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- Kinetic decoupling temperature Tj4.. and chemical freeze-out temperature 7., are also adjustable parameters
2. Bayesian analysis with Gaussian process emulator — o
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Knowing a set of model outputs U for a set of parameter combinations T, 10-20 - 20-30 30-40 40-50  50-60 . —

we can derive the GP conditional predictive mean and the associated
covariance as y°F (7)) = CO,TCZFlTU; oSP(10)? =Co0 — CO,TC;%FCT,O

Similar to [4], we use Markov chain Monte Carlo to sample the posterior
probability: Random walk in input parameter space, constrained by the prior
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