES data [23],
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FIG. 5: Effects of X (upper panels) and K (lower panels) on the directed flow v1(y′) and elliptical flow v20(pt) at mid-rapidity
for free protons with ut0 ≥ 0.8 in mid-central Au+Au reactions at a beam energy of 150 and 1200 MeV/nucleon, respectively.

the anti-correlation between v11 and v20 is at least par-
tially due to the conservation of total transverse momen-
tum of the reaction. The differential transverse v1(y

′, pt)
and elliptical v2(y

′, pt) flows measure nucleon collective
motions in different kinematic regions. Therefore, they
provide complementary information and together they
constrain more tightly model parameters involved. It is
known that high pt particles dominate the pt-integrated
transverse flow v1(y

′) around both mid-rapidity and pro-
jectile/target rapidities [89]. Although there are only
few high pt particles compared to mostly thermalized
(isotropic) low pt particles, the large < px > of these high
pt particles make dominating contributions to the trans-
verse flow v1(y

′, pt) especially around the interface of par-
ticipant and spectator nucleons near projectile/target ra-
pidities. However, the total transverse momentum of the
reaction is conserved. The ut0 ≥ 0.8 cut on the transverse
momentum used by the FOPI Collaborations severely
limits the total transverse momentum of each particle
considered for the flow analyses here. The px of mid-
rapidity high pt particles is thus smaller compared to py
when the v11 is high. Consequently, the v2(pt) at mid-
rapidity for high pt particles would become more negative
as the v11 increases by increasing either X and/or K. We
shall examine more directly the anti-correlation between
v11 and v20 in subsection IIID.

We notice that with the 4 selected sets of X and K
parameters, we can not make a fair comparison of their
effects as they are not varied by the same percentage.
As we shall show next, a more meaningful comparison
of their relative effects will be done by using all 120 sets
of X and K parameters varied in their entire prior un-
certain ranges. It is also seen that at high transverse
momentum, the v20(pt) has large statistical fluctuations
especially at Ebeam/A=150 MeV as there are very few

such high-momentum nucleons. Nevertheless, the FOPI
data for v20 ≡ v2(y

′ = 0, ut0 ≥ 0.8) that we shall use in
the Bayesian analysis is the integrated strength of ellipti-
cal flow from integrating v20(pt) over all high momentum
protons with ut0 ≥ 0.8. Such quantity has reduced sta-
tistical fluctuations.

C. Training data for the GP emulator of IBUU

We performed IBUU simulations with 120 sets of X
and K parameters generated randomly on the Latin hy-
perlattice within their prior ranges discussed earlier for
the mid-central Au+Au reactions at each beam energy
between 150 and 1200 MeV/nucleon. As two examples,
shown in Fig. 6 and Fig. 7 are 3-dimensional scat-
ter plots of v11 and v20 as functions of X and K with
Ebeam/A = 150 MeV and 1000 MeV, respectively. To
see more clearly individual effects of X and K, the re-
sults are projected to the respective 2-dimensional planes
as shown with the blue and green dots, respectively. In
all cases we studied, both v11 and v20 are more strongly
correlated with X than K as indicated by the rather nar-
row bands of green dots and the pretty widely scattered
blue dots. It is also seen that the v20 is more strongly cor-
related with K than v11. Consequently, for a given pair
of v11 and v20 data within their error bars, an approxi-
mately unique value of X can be determined with some
quantified uncertainty. However, multiple K values may
exist to give approximately the same v11 and v20 values
especially at lower beam energies. Thus, even if the in-
medium baryon-baryon scattering cross sections are well
determined, it is still very challenging to determine the
stiffness parameter K using the observables considered
here.
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FIG. 7: The same as in Fig. 6 but at a beam energy of 1000 MeV/nucleon.

Considering all v11 and v20 data available in heavy-ion
reactions at different beam energies, to our best knowl-
edge, there is no physics reason to expect a constant K
as the stiffness of hot and dense matter formed is chang-
ing with the conditions of these reactions. In our opin-
ion, this result is not an indication of any drawback of
the Skyrme energy density function in which the sin-
gle parameter K describes the stiffness of cold nuclear
matter in the entire density range. We emphasize that
reactions at different beam energies probe stiffness of
hot and dense matter at different densities and temper-
atures. The parameter K inferred from relatively low-
energy heavy-ion reactions reflects effects of the incom-
pressibility around ρ0, while its values obtained from rel-
atively high-energy heavy-ion reactions reflect the high-

density stiffness of cold dense matter characterized by
the skewness J0 and kurtosis Z0 parameters as shown in
Fig. 2. Thus, it is only meaningful to compare the pa-
rameterK from relatively low-energy heavy-ion reactions
with the incompressibility K0 from collective oscillation
modes (e.g., giant resonances) or structures of heavy nu-
clei. Of course, in a relatively high-energy high-energy
collisions, the varying stiffness of nuclear matter in the
whole density region may play important roles. It is thus
useful to investigate how the stiffness of nuclear matter
may evolve with density and temperature by analyzing
the flow excitation functions. In this regard, the FOPI
data is invaluable.

Going beyond the Skyrme energy density functional
with or without considering the momentum-dependence



10

of single particle potentials, it is possible to vary indepen-
dently the EOS parameters relevant at saturation (e.g.,
K0) and supra-saturation (e.g., J0 and Z0) densities, re-
spectively. This can be done by using, e.g., a meta-model
EOS [90, 91] by parameterizing the E0(ρ) using at least
three independent variables (K0, J0 and Z0), or piecewise
polytropes for several connected density regions [92], sim-
ilar to many studies on neutron stars, see, e.g., Ref. [93]
for a review. While these approaches allow constraints
on the presumablyindependent parameters characteriz-
ing explicitly the stiffness of nuclear matter at different
densities, they have their own challenges and limitations.
For example, in the case of using a meta-model EOS, we
have carried out a Bayesian analysis [94] of the pressure
of cold nuclear matter in the density range of about 1.3ρ0
to 4.5ρ0 from transport model analyses of kaon produc-
tion and nuclear collective flow in relativistic heavy-ion
collisions [9, 95]. It was found that the posterior PDFs
of J0 and Z0 depend strongly on the prior range and
PDF of K0 adopted. In the case of using the piecewise
polytropes, to our best knowledge, no analysis has been
done for heavy-ion reactions. However, it is known in
the literature from studying neutron stars that there is
little or no direct information in setting the prior range
and PDF of parameters describing the high-density seg-
ments of the polytropic EOS. In fact, they sequentially
depend on the prior range and PDF of the EOS param-
eters around ρ0. These analyses also often require a lot
more than two parameters, thus training and validating
emulators in larger multi-dimensional parameter space as
well as significantly more computing time for Bayesian
analyses are necessary.

We are making progress in using a meta-model EOS
in analyzing the same heavy-ion reaction data, and the
results will be reported elsewhere. Besides having their
own important scientific merits, results of our work re-
ported here using the Skyrme energy density functional
provide a useful reference or guidance for future studies
with other EOSs.

D. Anti-correlations between directed and
elliptical flow of free protons

To evaluate more quantitatively the (anti-)correlations
of v11 and v20 as well as their maximum values reach-
able by varying X and K within their prior uncertainty
ranges, shown in Fig. 8 is a compilation of v20 versus v11
at beam energies from 150 to 1200 MeV/nucleon. Gener-
ally, as the v11 increases, the v20 decrease gradually, re-
flecting a strong anti-correlation between them. It is also
seen that the maximum value of v11 first increases with
beam energy then saturates at around 0.8 when Ebeam

becomes higher than about 400 MeV/nucleon. On the
other hand, the magnitude (absolute value) of v20 shows
a stronger dependence on the beam energy. Its maxi-
mum magnitude first increases to about 0.243 at a beam
energy of about 250 MeV/nucleon, then decreases with
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FIG. 8: Anti-correlation between v20 and v11 = F1 for free
protons in mid-central Au+Au collisions at beam energies
from 150 to 1200 MeV/nucleon.

increasing beam energy. These features are consistent
with those of the FOPI data shown in Fig. 1.

A more clear and quantitative comparison of v11 versus
v20 on the same scale is given in Fig. 9. To avoid over-
lapping, only results of 4 beam energies are shown. As
shown in Fig. 6, at 150 MeV/nucleon beam energy, the
v20 can be as high as +0.03 obtained with small X and
K values. On the other hand, at the same beam energy
of 150 MeV/nucleon with large X and K values, v20 can
be as low as −0.18. While for v11, its maximum value
increases from about 0.6 at 150 MeV/nucleon to about
0.8 at 400 MeV/nucleon, then saturates. At beam en-
ergies above about 250 MeV/nucleon, the v20 is always
negative and its correlation with v11 becomes weaker.
Above about 800 MeV/nucleon beam energy, the results
with different beam energies largely overlap, indicating
a rather weak beam energy dependence of both v20 and
v11 with these high beam energies.



11

0 . 1 0 . 2 0 . 3 0 . 4 0 . 5 0 . 6 0 . 7 0 . 8
- 0 . 2 5

- 0 . 2 0

- 0 . 1 5

- 0 . 1 0

- 0 . 0 5

0 . 0 0

0 . 0 5
v 20

v 1 1

E b e a m / A = 1 5 0  M e V
6 0 0  M e V

1 0 0 0  M e V

A u + A u ,  b = 3 - 6  f m ,  u t 0 > 0 . 8 ,  f r e e  p r o t o n s

1 2 0  s e t s  o f  X  a n d  K
0 . 3 < X < 2 . 0 ,  1 8 0 < K < 4 0 0  M e V

1 2 0 0  M e V
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E. Validations of GP emulations of IBUU
prediction of proton flows

One method to validate the GP emulator is to directly
compare the emulation results with simulator predictions
with model parameters that are not used in the train-
ing of the emulator. The degree of agreement can be
measured quantitatively by using the mean squared er-
rors (MSE) or visually by plotting the results of simu-
lations versus those from emulations. As in our previ-
ous work [51] in Bayesian analyses of the HADES data,
we have carried out such tests at each beam energy in
analyzing here the FOPI data. As examples, shown in
Fig. 10 are comparisons of GP emulations of IBUU pre-
dictions for v11 (left) and v20 (it is equal to the plot-
ted value-1 for ease of presentation) (right) for the mid-
central Au+Au reactions at beam energies from 150 to
1200 MeV/nucleon. The GP emulations and IBUU pre-
dictions would be equal if they fall on the y = x lines
(green). Generally speaking, the trained GP emulators
can reproduce the independent IBUU predictions very
nicely for all beam energies considered.

To be more quantitative, we also indicated the MSE
values in the plots. The MSE between the GP output
OGP,i and the IBUU predictionOIBUU,i for the observable
O = v11 or v20 is defined as

MSE =
1

n

n∑
i=1

(OGP,i −OIBUU,i)
2 (15)

where n=60 is the number of tests made for this presenta-
tion using another 60 IBUU calculations as the training
data set. It is seen that the MSE values for both v11
and v20 are all very small. We notice that the MSE for
v20 is about 10 times larger than that for v11, indicating
the intrinsic difficulties in emulating the generally small
second-order proton flow. Nevertheless, comparing the

√
MSE values with the mean values of v11 and v20 em-

ulated in the whole ranges of X and K parameters, the
relative accuracies of the GP emulations are all reason-
ably good.
In this example of testing, a 50/50 split of the 120 sets

of IBUU predictions is used for training/validating the
emulators. The overall rather good agreements between
results from the GP emulator and IBUU simulator give
us the confidence that our GP emulators are accurate.
Depending on how quickly and easily one can generate
training/validating data, there is really no hard and fast
rule on the optimal training/validating split ratio [97,
98]. To take complete advantage of our time-consuming
IBUU calculations, in our final Bayesian analyses after
extensive tests we use all 120 sets of IBUU calculations
at each beam energy in training our GP emulators. Thus,
the actual accuracies of GP emulators used in our final
analyses are expected to be better than those shown in
Fig. 10.

IV. BAYESIAN INFERENCE OF POSTERIOR
PDFS OF X AND K AS WELL AS THEIR
CORRELATIONS AND BEAM ENERGY

DEPENDENCE

Here we present and discuss results of our Bayesian
analyses of the FOPI proton flow excitation functions
shown in Fig. 1. We first give three typical examples of
PDFs before presenting their beam energy dependence.

A. Typical posterior PDFs of X and K and their
correlations

As representatives, shown in the upper panels of Fig.
11, 12, and Fig. 13 are theX−K correlations (heat maps,
also referred as 2D PDFs) and their profiles (on the upper
and right sides) along the constantX orK lines indicated
from our Bayesian analyses of the FOPI data at a beam
energy of 150, 250 and 1000 MeV/nucleon, respectively.
The corresponding posterior 1D PDFs (solid) of X and
K together with their prior PDFs (dashed rectangles) are
shown in the lower panels of each figure. We present the
normalized 1D posterior PDFs to make meaningful com-
parisons with their uniform prior PDFs. The following
observations are worth emphasizing:

1. With respect to the uniform prior PDF of X, there
are strong indications that the FOPI data favor a
reduced in-medium baryon-baryon scattering cross
sections especially at both 150 MeV/nucleon and
250 MeV/nucleon. In particular, the profile of X
of the 2D PDFs along the blue lines with constant
K values where the PDF(K) has a local or global
maximum (most probable value), or more gener-
ally and consistently the 1D PDF(X), peaks around
0.7 at both Ebeam/A=150 and 250 MeV, indicating
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FIG. 10: Validation of GP emulations of IBUU predictions for v11 (left) and v20(y − 1) (right) for the mid-central Au+Au
reactions at beam energies from 150 to 1200 MeV/nucleon. The GP emulations and IBUU predictions would be equal if they
fall on the y = x lines (green).

most likely reduced in-medium baryon-baryon scat-
tering cross sections are necessary to reproduce the
data. This peak moves to about X = 0.9 when the
beam energy is increased to 1000 MeV. We cau-
tion that because of the long tails in the region
1.0 ≤ X ≤ 2.0, the mean value of X may still be
larger than 1.0 especially at high beam energies.

2. The profile of K in the narrow bands bounded by
the red vertical lines around the most probable val-
ues of X in the heat map, or more generally and
consistently the PDF(K), often has multiple local
peaks, especially at 150 and 250 Mev/nucleon beam
energies. It indicates that the flow data used do
not tightly constrain the stiffness of dense matter
formed in these reactions. Namely, there are mul-
tiple combinations of X −K that can equally well
describe the flow data used. For example, at 150
MeV/nucleon beam energy, the PDF(K) has 3 local
peaks at K ≈ 220 MeV (the most probable one),
280 MeV and 340 MeV, respectively. No wonder it
has been so hard to infer the incompressibility from
heavy-ion reactions. This finding is consistent with
the indications of the original IBUU results (their

projections onto the v11 − K and v20 − K planes
spread out in broad ranges of K) shown in Figs. 6
and 7.

3. Comparing the posterior PDFs of X and K with
their respective prior PDFs, it is seen that the X is
better constrained although its PDF has long tails
with X ≥ 1.0. This is consistent with the relatively
narrow bands of green dots when the v11 and v20
are projected to the v11 −X and v20 −X planes as
shown in Figs. 6 and 7.

4. As the beam energy increases from 150 to 1000
MeV/nucleon, the major peak of PDF(K) changes
from the most probable value around K ≈ 220
MeV to K ≈ 320 MeV, indicating that the over-
all stiffness of hot and dense matter formed in
these reactions has evolved from being relatively
soft to stiff. Interestingly, K ≈ 220 is consistent
with the world average of nuclear incompressibility
K0 ≈ 220 ∼ 240 MeV from studying giant reso-
nances [57, 99–101]. As we discussed earlier, it is
only meaningful to compare the stiffness parameter
K from relatively low-energy heavy-ion reactions
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FIG. 11: Upper panels: Posterior correlations (heat map) of X and K and their profiles (on the upper and right sides) along
the lines indicated. Lower panels: the marginalized posterior PDFs (solid) of X and K, respectively, with respect to their prior
PDFs (dashed rectangles). These results are inferred from the FOPI proton v20 and v11 data in mid-central Au+Au reactions
at a beam energy of 150 MeV/nucleon.

with the incompressibility K0 from studying giant
resonances. As shown in Fig. 2 and discussed in
detail earlier, the K parameter characterizes the
overall stiffness of the cold nuclear matter in the

entire dense region probed by heavy-ion reactions.
The observed PDF(K) evolution with beam energy
is easily understandable.
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FIG. 12: Same as in Fig. 11 but using the FOPI proton v20 and v11 data in mid-central Au+Au reactions at a beam energy
of 250 MeV/nucleon.

5. Interestingly, at Ebeam/A =250 MeV, the PDF(K)
has two major peaks around K ≈ 220 MeV and
K ≈ 320 MeV having approximately equal heights
as if the hot and dense matter formed in this re-
action is in a transitional state between a soft and
a stiff matter. Interestingly, as shown in Fig. 1,
the experimental data for v20 is quickly decreasing

while the v11 is raising at this beam energy. It indi-
cates that the driving force for flow is changing very
rapidly. It would thus be interesting to investigate
in more detail in the future using more observables
and possibly with more beam energies in smaller
steps around 250 MeV/nucleon.
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FIG. 13: Same as in Fig. 11 but using the FOPI proton v20 and v11 data in mid-central Au+Au reactions at a beam energy
of 1000 MeV/nucleon.

B. Evolutions of posterior PDFs of X and K and
their correlations with beam energy

Shown in Fig. 14 are the beam energy dependences
of the posterior PDFs of X (left) and K (right), respec-
tively. It is seen that the major peak of the posterior
PDF of X evolves from Xmax ≤ 1 to Xmax ≈ 1 with an

extended tail atX ≥ 1 as the beam energy increases from
150 to 1200 MeV/nucleon. On the other hand, the major
peak of PDF(K) evolves from being soft with K ≈ 220
MeV to stiff with K ≈ 320 MeV with an extended shoul-
der in K ≈ 320 ∼ 370 MeV. As we discussed earlier,
this may reflect the density dependence of the overall
stiffness of code nuclear matter measured by its speed
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FIG. 14: Beam energy dependence of the posterior PDFs of X (left) and K (right) inferred from the FOPI proton flow data.
The vertical dashed lines at X = 1 and K = 320 MeV are references.

TABLE I: Beam energy dependence of the mean values of X
and K as well as their standard deviations inferred from the
Bayesian analyses of FOPI’s excitation functions of proton
directed and elliptic flow data shown in Fig. 1.

Ebeam (MeV) < X > < K > (MeV)
150 0.84 ± 0.34 267.6 ± 55.0
250 1.09 ± 0.43 286.9 ± 61.8
400 1.12 ± 0.41 306.1 ± 63.4
600 1.19 ± 0.41 312.1 ± 60.2
800 1.15 ± 0.41 309.0 ± 62.7
1000 1.15 ± 0.42 310.4 ± 61.5
1200 1.23 ± 0.40 323.0 ± 52.8

of sound. Moreover, one should not expect a unique
PDF(K) peaked at a single value of K in all Au+Au re-
actions at different beam energies. Since an increased X
generally leads to a higher temperature that also makes
matter more stiff, altogether, the FOPI proton flow ex-
citation function data indicate a gradual hardening of
hot and dense nuclear matter formed as its density and
temperature both increase with higher beam energies.

To be more quantitative, shown in Fig. 15 (the corre-

sponding data are given in Table I) are the mean values
of X (left, black) and K (right, red) as functions of beam
energy. Compared to the detailed information embedded
in the PDFs of X and K, their mean values only provide
some rough information regarding the general trend. Ob-
viously, there is a transition around Ebeam/A=250 MeV
from soft to stiff for the stiffness K and from reduction
to enhancement for the in-medium baryon-baryon scat-
tering cross section modification X. Ironically, the mean
value of K ≈ 320 MeV extracted from Au+Au reactions
at beam energies above about 400 MeV/nucleon is consis-
tent with those available in the literature from analyzing
heavy-ion reactions using momentum-independent inter-
actions [9, 70], while K ≈ 220 MeV from analyzing the
reaction at 150 MeV/nucleon is consistent with that from
studying giant resonances as we mentioned earlier.

We point out that the above results are consistent
with our previous finding of < X >= 1.32+0.28

−0.40 and

< K >= 346+29
−31 from analyzing the proton flow data

taken by the HADES Collaboration for the mid-central
Au+Au reaction at Ebeam/A=1.23 GeV. It is also inter-
esting to note that there are flow data at beam energies
below 150 MeV/nucleon from other experiments using
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FIG. 15: Mean values of X (left, black) and K (right, red) as
functions of beam energy inferred from the FOPI proton flow
data.

different detectors, we plan to extend our Bayesian anal-
yses to those data in the near future.

It is also worth emphasizing that the interpretation of
results from Bayesian analyses has to be done with re-
spect to the prior ranges and PDFs used. For the present
analyses of the FOPI data, the resulting improvement of
our knowledge regarding the X and K parameters by an-
alyzing the FOPI data is impressive with respect to their
broad and uniform prior PDFs. However, it is clearly
seen that the posterior PDFs of X and K are not zero
at the upper and lower boundaries of their prior PDFs.
Of course, technically one can remove this by conducting
analyses in even larger prior ranges that is computation-
ally costly. Physically, however, we believe it indicates
limitations of the selected data we used in constraining
their posterior PDFs. Consequently, the standard devia-
tions of < X > (< K >) as well as the tails (shoulders)
in the PDFs of X (K) are still large. In our opinion,
these are mostly due to our decision of using only the v11
and v20 data in mid-central Au+Au reactions at each
beam energy for the stated purposes of this work. In
fact, both FOPI and HADES Collaboration have pub-
lished data of many differential (e.g., rapidity and trans-
verse momentum dependence) observables and their de-
pendences on centrality using different triggers (e.g., cuts
on transverse momentum). Incorporating these differen-
tial observables and their impact parameter dependences
in more comprehensive Bayesian analyses are expected to
provide more stringent constrains on the posterior PDFs
of model parameters, albeit requiring much more com-
puting time and human efforts to train their GP emula-

tors that we can not afford at this time. Nevertheless, the
general conclusions of our present work are expected to
stay. Testing these expectations is on our future working
plan.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In summary, within the Bayesian statistical framework
using the GP emulator for the IBUU transport model
simulators, we inferred from the proton directed and
elliptical flow data in mid-central Au+Au reactions at
beam energies from 150 to 1200 MeV/nucleon the evo-
lutions of in-medium baryon-baryon scattering cross sec-
tion modification factor X and the stiffness parameter K
of dense nuclear matter. We found that the most prob-
able value of X evolves from around 0.7 to 1.0 as the
beam energy Ebeam/A increases. On the other hand, the
posterior PDF(K) may have dual peaks having roughly
the same height or extended shoulders at high K val-
ues. More quantitatively, the posterior PDF(K) changes
from having a major peak around 220 MeV characteriz-
ing a soft EOS in the reaction at Ebeam/A=150 MeV
to one that peaks around 320 MeV indicating a stiff
EOS in the reactions at Ebeam/A higher than about 600
MeV. The transition from soft to stiff happens in mid-
central Au+Au reactions at beam energies around 250
MeV/nucleon in which K = 220 MeV and K = 320 MeV
are approximately equally probable. Consequently, the
means of X and K change from < X >= 0.84 ± 0.34
& < K >= 267.6 ± 55.0 MeV at Ebeam/A=150 MeV to
< X >= 1.23 ± 0.40 & < K >= 323.0 ± 52.8 MeV at
Ebeam/A=1200 MeV.

In conclusion, the FOPI proton flow excitation func-
tion data indicate a gradual hardening of hot and dense
nuclear matter as its density and temperature increase in
reactions with higher beam energies.
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