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BEH#EEILIERANEANERBRTHREN NS TR, TS TESBE N T #
EESREYWED TN EFHAME. LEMAE (MgO,BLAH) %k (Re, KHA AT ) HHAR
MAE, KRN B AT T EEERATRERZEFZEUBAR, RAENT HESL N & X AL
LR EATRNIHEE, BLHIQ T ERMESNR BB BZIN T HER, B46T7 S 4%
LHEBHATSERE, FREN, M H R T ERGELTHATRSENER 24, H 1B
T B BUE By TR Ak M, W MgO B Griineisen 5 M 5 W AR E M XA, Ret IR E S
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R, R 5 1 A an e /D o i | AR S AR AR AL B vE SR A S S0 U 22 R/ S Al
AU BRI R R — E R ] AR 3 52 BRI 3k 1) S 6 RRH L (LTI R 8 15 A 1E R RO A R T
R EERRY . RIS HA G, i TS8R 0] Re A2 AE G, RIR R W) sl e 0L =
A AR 4 LT — BN OS5 . X FhELGAR B TR S BON I P LA AR, o i e R S
B A FEAS, ANAURT LA T T fif A A0 F0000 25 5L 00 A 8 xE PE , 18 BE 78 RUCHE T+ b v A Ak 4 285 T R 000 4 )
A7 A AT SRR FMERR 7R, S DAC SES0 4R BT RS0 ) SER AR . BRILZ A0, SRR R S B B A TS,
Al — 20 T S BRI A DTS B, A B T A S USRI M iR IR 2 2%

VTAESR, DUt 4831 ( Bayesian statistics ) 5 725 76 45 5 2 BN ff 12 B e AL 545 31 TR A B 58 Fl T
RN o DU e iy v 38 2ok 5 5 S 5 MR URI S IR B e A HOAN I A B, RE AR i AL B AL S AN
Pk, JFAE S ER 5 50 534 o 3K B0 7 3 i Ik A Z AR FE T AR VR E 98 N D3R ASE B 2 80 ) AN il PR R AT i
Ak, E T T A SR AR T A 3 A . R T RB RS AL PR 4k S5 s [ 0 B g AR AT o, R ey
gt A DR BHREE SRR 2 (Markov Chain Monte Carlo, MCMC) #5145 R, AT LA SO AL 12800 5 5
ﬁ%ﬁ[llfﬂ‘]o

B1 # & AL (MgO) fl % HE 7S 77 (hexagonal close packed, HCP) #H#% (Re) 754 5 1 J& 1 AR Y
NI R A A 25 e 1110, B A8 T B SR B, MG B 22 St Bl i £ . itk A
TAE LA EE N BE R B 5T 6T 42, FIH DU 52115 75 i MCMC BB AR, b H7E DAC 5255 H k)
oI {EL ) AN R B

1 HERFE
1.1 DIMHHrIEiS

DU e it Jr ik 4R it 1 — Pl ke ) J7 3K, BIDREASE 2 B0 D MR 3R 20 A1 ok LR 1 Ak BN 9 E A1, i
55 22 BLGE T P s 2 R0 [ 7 A R VRSB A LA BT A ] o 2 3R BT A 50 07, 9 90 2/ i ey S iR i
LN ZHOC I — A PIAGTE, PRSI0 o Bl BT 800 A YA, MR 3k L8 U 5 4 B S5 56 23 A1, AT
5 B oA, S T 25 TR BT B S B ST AS R . DR, DU ST O i AR T S R B — i R
SR, TS P B T RS 2B B AR AR A, RSN DL B A% 4 T LR 2 0T RE 1 R B HOR 1
P o SRR T5 I o R A AN B R Y RS, O SRR SO RS AR A A9 g . AR DU A GRS
SRR 25 T RO SRR, BRI SRR s e R, ik U

P(6) P(d|f)

P@Old) = TP (1)

e PO) WIS B S I, 762 B HAR A 5 B AR R, D397 07 3k Fe v O R 35 50 7%
Aiis P(dl6) N LR R KL P (d) 9 VA — A0 B, AESE PR TR, 8 3 AN 2 AR P (@), PO EShAE o A
H AT AL R IE — A6 08 5 56 20 A1 R il BBOREAS o i {572 36 00 g K0l AR B 57 L i DA T T 25 93 A (Y i
$& N, B SCHECHE A R0 (LR bR R TT R S IE IS R B 2, B Rk =0k

P(yilf) = e )

1 i
Vo P
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B, LUK i OB o A LB DR B e B R /INGE o ME AR T, B R A AR M A B TR e ) SRR R, L
AT FARZEMERE RO, PN LBk = A AT SR AR B, B U AR AE . P, BAR IR TR RS BB ST
N RPERIERZE, EILPAS ] RV I BR 1R 22, 7 2R B 3 A A A (AR R ol 5 | S ERf . AER AR
XA BB OU T, 20 A B 5% 22 2 — i WL B o AEAR RS v, R S 06 e A DR 25 T AR e EK
WL 24 22 A LI KA I S50 I B =2 T A B ST, SR AR oK SR LSRR SR — 2 97 A WL 5
(R BLIR R AL R, R

} 71 m—F@@W]
p=[rPuio= _Oiz O X)) 3
E[ (il®) 1;[ Voo exp[ 707 3)

1.2 #MAOFERA
TE—IEE T, Helmholtz H HHAE F (V, T) AT LLFE/R H AR 3 4885 1 B A
FWV,T)=Ex(V)+Fu(V,T)+Fy(V,T) 4)

e Eox (V)W RGEAE 0 K TR RE, ELACH TR R EG Fop (VTR EA B 38 10K Fo (VTR THY
SRR, A5 T A 2 8] AR AR T DL R 5 A B RS R S i A2 A . il 3 (4) R RIHE S BT A A
KRS 5. ABFFEARYE Helmholtz H A& F (V, )15 2198 Jr #

p(V.T)=—(0F/dV); )
K HI B Rydberg-Vinet J5 #2"" k 3RIR 12 BE AN He & 7
9B,V Vv Vv
E(V)y=——<1—-|1-15(B,-1)|1-— 1.5(B,—1)[1-— 6
) [1-5(36—1)]2{ [ (5 )( Vo)]eXp[ & )( Vo)]} ©

1

G e
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V\3
(¥)
Sty By UKL, B R B — W S8, Vo R L
P 2 DR S0 HEL RS20 £ 149 8 Sk
- exp(—g)]} ()

2)
Fy(V.T) = 3nks {5 +Tln

Ep (V,T) = 3nkg 9,9 )
2 6
exp|=|-1
7
A A% A 5 R R O R
E,,(V.T)
pu(VT) =2 (10)
1%
y=n-a(1-) (1
AN 14
@:@0(70) exp(l—vo) (12)

e o B, ke 9 BUR 252 W8, 009 % TR L, v 04 Griineisen 248, 0, % [N Wi H 4]
BRI , o Fla Ry o5 B0 5E Y 24
R B e R
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3 AN
Fq(V,T) = _ENkBEO(VO) T (13)
i 28 (13) 15 2] 7 STsk N RE AN 1 4351
E, = %NkBeO(VKO) 72 (14)
3y, v\ ,

Dt = %NkBeO(VO) T (15)

A e My MR EMENSE . RIERX @)~ A5, TSR A E hpMEANEEE., F51L7E F)
MgO Fil Re FI¥) 25 FE, T MgO R4 2k b KE, Z0m& H i 7 5tmk i) B i AE, 1 Re W% 58 H i 1 si ik 19

HHAg. HPATT R DLk — 204 18 2 (R K = -V(p/aV),, ik R a =-V-'(0V/dT),, L5E
KT cy = (OE/IT)y, I:B%Eé,ﬁ&%?cp =cy+ TVK:a’, GBI Ky = Ky + VT(CVKT)Z/CVO
1.3 HEAT

16 D HRHEAR R R IUS 30 S50, SR EE R DU A

(1) 7€ DL S HE AL (0 4 gl v, S TREAL S0 RS B0 MR =, BE R34 50 0 A /R X 28 S 80019 9)
B . IR PRBOE 205 SRk [11-14] — 2, BEBUE S BE .

(2) emcee J& H T LI MCMC R Python P, SR T 5 A EBURFERS B . 27 AR
1 H ARG A 0 2R, BRI B AR 20 AR IR AR 8 2 2%, W RBHEAT = R0 R A, Al SR UL R T SE 1 S 80U
Attt . R, T EA PR 2% 5 5 40 A BT, emcee SR — RO RE . AN ST B emcee FEUE
1T MCMC RA¥, 2 K fi H] Python-matplotli % .

(3) MgO K H 8 A - vhii 77 (p-VP 2120 p-p-T0 2020 ik R A0 SRR BT R Lb e R 4
255, Re R MEAEA : whihi 507 (p-1) B BERK RO PRI 75 3 B R L IR AR P, X T b
iR Y s B s, AR 5% 38 i Rankine-Hugoniot G818 SFH & R 318 T vy B0 b R 45 i wp s 3R B2
Ak, MgO Fil Re 4% H 5 A T H i % 5T B9 740 £3(0.1 MPa) , HANH%E 4 0.002 MPa.

(4) 7 SE IR EHE AN B 2 B B A L B b, SRR SCHR SR 0 9 LR A AR B e B, 6 F Sk TR g R
2 B A o, S 5 | AR S BOR RoR R E BE . MgO Wy nhifi 51 (p-v) . WMk R 8. e i gs
il Re By oh i B8l . WK R 8. b He RS 00N A 2 B2 23 B TR S8R B IR 2 B0 B A MRy 1 22
55 SR BCIE LY (Lindquist 881" SRECT 28 RIR J73% ), 3Bk Z B LR 6 3, 2 PR 38 3k 2% )
) ST 36 30 52 3% B, I o S 0 (B A 385 K, FORH 7 A 158 25l R B G R A R 4 . AR I 5 1.2 T AR
BT 2R, MgO B 6 MRS BN 3 MRS (0. 02 03), Re A 8 I E SHUF 3 MRS 4L
(04 05 06), VI VUM HEZR 47 54k

(5) X T MCMC RIS, emece JF I I 3 (4 /#0004 4 10, BEA G BOR T A AH G [H] Y 50 A5,
Al BRI . AHFSE R, BEE MgO Fl Re 19 RAEEA 0510 5x10% F 13106,

2 HR5i1ie

21 SBHHERABHEHEREST

TE 58 UG B FEA SR BOR AR5, 115215 3 MgO F1 Re XF 1 (49 54~ 2 50 (109 B K5 5648 % (maximum a
posteriori, MAP) i 11 K H: B A JCHF[A], a0 5% 1 fr7n . MgO il Re B4 2 B0 e KW B A B 18] 4351 A
135.51 F11 6 223.93, ‘EATHY 50 fi5E /N F MgO Fl Re 1 RAE A KL, AW 5245 2 (10 )5 56 2 BUSWam

B4 H T MgO il Re B8 7 R J5  S 802 IR B AR G o R B JR 18 FH 56 28 BIOK Al 12 5 P 5
B A1 LR PR SRR, B AE—1~ 1 22 08), AnME 1, W6 P S 8 o2 R A ¢, Sh—1 K52 M
K, WEMF IR TCLNEM K . BB, UM 2502 R A8 . X MgOo, M 1(a) 71T LA
L ve 5 Vo S AR SR A9 5K 06, MG BB 15 -0.89,a 5 B Z ] (A P B 50K 0.57. %F T Re, M
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El 1(b) iTLLE H, Bo Sy, 2 MAR R AT IEAH I, AH I REH 0.94, y. Teo R M AR, tHK REH
—0.87, SEARAHCYER I, SEZ M AR ST o &k AR AR AR . FERF S A T B S BOBUR PR IR, X A A
Kok 25 i LU R A A 2 R . IR L, 7 A T BUBRYE A3 A i, L ZRA T AN % SRR S S Z B A B G &R,
PAWERR P45 2 806 A5 R0 4 M 45 R 52

#F 1 MgO l Re WIS SRS KA K S B E KBRS E M TR B LR E

Table 1 Parameters of the equation of state and nuisance parameters for MgO and Re
including their maximum a posteriori estimates and autocorrelation times

Parameters MeO Re
MAP Autocorrelation times MAP Autocorrelation times

Vo 0.278 395 24 44.38 0.047 457 24 4 666.19
B, 161.448 732 00 116.40 403.987 513 00 5590.90
B 4,584 482 53 117.47 3.056 576 91 4144.78
0, 576.196 100 00 131.41 214.846 678 00 5757.61
Yo 1.214 745 65 135.51 2.664 284 31 6223.93
a 0.542 770 49 115.70 2.376 034 17 4338.74
oy 0.018 744 43 135.76

(o3 0.009 508 59 114.73

03 0.178 798 18 123.73

€ 122.204 570 00 4493.19
Ye 0.776 681 40 4 826.82
o 0.026 005 87 395541
o 0.005 416 86 3328.32
06 0.020 884 04 4003.16

Pearson coefficient

Vo B, B’ 6, Yo a Vs B, B’ 6, Yo a € Ve
(a) MgO (b) Re

K1 MgO Fl Re B L) B S Be R HMATI OG R 8
Fig. 1 Pearson correlation coefficient plots of the posterior parameters for the equations of state of MgO and Re

F MgO FiI Re B Jim 56 2 B 2 il A AR R 23 A 1], I 28 L 10 000 45 560 2 BOREAR oK He 21 B 73 A1 #U0
AROES i, W35 2 fizs . &2 878 T MgO 1 Re ()5 50 S 8050 i, LW T 36T MCMC T3 (1 A
RSB AT ENE

B PR CEUS B 10 000 2 )5 30 2 B80T W1 2807 BT, 15 B [ 200 T A9 1 0y 908 2 bR e
25, RN 3 MK 4 s . X MgO Hil Re #Y 5 ) 2908 Lo b b 22 FEAT TR A 20 A, mT LAV M 0 7 H
TEARR T OL T, BEF T 18 48 T i, MgO Ml Re Ji g W00 (ELAG b vfiE 22 S B AR 3 R 3 . X — B3k
W1, W25 77 REASE B 0 s g B K JEE 23 BB TR 0 T R B AR . R, 7R R4 EE AR B9 RE BLT, MgO Tt
I H I3 (B AN B0 5 JBE (s o 22 ) 728 A AH 25 52 2%, AN 2 Bl i B2 7 v s o R T ¢ B o 0 8 o — A R A A
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o SR, XF T Re, 7848 HEORFE AL A1 B T, A0 e 77 {ELAY AN W 2 B2 2% B 25 i 38 1) T o T 28 i
B X R, 6T Re ARk, U AN ) A8 A B — S R E L W R T e (AN E R, R
I B M AT AN B 5 R A 20T 5 JT A R a3 PEE T g T T g

&2 10000 MNEHRSHHEAMSHIESHH

Table 2 Normal distribution fitted from 10 000 posterior parameter samples

Mean value Standard deviation
Parameter
MgO Re MgO Re
Vo/(cm®-g ™) 0.278 398 15 0.047 458 54 0.000 009 02 0.000 004 91
By/GPa 161.465 372 49 403.605 038 64 0.311 229 34 15.173 909 14
B 4.585 703 90 2.945 016 63 0.027 343 49 0.358 836 98
6,/K 576.385 549 39 220.206 329 50 1.867 369 61 14.738 121 07
Yo 1.211 618 31 2.669 167 99 0.011 137 87 0.116 507 98
a 0.537 953 01 2.465 206 65 0.074 877 68 1.413 728 35
eo/(10°K™) 121.426 219 37 5.379 723 66
Ve 0.822 727 49 0.416 861 88
MgO, ¥, MgO, B, MgO, B’ MgO, 6,
0.278 356 58 0.278 440 45 160.078 162.816 4.4654 47079 566.96 586.36
MgO, v, MgO, a MgO, o, MgO, o,
1.158 6 1.259 5 0.221 0 0.852 7 040(‘)8 35 0.09i 89 0.066 37 0.01‘9 37
MgO, oy Re, ¥, Re, B, Re, B’
0.1012 0.493 7 0.047 ;135 08 0.047 4é2 50 325.3 478.7 Z.OIOO 4.401
Re, 6, Re, y, Re, a Re, ¢,
200.0 31‘1.4 2.i14 3.218 0 5 95‘.42 142.87
Re, v, Re, o, Re, o Re, o
0 2A7‘38 0.00l8 42 0.100 00 040(‘)2 79 0.0Zé 26 0.068 46 0‘09‘9 99

&2 MgO Hl Re BR800 #i

Fig. 2 Posterior parameter distributions for MgO and Re
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#3 BURBEHATENTRESHZLAMEET MgOo KT ENDRITEE
Table 3 Mean pressure and standard deviation of MgO at different compression ratios
and temperatures calculated by posterior parameter samples

Mean pressure/GPa Standard deviation/GPa
=V 300K 1000 K 2 000K 3000K 300K 1000 K 2000 K 3000K
0.98 3.349 6.814 12.173 17.584 0.006 0.033 0.084 0.137
0.96 7.094 10.578 15.994 21.466 0.013 0.035 0.089 0.146
0.94 11.283 14.784 20.259 25.795 0.020 0.036 0.093 0.154
0.92 15.965 19.484 25.020 30.623 0.028 0.036 0.096 0.162
0.90 21.200 24.736 30.336 36.007 0.039 0.037 0.097 0.169
0.88 27.052 30.605 36.271 42.014 0.052 0.040 0.096 0.174
0.86 33.597 37.165 42.900 48.719 0.069 0.048 0.093 0.176
0.84 40918 44.502 50.308 56.206 0.091 0.062 0.090 0.177
0.82 49.114 52.711 58.591 64.571 0.119 0.085 0.088 0.175
0.80 58.292 61.902 67.859 73.926 0.154 0.116 0.093 0.172
0.78 68.580 72.202 78.239 84.396 0.198 0.157 0.109 0.171
0.76 80.123 83.754 89.875 96.127 0.252 0.210 0.141 0.174
0.74 93.085 96.725 102.933 109.285 0.319 0.275 0.190 0.190
0.72 107.661 111.307 117.606 124.062 0.400 0.356 0.258 0.225
0.70 124.071 127.722 134.115 140.682 0.498 0.455 0.345 0.284
0.68 142.575 146.227 152.719 159.402 0.617 0.575 0.455 0.370
0.66 163.473 167.123 173.719 180.525 0.761 0.720 0.590 0.485
0.64 187.116 190.762 197.466 204.401 0.934 0.895 0.756 0.633
0.62 213.918 217.556 224.373 231.445 1.141 1.105 0.957 0.819
0.60 244.366 247.991 254.926 262.144 1.391 1.358 1.202 1.047
0.58 279.035 282.644 289.702 297.075 1.690 1.663 1.498 1.328
0.56 318.612 322.200 329.387 336.924 2.050 2.029 1.855 1.670

22 HESRERIEBXTL

g A R Al 5 SR T SR DL R UL R FE A R S A R, 3 TN 4 2 4 T MgO Al
Re MBI RE. o RIS | oy F g o SR et i 10 H 030 5 A o 50 1) AN BE X E AT 11 3 ().
K1 3(b) LA 4(a). ] 4(b). Bl 4(c) 45 0 T 3 HRAE IR o A S A vE R iR 22 09X H . 1l 100 4N 56
SR T 5 R W BN A ) 45 44 T X Iz 8 A g 2 i, 3 3 Rl 4 DX s 3 S TN AEL Y5 A AN [ X3k 1) Ak
2, DT 25 AN [7) DX s 330 e 230, 0 R R 8 s 000 {1 7 7 12 DX 3 P ABE 3 A A o R v 5 i AN i IR
3o (Hrp o MbrifE2E) o & 3(c). F 3(d). B 3(H) LI 4(d) 45 TR F e 56 S5 BR 2 A 2
J 5 Y B AN 0 S B X L, 8 10* AN E e S B T S R MR R AR ] 4% #Tﬁr“ﬁ’ﬁfnjj%;’
- S FAR o 22, 53R B (0 ANt B3R 3omo FE AR o5 U0 15 2 2% B, JHE Tl 4 15 2 2%
rhC BT X I B4 A A A BBy T (L (4 ~F- YR, TN AR BRI B0 S, AR 1% 22 2k h. u,“ﬁ%ﬁfﬂﬂ‘]
P Iy T (L 4 7 24, Lt s A AR AR R 152 N E/’&é&kLﬁﬁW;zﬁ@ﬁfr%%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ
WERUIE 2 25, IR A K A2 BE ) 2 45 (B TR I, 76 R FH IR S 850 A A v B AN off o 13 I
4546 MCMC #4720 Bk, e IR 2805 56 20 A T2 20 hy [ 19 MPA Ak T HE, 38 0 2 A0 T HE 5 A i
BOHE AR T ARAT XTI AN RE B, 8 10 X FE TS A RE B, AN R B AR 30,
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x4 BREEHEAHBENTEELSHLLFEET Re T ENRIFEE
Table 4 Mean pressure and standard deviation of Re at different compression ratios
and temperatures calculated by posterior parameter samples

Mean pressure/GPa Standard deviation/GPa
¥=Vive 300 K 1000 K 2 000 K 3000 K 300 K 1 000 K 2000 K 3000 K
0.98 8.292 13.624 21.566 29.795 0.297 0.514 0.868 1.291
0.96 17.268 22.605 30.558 38.798 0.572 0.784 1.147 1.599
0.94 26.990 32.331 40.295 48.547 0.824 1.030 1.406 1.889
0.92 37.525 42.869 50.846 59.111 1.059 1.257 1.645 2.164
0.90 48.949 54.296 62.284 70.562 1.284 1.470 1.869 2.427
0.88 61.343 66.692 74.693 82.986 1.513 1.682 2.090 2.687
0.86 74.800 80.151 88.166 96.472 1.767 1.914 2.324 2.958
0.84 89.424 94.776 102.804 111.126 2.077 2.197 2.600 3.264
0.82 105.330 110.681 118.723 127.061 2.478 2.568 2.952 3.634
0.80 122.646 127.995 136.051 144.406 3.010 3.068 3.422 4.107
0.78 141.517 146.863 154.933 163.305 3.710 3.738 4.055 4.725
0.76 162.106 167.445 175.531 183.921 4.614 4.617 4.894 5.536
0.74 184.596 189.927 198.028 206.436 5.760 5.741 5.979 6.583
0.72 209.195 214.514 222.630 231.058 7.183 7.148 7.351 7913
0.70 236.139 241.441 249.572 258.021 8.927 8.880 9.051 9.572
0.68 265.696 270.977 279.122 287.592 11.041 10.984 11.129 11.611
0.66 298.172 303.425 311.584 320.076 13.580 13.517 13.639 14.085
0.64 333.916 339.135 347.307 355.822 16.611 16.544 16.648 17.062
0.62 373.334 378.508 386.692 395.231 20.214 20.144 20.233 20.619
0.60 416.888 422.009 430.202 438.765 24.481 24411 24.488 24.849
0.58 465.119 470.174 478.372 486.960 29.524 29.454 29.522 29.862
0.56 518.653 523.628 531.827 540.439 35.476 35.407 35.467 35.789

MIE 3(a) AT LA i, MgO B I F 85053 25 R 5 A e R A L I 25 Om 41K, T B 1 D PR 2 — S 1A
U AU 7 RN T EL A R [A]IR sh A R 152 2 B MO I K &R B 85 R AR, 9 — N TR AT e
AT 5% 2R FH 9 y bR AN GE B T R 45 IX R B 0 . 1 3(b) 45 1 T MgO Hu g IR (0.1 MPa) [t L, AT
DL, ORI T3 5 A HE RO 2R 22 PR B AR 2 B o Horp, MO 7EMIRIR (190~300 K) 1 1Y o
JEMZS TR 5 A B ) A AR . B 3(e)~ & 3(e) AT, 24 whili JE S 75~330 GPa 765 Bl N A,
MgO BN B 04 TN A 55 8 50 1 I 22 290K T 3 A b 22, RCEB M AR e e 2 8 TR
(BB AT A2 S, 36 01 06 2 B R A% & PR S AR R g A2 BRBE ) o il &1 3() R0, MigO ) 45 Jik e e k4
(300~1 500 K) 55 25 RAAF G AR I, AR BRI T 3 ANbrifE 25, (B 43 80H 5 5306 19 D
ZEART 3 M adEZE . INIEL 4(a) FI AN, BifLE LR T, Re MR K R B00R 25 M 3R IR et g L S5 Sk il
78 B 7 PR B TR A X Sk ) a4 . MAIET 4(b) P LA Y, Re 1Y LU FR IR TT 45 SR 5 M i B s 745 5 15
REF . NIE 4(c) AT LA M, ASBFGEXT Re WA 7 180 000 O 22 AR K, 7T A= i TR AUXE T (W] B 52 3 2 b
RV . KL 4(d) AT LA, Re (9 vl e 07 71530 18 22 S FE R HE B 1R 22 2 N, R WX o TR
1) 52 BLE AT o

X F MgO 1 5 , WFFT 45 B 6% 71 P 75~330 GPa i B 4 19 v i JE 77 . 190~3 000 K 365 [l P4 1) EE 72
JEIEE LA B 300~ 1 500 K i [l P B SF Bt o T X T Re, A58 45 5 W 4% P21 30~ 140 GPa i Ffl I 1Y
i JE 7. 300~3 200 K 38 Bl PN 1) B 58 RS DL K 300~ 1 000 K S Y (19 #2280, Aok 3, i
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Fig. 3 Comparative analysis of uncertainties in the thermal expansion coefficient, specific heat capacity at constant pressure,
shock pressure, and isentropic modulus of MgO based on computational and calibrated data

MSH IR
KM B K G 2 A T 280 A AR 40T i R JE, IF 5 e Ri i s 45 RaE 7 i, KL S iR
1) MgO W78 77 2 i th e b il DL B, 72K He I i N (0~ 100 GPa), AWFFE TR SR 5 K250
BRI 45 SR 15 3 B SR i, TR ) 22 (A /0N, 3R W BE FH A [m] i) A58 289 s 5 2 I, o0l 235 2R 1) i 3 0 — 3
B o FE AR RS BN (IR F 200 GPa), ABFFRITH 455 Tange 5500 i 45 45 5 09 I K 0w 22 4
6.415 GPa(300 K, 178.884 GPa) . 5 Dorogokupets %57 {iff 75 45 L AH LL, Bl 7 038 I, AR B 58 115
25 R 22 18 K, Feo KW 22 4 22.108 GPa(3 000 K, 262.071 GPa) . Jin 2819 5 Dorogokupets 2857 BT 5%
g BT —B0hE, £E T R RS B (R T 200 GPa) O 22 55/ o SR T, ARBFFE B 45 3R 5 Luo 25 1T

2.3
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Fig. 4 Comparative analysis of uncertainties in the thermal expansion coefficient, specific heat capacity at constant pressure,

bulk wave velocity, and shock pressure of Re based on computational and calibration data
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Quantification of Uncertainty in Magnesium Oxide and Rhenium Pressure
Standards Based on Bayesian Statistical Methods

DAI Feifan'?, XIANG Shikai?, LI Weiwei', ZHANG Ruizhi', ZHANG Jian',
LUO Guogiang', WU Run*, XIAN Yunting®

(1. State Key Laboratory of Advanced Technology for Materials Synthesis and Processing,
Wuhan University of Technology, Wuhan 430070, Hubei, China;
2. Institute of Fluid Physics, China Academy of Engineering Physics, Mianyang 621999, Sichuan, China)

Abstract: Accurate pressure measurement in static high-pressure experiments relies on the equation of state
(EOS) of standard materials, where uncertainties in EOS parameters can significantly affect the accuracy of
pressure predictions. This study focuses on magnesium oxide (MgO, B1 phase) and rhenium (Re, hexagonal
close packed phase), employing Bayesian statistical methods and Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
simulation techniques to systematically quantify the uncertainty in pressure prediction during diamond anvil
cell (DAC) experiments. By constructing a Bayesian framework with uniform prior distributions and normal
likelihood functions, and integrating multiple sets of experimental data for parameter calibration, the results
demonstrate that the Bayesian statistical approach successfully quantifies the posterior distribution of EOS
parameters, revealing strong correlations between them, e.g., a negative correlation between Griineisen
parameter and initial volume for MgO, and a positive correlation between bulk modulus and Griineisen
parameter for Re. The uncertainty in pressure predictions for both MgO and Re increases significantly at
higher pressures; for Re, this uncertainty also rises markedly with increasing temperature, whereas no clear
trend is observed for MgO. This study provides pressure benchmarks with quantified uncertainties,
contributing to improved accuracy in high-pressure experimental measurements. It holds significant
reference value for ensuring the reliability of experimental data in materials science and geophysical
research.

Keywords: Bayesian statistical method; Markov Chain Monte Carlo; equation of state; uncertainty
quantification
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