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ABSTRACT

Context. For a planet to be considered habitable on its surface, it is an important advantage for it to have a magnetic field that
protects its atmosphere from stellar winds as well as cosmic rays. Magnetic protection of potentially habitable planets plays a key
role in determining the chances of detecting atmospheric biosignatures. In making an estimate of a planet’s magnetic field, its internal
structure needs to be known first.
Aims. This paper proposes to use the Preliminary Reference Earth Model (PREM) internal structure as the base of a numerical model.
PREM is considered the best available option for estimating the internal structure of rocky exoplanets. With this model, we estimate
the magnetic properties of dry and water-rich Earth-like and Super-Earth-like planets. We apply it to those of this kind at the first 176
planets confirmed by the TESS exoplanet mission.
Methods. Using PREM as a reference, we estimate the internal structure of dry and water-rich rocky planets. This model provides an
estimation of the average density and core size of the planet. These are the key ingredients for estimating its magnetic moment depend-
ing on whether it is tidally locked or not. Our model estimates the thermodynamic variables as a function of pressure, and including
saltwater as a component of water-rich exoplanets. In addition, we have not used the perfect layer differentiation approximation. We
have validated our model with those planets and satellites in the Solar system with similar characteristics.
Results. Using our model, we have estimated the internal structure and magnetic moment of those dry and water-rich rocky planets
and satellites in the Solar system. The differences with the observed values in the internal structure characteristics, mass, average
density, moment of inertia factor, and local Rossby number are remarkably low or even negligible. The estimated magnetic moments
are also very similar to the observed ones. We have applied the model to the first 176 planets confirmed by the TESS, finding that,
from an astrobiological perspective TOI-700 d and TOI-2257 b are the most interesting ones as being located in the habitable zone
(HZ), although their magnetic moments are only about 0.01 of the Earth’s magnetic moment.
Conclusions.

Key words. planets and satellites: interiors– planets and satellites: magnetic fields – planets and satellites: terrestrial planets – planets
and satellites: fundamental parameters

1. Introduction

For a planet to be considered habitable on its surface, it is gen-
erally advantageous for it to have a magnetic field that protects
its atmosphere from stellar winds as well as cosmic rays. Mag-
netic protection of potentially habitable planets plays a key role
in determining their habitability and the chances of detecting
biomarkers in its atmosphere (Zuluaga et al. 2013). An Earth-
like planet without a magnetic field orbiting an active low-mass
star can lose its ozone column drastically in a relatively short
time (Tilley et al. 2017). If this happens, high-energy cosmic
rays can reach the planet’s surface significantly altering the de-
velopment of life.

Planetary dynamos are generally thought to be maintained
by thermal and compositional convection mechanisms in electri-
cally conducting fluids located in the planet interiors (Olson &
Christensen 2006, OC06). The magnetic field generated by the
dynamo of a rocky planet depends mainly on the density and
size of the convective core, and the convective buoyancy flux
generated in this core. Therefore, for estimating the magnetic

field generated by a rocky planet, its internal structure needs to
be known first. Unfortunately, the interior structure of an exo-
planet is hidden from direct observation. For estimating its in-
ternal structure from only the Mass and Radius of the exoplanet,
we are limited to indirect methods based on theoretical models
(Suissa et al. 2018).

Current technological state-of-the-art provides, in the best
scenario, planetary masses, radii, and orbital periods with un-
certainties usually larger than a 10%. In many other cases, their
masses or radii are unknown and we must use models for esti-
mating them (Chen & Kipping 2017). In this uncertain context,
our approximation to solve this problem of describing the inter-
nal structure of an exoplanet is to extrapolate it from the internal
structure of known objects at the solar system.

In the case of rocky exoplanets, extrapolation from the solar
system to know their internal composition implies that a mini-
mum of three primary constituents must be used: iron, enstatite
(Mg SiO3), and water (Valencia et al. 2006). In general, for a
given chemical composition, the Equation Of State (EOS) of any
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material can be expressed as:

ρ = ρ(P,T ) (1)

where ρ is the density, P the pressure, and T the temperature.
The effect of temperature is secondary compared to the effect

of pressure for denser constituents such as iron or enstatite (Va-
lencia et al. 2006). For lighter elements, such as water, the effect
of temperature cannot be disregarded but a pressure-temperature
relation such as the water melting curve can be included in the
models for taking it into account (Zeng & Sasselov 2013).

Dry rocky planets are those whose water mass is negligi-
ble with respect to the total mass of the planet, and therefore
its internal structure can be explained by only two components.
Nevertheless, the core may also be affected by eutectic melting,
most likely due to sulfur. This would be the case for the inner
planets of the solar system such as Mercury, Venus, Earth, and
Mars. When there are only two basic constituents, for each mass
and radius value of the planet the theoretical models provide a
unique solution for its internal structure (Suissa et al. 2018; Zeng
& Sasselov 2013).

However, water-rich rocky exoplanets need three basic com-
ponents to explain their internal structure: iron in the core, en-
statite in the mantle, and water usually forming an outer layer of
ice. In this case, for each mass and radius value, the theoretical
models provide infinite internal structure solutions all compati-
ble with those mass and radius values (Suissa et al. 2018; Zeng
& Sasselov 2013).

One of the most used assumptions for modelling these dif-
ferent layers is their complete differentiation. Theoretical models
using equations of state of pure components need the layers to be
completely differentiated, i.e. all the iron on the planet must be
in the nucleus and all the silicates in the mantle. This complete
differentiation does not occur on the inner planets of the solar
system and, most likely, it will be difficult to find completely
differentiated exoplanets.

Currently, we have the PREM (Dziewonski & Anderson
1981) which, through a wide and extensive seismic field study,
has allowed us to determine the physical characteristics of the
different constituent layers of our planet. The PREM model pro-
vides us, apart from many other data, a realistic relationship be-
tween density and pressure inside Earth, despite the presence of
impurities and partial lack of differentiation.

On the other hand, recent studies on the spectrum of white
dwarfs contaminated with the remnants of disintegrated planets
show that these remnants are quite similar to the earth’s compo-
sition. More than 85% of the mass of these remnants are Fe, Mg,
Si, and O. In addition, they have Fe/Si and Mg/Si ratios similar
to terrestrial ones, and they are accompanied by poor C content.
This leads us to assume that these disintegrated planets had a
formation and evolution process similar to the inner planets of
the solar system (Jura & Young 2014).

In this paper, we aim to construct an internal structure model
for rocky planets. The model is a PREM-based internal structure
model that is considered the best available option for estimating
the internal structure of these rocky exoplanets, extrapolating the
behaviour of density within Earth following PREM and perform-
ing only those simplifications that are considered strictly nec-
essary. Regarded to water-rich rocky planets, we have extrapo-
lated the internal structure of the cases of the water-rich Jupiter’s
moons (Europa, Ganymede, and Calixto).

With this estimated internal structure, we have analysed the
temperature profile and the heat crossing the boundary between
the planetary nucleus and mantle. The main idea is to use the

Fig. 1. Section of a rocky planet. Rp is the Planet radius, r0 the core
radius, r1 the Mantle radius, D the Outer core thickness, and ri the Inner
core radius.

planetary dynamo scaling laws (OC06) for estimating the mag-
netic regime (dipolar/multipolar), moment, and field. In sum-
mary, we estimate the planetary magnetic shield protecting its
atmosphere from erosion provoked by the stellar wind and cos-
mic rays (Rodríguez-Mozos & Moya 2019). Finally, we have
applied this model to all the confirmed rocky planets (dry and
water-rich) discovered by TESS (Ricker et al. 2014).

2. Internal structure of dry rocky planets

Consider a rocky planet from which we know its normalized
mass (Mp = M

M⊕
) and its normalized radius (Rp = R

R⊕
) relative

to Earth values. In general, this type of planet will have three
layers as can be seen in a cross-section (Fig. 1). In this figure,
we can see the innermost layer or core of the planet, that it is ba-
sically made up of Fe, the mantle whose basic components are
silicates and oxides of Si, Mg, and Fe, and finally an outer layer
usually of water ice where liquid internal oceans can also exist.
When the ice cap does not exist or its mass is negligible com-
pared to the total mass of the planet, it will be considered a dry
rocky planet. In this case, the radius of the mantle will be the
radius of the planet (r1 ≈ Rp) and the internal structure of the
planet will be defined by only two layers whose basic elements
will be the normalized radius of the core (r0), the normalized
average core density (ρ0) and the normalized average density of
the mantle (ρ1). For obtaining these values it would be necessary
to determine the planetary density and pressure profiles with the
radius.

On Earth, however, the planet’s core consists of two distinct
areas. On the one hand, the outer core is dominated by liquid
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Fe, with a few percent of Ni and 5-15% of lighter elements we
present in following sections, whose thickness we will call D,
and the inner core, which is composed by crystalline solid Fe,
on the other. In general, for a dry rocky exoplanet, of which only
Mp and Rp are known, it would be necessary to use models for
the thermal evolution of the planet to determine if part of the
nucleus is in solid-state and the size of this zone.

2.1. Internal composition of the Earth

The Earth’s interior is basically composed, as we have already
said, of four chemical elements: Fe, Mg, Si, and O. The core con-
sists mainly of Fe and in much smaller quantity by other lighter
elements such as S, Si, O, and C (Fischer et al. 2012). Never-
theless, there is not a consensus in the literature about which
elements are part of the list of these secondary components, and
in which percentage.

Above 100 GPa, Iron is mostly in phase ε with a hexag-
onal crystalline structure (Zeng & Sasselov 2013). Given that
the pressure at the core-mantle boundary (CMB) of the Earth
reaches 135 GPa, the solid Fe contained in the core will be all in
phase ε.

Regarding the mantle, it consists mainly of Mg, Si, O, and
to a lesser extent Al, Ca, and Na (Sotin et al. 2007). The most
abundant compounds in the Earth’s mantle are magnesium sili-
cates, such as enstatite (Mg Si O3) and olivine ((Fe,Mg)2 Si O4),
and oxides like periclase (Mg O) and silica (Si O2). Magnesium
silicates often incorporate impurities of Fe that, in the case of
enstatite, can reach up to 12%. As the Mg/Si ratio increases, the
relative quantity of olivine and periclase also increases. Above
27 Gpa, the polymorphs of olivine are unstable and, then, the
terrestrial mantle is basically composed of enstatite polymorphs
such as perovskite (pv) and post-perovskite (ppv), and periclase,
being this last element only a 7 % of the total, approximately.
Reaching 125 GPa and 2500 K, the pv is transformed into ppv
with a density jump of around 1.5%. Around 900 GPa there is
a dissociation of ppv into periclase and compact silicates (Mg
Si2 O5). Above 2100 Gpa there is the second dissociation of ppv
into periclase and silica (Zeng & Sasselov 2013).

2.2. PREM

Dziewonski & Anderson (1981) presented an internal structure
model for the Earth obtained using seismic data (PREM). The
velocity of the seismic waves at different points is a reflection of
the physical characteristics of the different zones they have trav-
eled by. PREM can be considered to be the best approximation
up to now to the Earth’s internal structure and it has accurately
determined the Earth’s mass and radius, as well as the pressure
and density as a function of the Earth’s radius.

According to PREM, you can distinguish five large areas in
the terrestrial interior: Ocean Layer, with a mean thickness of 3
km, Upper Mantle (mean thickness of 667 km), Lower Mantle
(mean thickness of 2221 km), Outer Core (mean thickness of
2258.5 km) and Inner Core (mean thickness of 1221.5 km). The
most important physical characteristics of the Earth arising from
PREM have been included in table 1, while in figure 2 we can see
the variation with the radius of the density, gravity, and pressure
provided by this model. The density profile has four different
zones: upper mantle, lower mantle, outer core, and inner core,
with abrupt changes in density in the upper mantle and between
these zones. Concerning gravity, two zones are distinguished:
the mantle where it varies very smoothly from the surface down

Table 1. Earth physical characteristics according to PREM.

Property Value
Mass 5.974 × 1024 kg

Core Mass Fraction 0.325
Mantle Mass Fraction 0.675

Mean Radius 6371 km
Inner Core Radius 1221.5 km
Outer Core Radius 3480 km

Lower Mantle Radius 5701 km
Central Planet Density 13.0885 g cm−3

Inner-Outer Core Boundary Density 12.7636-12.1663 g cm−3

Core-Mantle Boundary Density 9.9035-5.5665 g cm−3

Lower-Upper Mantle Boundary Density 4.3807-3.9921 g cm−3

Core Mean Density 11.000 g cm−3

Mantle Mean Density 4.447 g cm−3

Mean Density 5.515 g cm−3

Central Planet Pressure 363.852 GPa
Inner - Outer Core Boundary Pressure 328.851 GPa

Core - Mantle Boundary Pressure 135.751 GPa
Lower - Upper Mantle Boundary Pressure 23.833 GPa

Inner - Outer Core Boundary Gravity 4.4002 m s−2

Core - Mantle Boundary Gravity 10.6823 m s−2

Surface Gravity 9.8156 m s¯²
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Fig. 2. Density, Gravity and Pressure profiles normalized to their higher
values for Earth according to PREM. ρmax = 13.1 g cm−3, Pmax = 364
GPa, and gmax = 10.7 m s−2.

to the CMB, and the core where it varies linearly down to zero
gravity at the centre of the planet, although the slope in the outer
core is slightly lower than the slope in the inner core.

2.3. Internal structure model for dry rocky planets

In general, in the literature to determine the internal structure
of the planets, models based on EOS of minerals and metals ob-
tained either theoretically or experimentally in the laboratory are
used. Several previous models of solid planets have been built
using pure constituents, like solid Fe-ε in the core and pv and
ppv in the mantle, without contemplating the presence of impu-
rities or other elements, and considering a complete differentia-
tion of layers that do not occur on real planets (Zeng & Seager
2008; Zeng & Sasselov 2013). These theoretical models do not
represent the Earth characteristics properly. On the one hand,
the Earth’s liquid outer core has a lower density than that cor-
responding to the solid Fe-ε, and on the other hand, the density
of the upper mantle cannot be obtained extrapolating the den-
sity of the lower mantle (Zeng et al. 2016). In addition, a perfect
differentiation of the different layers is not realistic.

Firstly, we are going to define a model for reproducing the
internal structure of the Earth as accurately as possible and then
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move on to exoplanets. This accurate model for dry rocky planets
is constructed under the following assumptions:

• The planet has spherical symmetry.
• The ocean layer will not be considered because it is irrelevant

from the point of view of the internal structure. On Earth, it
accounts for only 0.02% of the total mass.

• In phase transitions of denser constituents such as iron or
enstatite, the effect of temperature will be disregarded com-
pared to the effect of pressure (Valencia et al. 2006).

• The second-order Birch-Murnaghan EOS will be used to de-
fine the density behaviour (Birch 1952). This provides a pre-
cise description of how the materials are compressed inside
Earth. This EOS is defined as follows:

P =
3
2

Ki

[( ρ
ρi

)7/3
−

( ρ
ρi

)5/3]
(2)

Where ρ is the density presented by the material when sub-
jected to a pressure P, Ki is the isothermal compressibility,
and ρi is a reference density. This reference density is de-
termined for each of the four layers defined for the Earth
comparing the mean density reported by PREM with that
calculated by our model. Following this procedure we have
obtained:

– Solid core: Ki= 255 GPa, and ρi=7.848 g cm−3

– Liquid core: Ki= 201 GPa, and ρi=7.055 g cm−3

– Lower mantle: Ki= 206 GPa, and ρi=4.010 g cm−3

– Upper mantle: Ki= 206 GPa, and ρi=3.329 g cm−3

It is important here to highlight that for this model we have
not assumed pure components for a given layer or perfect
layer differentiation.

• For pressures above 12000 GPa in the core and 3500 GPa in
the mantle, electron degeneration pressure dominates while
the crystalline structures become less important (Zeng et
al. 2016). From these high pressures on, we will use the
Thomas-Fermi-Dirac EOS (TFD) modified with energy cor-
relation (Salpeter & Zapolsky 1967). This EOS will provide
a lower limit for the density of the material under consid-
eration. The atomic values for the enstatite molecule in the
mantle we use are A = 20 y Z = 10 and the corresponding
for Fe at the nucleus are A = 55.845 y Z = 26. The use of
this representation is validated by the good agreements we
find when comparing with PREM, with other Mass-Radius
models in the literature, and with real masses and radii, as
we show in next sections.

We have compared this accurate model with PREM. The density,
pressure, and gravity profiles obtained faithfully follow those
defined by PREM, and the average errors in the variables are
negligible. Therefore, it can be concluded that this model repro-
duces in a tight way the internal structure of the Earth defined by
PREM, as expected.

Our goal is to extend this model to exoplanets. In this case,
we don’t know whether the core is solid, liquid, or partially liq-
uid as it is the case of the Earth. But we know that for masses
larger than 2.5 M⊕ rocky planets are unable to generate a solid
core (Gaidos et al. 2010), and for masses larger than 2 M⊕ the
core remains liquid until the shutdown of its dynamo (Zuluaga et
al. 2013; Driscoll & Olson 2011). Therefore, for exoplanets with
masses larger than 2 M⊕, we assume that their cores are liquids
with the same behaviour as the liquid part of the Earth’s core. On
the other hand, exoplanets with masses lower than 2 M⊕ we sim-
plify the model assuming the core as a single layer core defined
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Fig. 3. Density, Gravity and Pressure profiles normalized to their higher
values for the Earth according our simplified model for exoplanets. ρmax
= 12.5 g cm−3, Pmax = 361 GPa, and gmax = 10.7 m s−2.

by its radius and mean density and with a pressure-density rela-
tion following that of the Earth, that is, that described at equation
2.

If we treat the Earth as an exoplanet and model its core
using this simplification, when comparing with PREM we ob-
tain that the second-order Birch-Murnaghan EOS coefficients are
now Ki= 201 GPa, and ρi= 7.069 g cm−3. In Fig. 3 we show
the density, gravity, and pressure profiles as a function of the
planet radius obtained for the Earth with this simplified model
and in Table 2 a comparison of these results with the physical
characteristics extracted from PREM. Here we can see how this
simplified model can reproduce accurately the Earth’s internal
structure provided by PREM. Only in the core, we can see the
absence of two layers in our model, substituted by a mean single
layer.

2.4. Discussion

We can calculate the fraction of mass that represents the core
relative to the total of the planet (Core Mass Fraction, CMF)
like:

CMF =
ρ0r3

0

Mp
(3)

As well as the fraction of mass of the mantle relative to the
total mass of the planet (Mantle Mass Fraction, MMF):

MMF =
ρ1(R3

p − r3
0)

Mp
(4)

For PREM, which values are shown in table 1, we obtain a
CMF=0.325 and a MMF=0.675. On any dry rocky planet, where
only the core and the mantle are significant in terms of mass,
CMF + MMF = 1. Therefore, from equations 3 and 4 we obtain:

ρp = ρ1 + (ρ0 − ρ1)
r3

0

R3
p

(5)

being ρp the average normalized density of the planet.
Another key factor when establishing the internal structure

of a planet is the axial moment of inertia factor that imposes the
following condition on the internal distribution of mass (Schu-
bert et al. 2004):
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Table 2. Comparison between PREM and our simplified model for the Earth, treated as an exoplanet.

Property Units PREM Earth Difference
Total Mass kg 5.974 × 1024 5.974 × 1024 0.002%

CMF 0.325 0.325 0.003%
MMF 0.675 0.675 0.001%

Core Mean Density g cm−3 11.000 11.000 0.003%
Mantle Mean Density g cm−3 4.447 4.448 0.004%
Planet Mean Density g cm−3 5.515 5.515 0.002%
Planet Mean Pressure GPa 180.7 181.5 0.365%
Planet Mean Gravity m s−2 7.68 7.69 0.124%
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Fig. 4. Density, pressure, and gravity normalized to their higher values
of Mars as a function of the radius obtained with our model. ρmax = 7.28
g cm−3, Pmax = 40.7 GPa, and gmax = 3.7 m s−2.

C
MpR2

p
=

2
5ρp

[
ρ1 + (ρ0 − ρ1)

r5
0

R5
p

]
(6)

being C the axial moment of inertia. When solving the internal
structure of dry rocky planets when only its mass and radius are
known, we have three unknown variables (r0, ρ0 and ρ1), and
two relations among these variables (equations 5 and 6). We also
have The EOS of the different layers of the mantle and core in
the way that, for every r0 we have the mean density of the mantle
and the core. We use equation 5 for obtaining the value of r0
making null the difference between the observed density and that
coming from the model. Then we use equation 6 for estimating
the planetary moment of inertia factor.

2.5. Application for other rocky planets in the solar system

As the first test of our model, we have verified whether it is capa-
ble of reproducing the internal structure of the other rocky plan-
ets in the solar system. To do this, the mass, radius, and radius of
the nucleus of Mercury, Venus, and Mars have been introduced
as input data in our model. The results obtained can be seen in
Table 3, where we can see that the internal structure of Mercury
and Venus is reproduced correctly with minimal errors.

However, it is not the same with Mars where errors are
greater. There are two very different observational data between
Mars and Earth. Mars has an average density of 29% lower than
Earth while the axial moment of inertia factor is 9% higher. Both
data induce thinking of a difference in density between the core
and the mantle of Mars is much smaller than for the Earth. This
might be because during the formation of Mars, which took place
farther from the Sun compared to the Earth, lighter materials
have been attached to its core, like S that can reach up to 16±2%

of the mass of the Mars core (Rivoldini et al. 2011). On the other
hand, its larger moment of inertia factor suggests a lower differ-
entiation between mantle and core densities in Mars as compared
to the Earth.

To obtain the internal structure of Mars we have used the
same model modifying only the parameters making null the dif-
ference with the real mean densities at the core and the mantle:

– Low density core: Ki= 201 GPa, and ρi=6.263 g cm−3

– Low density mantle: Ki= 206 GPa, and ρi=3.343 g cm−3

This modified model of low-density exoplanets has been ap-
plied to Mars, Io, and The Moon. The results obtained can be
seen in the table 4, where it can be verified that the modified
model represents correctly the internal structure of these objects.
The density, pressure, and gravity obtained for Mars with the
modified model as a function of the radius can be seen in Fig-
ure 4. The boundary between what is a low-density exoplanet or
not is not well defined yet. Mars has a density a 71% of the Earth
and our low-density exoplanet model works for Mars. Therefore,
this boundary must be between 71% and 99% the Earth density.
We have used a value of 80% for this boundary, but it must be
fine-tuned with additional observations.

3. Internal structure of water-rich rocky planets

Water-rich rocky planets, also called ice planets, are thought to
be formed beyond the snow-line and mostly contain water and
silicates. Some of these ice planets may migrate into the inner
area of the stellar system by interaction with the stellar disk or
another planet (Kuchner 2003). If the migration eventually pro-
duces an orbit within its stellar HZ, we would have an ocean
planet. This does not mean that the entire surface of the planet is
covered by water since polar caps could remain covered by ice.
The size of the polar ice caps will depend on the effective flux
coming from the star. To study the internal structure of the ice
planets we will use the objects of this type available closest to
the HZ of Sun, that is, the Galilean´s moons of Jupiter.

3.1. Structure Model

In general, a water-rich rocky planet consists of three layers (see
Fig. 1). To the structure of a dry rocky planet, we add an ice cap
that can also contain an inner ocean. Taking into account that
these objects have formed beyond the snow-line and are low-
density objects, we have assumed that the internal structure of
these planets is more similar to that of Mars. To this model,
we have patched a new layer composed of ice. The EOS rep-
resenting light elements like ice cannot ignore the effect of tem-
perature. Therefore, we have implicitly included a well-known
pressure-temperature relation such as the water melting curve
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Table 3. Results for Dry Rocky planets of Solar System.

Earth Venus Mercury
Property Variable Reference Model Reference Model Reference Model

Mass (kg) Mp 5.974 × 1024 (1) 4.869 × 1024 (3) 3.302 × 1023 (5)
Radius (km) Rp 6371.00 ± 0.01 (2) 6051.8 ± 1 (2) 2439.7 ± 1 (2)

Average Density (g cm−3) ρ 5.515 5.244 5.428
Core Radius (km) r0 3480 (1) 3038-3292 (4) 3258 1965-2035 (6) 1996

Core Mean Density (g cm−3) ρ0 11.000 11.000 10.41 10.43 6.97-7.50 (6) 7.26
Core Mass Fraction CMF 0.325 (3) 0.325 0.31 (3) 0.31 0.738 0.732

Mantle Mean Density (g cm−3) ρ1 4.447 4.447 4.29 4.29 3.16-3.42 (6) 3.22
Mantle Mass Fraction MMF 0.675 (3) 0.675 0.69 (3) 0.69 0.262 0.268

Planet Mass Error 0.003% 0.001% 0.006%
Average Density Error 0.001% 0.001% 0.001%

References: (1) Dziewonski & Anderson (1981); (2) Zeng et al. (2016); (3) Seidelmann et al. (2007); (4) Dumoulin et al. (2017);
(5) Smith et al. (2012); (6) Rivoldini & Van Hoolst (2013).

Table 4. Results for Low Density Dry Rocky objects of Solar System.

Mars Io Moon
Property Variable Reference Model Reference Model Reference Model

Mass (kg) Mp (6.4186 ± 0.0008) × 1023 (1) (0.893 ± 0.001) × 1023 (0.735 ± 0.001) × 1023

Radius (km) Rp 3389.5 ± 0.2 (2) 1821.5 ± 0.5 (2) 1737.4 ± 1 (1)
Average Density (g cm−3) ρ 3.935 ± 0.001 3.528 ± 0.003 (4) 3.3456 ± 0.0004 (7)

Core Radius (km) r0 1794 ± 65 (3) 1734 600-800 (6) 780 340 ± 30 (8) 478
Core Mean Density (g cm−3) ρ0 5.53-7.14 7.0 6.25-7.22 (6) 6.29 6.30-7.00 (6) 6.25

Core Mass Fraction CMF 0.232-0.241 (3) 0.238 0.14-0.16 (5) 0.14 0.013-0.015 (8) 0.04
Mantle Mean Density (g cm−3) ρ1 3.44-3.62 3.46 3.18-3.31 3.29 3.32 3.28

Mantle Mass Fraction MMF 0.759-0.768 0.762 0.84-0.86 0.86 0.985-0.987 0.96
Planet Mass Error 0.003% 0.001% 0.005%

Average Density Error 0.001% 0.001% 0.001%

References: (1) Konopliv et al. (2011); (2) Seidelmann et al. (2007); (3) Rivoldini et al. (2011); (4) Schubert et al. (2004);
(5) Kuskov & Kronrod (2001); (6) Kuskov & Belashchenko (2016); (7) Williams et al. (2014); (8) Kronrod & Kuskov (2011).

(Zeng & Sasselov 2013). In our model to define the internal
structure of ice objects we have used the following elements:

– The mantle and core density have a behaviour similar to
those of Mars.

– We have used the water phase diagram from Choukroun &
Grasset (2010). This diagram defines the pressures at which
ice changes its crystallization system.

– For ice Ih, ice III, ice V, and ice VI we have used the EOS
defined by Gagnon et al. (1990).

– For ice VII we have applied the EOS proposed by Frank et
al. (2004).

– For ice X we have used the EOS obtained by French et al.
(2009).

– We have used the EOS proposed by Vance et al. (2018) for
salted water with a 10% wt of MgSiO4. This is done because
Galileo spacecraft has detected the very likely existence of
saltwater oceans in Jupiter’s ice moons.

3.2. Discussion

Assuming a water-rich rocky planet with a normalized mass Mp
and a normalized radius Rp, the CMF is still defined by the equa-
tion 3. The MMF now follows:

MMF =
ρ1(r3

1 − r3
0)

Mp
(7)

where r1 is the normalized radius of the mantle, and ρ1 its nor-
malized mean density.

The mass fraction of the ice layer (Ice Mass Fraction, IMF)
can be defined as:

IMF =
ρ2(R3

p − r3
1)

Mp
(8)

where ρ2 its normalized mean density of this layer.
Therefore, in this case these coefficients must verify that

CMF + MMF + IMF = 1. Including equations 3, 7, and 8 in
this expression we obtain:

ρp = ρ2 + (ρ0 − ρ1)
r3

0

R3
p

+ (ρ1 − ρ2)
r3

1

R3
p

(9)

being ρp the mean normalized density of the planet. Finally, the
axial moment of inertia factor now it is described as (Schubert et
al. 2004):

C
MpR2

p
=

2
5ρp

[
ρ2 + (ρ0 − ρ1)

r5
0

R5
p

+ (ρ1 − ρ2)
r5

1

R5
p

]
(10)

To solve the internal structure of water-rich rocky planets,
we have in this case equations 9 and 10 and five unknown vari-
ables (r0, r1, ρ0, ρ1 and ρ2). Consequently, additional data are
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needed. In the case of Jupiter’s ice moons their moment of in-
ertia factor, sub-surface conductivity of the planet, gravitational
constants like C22, as well as the EOS of the core, mantle, and
ice layer constituents, help us close the problem.

When analyzing water-rich rocky exoplanets, some of these
additional variables, such as the moment of inertia factor, are
unknown. In this case, for each mass and radius value, the the-
oretical models provide infinite solutions for the internal struc-
ture (degenerate solution) (Suissa et al. 2018; Zeng & Sasselov
2013). To solve this degeneracy, for this type of exoplanet it is
only possible to extrapolate the internal structure of some known
ice object from the solar system.

3.3. Ganymede’s internal structure

Ganymede is the biggest satellite in the solar system with a ra-
dius of 2632.3 km, greater even than Mercury (Seidelmann et
al. 2007). Data from the Galileo spacecraft have provided infor-
mation about its internal structure. Its moment of inertia factor
(0.3115) is the lowest of all known solid objects in the solar sys-
tem and reveals a complete differentiation of the planet into three
layers: the first layer of ice and water, then a rocky mantle, and
finally a metal core (Schubert et al. 2004). Its low average den-
sity (1.942 g cm−3) suggests an important content in water and
ice so a high IMF value is expected. Recent internal structure
models of this object suggest a thickness of the ice and water
layer around one-third of the planet’s radius, i.e., between 800-
900 km for (Kuskov & Belashchenko 2016) and between 876-
910 km for (Vance et al. 2018). Galileo spacecraft magnetome-
ter data reveals a relatively strong dipolar magnetic field (0.002
M⊕) that must be generated by the action of a dynamo in a liq-
uid or partially liquid core (Schubert et al. 2004). (Kuskov &
Belashchenko 2016), has calculated, with 10 GPa / 2000 K in
the centre of the satellite, a core size between 600-800 km and
an average density between 6.6 - 7.4 cm−3 that would imply a
CMF of between 0.04 and 0.10.

A response induced to Jupiter’s magnetic field has also been
detected that requires the existence of a conductive layer com-
patible with a saltwater ocean (Kivelson et al. 2002). The Galileo
spacecraft has also provided a relatively low value for the gravi-
tational constant C22 measuring Ganymede’s tidal response that
may mean that tidal warming is negligible (Bland & McKinnon
2015). This may show that the salty ocean would not have to be
very close to the surface.

Introducing in our model all the above observational data and
iterating until a null mean density difference with the observed
value is reached, we obtain:

– r0= 770 km
– Dice = Rp − r1 = 901 km
– Docean= 130 km

The complete results can be seen in Table 5, and the density
profile obtained for Ganymede in Figure 5.

3.4. Europa and Callisto internal structure

Europa is a much smaller ice object than Ganymede, with a ra-
dius of 1562.1 km (Seidelmann et al. 2007), but with a much
higher mean density 2.989 g cm3 (Schubert et al. 2004) suggest-
ing a not too deep ice layer. The observed moment of inertia
factor (0.346) requires a concentration of mass in the centre of
the object and a differentiation in layers with a metal core of Fe,
a mantle of silicates, and an outer ice and water layer (Schubert
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Fig. 5. Density, pressure, and gravity normalized to their higher values
of Ganymede as a function of the radius obtained with our model. ρmax
= 6.6 g cm−3, Pmax = 10.3 GPa, and gmax = 1.8 m s−2.
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Fig. 6. IMF vs. CMF for the three ice moons of Jupiter analysed:
Ganymede, Europa, and Callisto. the black line represent the linear re-
gression of these three points, to guide the eye.

et al. 2004). The Galileo spacecraft has detected electrical con-
ductivity within the first 200 km deep in Europa indicating the
presence of an ocean of saltwater (Schubert et al. 2004). In ad-
dition, it observed a value for the gravitational constant of C22,
which is compatible with an ocean of thickness around 130 km,
suggesting significant tidal warming that may have turned much
of the Ih ice cap into a liquid ocean.

(Kuskov & Kronrod 2005) propose a core size for Europa be-
tween 470 and 640 km, whereas (Kuskov & Belashchenko 2016)
estimate a range for the core densities between 6.3 and 7 g cm−3.
For a concentration of S in the range of 3.5 and 10 % wt in its
liquid core, and a pressure of 5 GPa and a temperature of 2000
K at its centre, the CMF ranges between 0.05 and 0.13.

In Table 5 we show the results for Europa obtained introduc-
ing in our model all this observational data.

Callisto is a satellite similar in size to Ganymede (radius of
2409.3 km) (Seidelmann et al. 2007), but with a density even
lower than it (1.8344 g cm3) (Schubert et al. 2004) suggesting
an important thickness of the ice layer. Since the Galileo space-
craft only performed equatorial flights over Callisto, the moment
of inertia factor has been obtained using the (Gao & Stevenson
2013) correction. Its value of 0.32 suggests a mass distribution
similar to Ganymede, that is, well-differentiated layers with a
large ice layer, a rocky mantle, and a metallic core. Callisto can
have also an inner ocean (Zimmer et al. 2000).

Applying our model, with the previous observational data,
the results included in Table 5 have been obtained. Therefore,
our model for ice planets produces consistent results with the
data observed for these two objects.
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Table 5. Results for Ice satellites of Solar System.

Ganymede Europa Callisto
Property Variable Reference Model Reference Model Reference Model

Mass (kg) Mp 1.483 × 1023 4.772 × 1022 1.075 × 1023

Radius (km) Rp 2632.3 (1) 1562.1 (1) 2409.3 (1)
Average Density (g cm−3) ρ 1.942 ± 0.005 (2) 2.989 ± 0.005 (2) 1.834 ± 0.003 (2)

Normalized Moment of Inertia factor C
MpR2

p
0.3115 ± 0.003 (2) 0.3460 ± 0.005 (2) 0.3200 (6)

Core Radius
(km) r0

600-800 (3)
770

469-662 (2)
621 568-

592(2) 665501-
602(4)

478 (4)
470-640 (5)

Ice-water
Thickness (km) Rp − r1

800-900 (3) 901 136 (4) 121 – 880876-910 (4) 125-140 (5)
Ocean

Thickness (km) Docean 24-287 (4) 130 129-134 (2) 119 20-132 (2) 120133-136 (4)
Core Mean Density (g cm−3) ρ0 6.6-7.4 (3) 6.59 6.3-7.0 (3) 6.19 – 6.22

Core Mass Fraction CMF 0.04-0.10 0.085 0.05-0.13 (3) 0.13 0.05-0.06 (2) 0.07
Mantle Mean Density (g cm−3) ρ1 3.51 (4) 3.44 3.425 (4) 3.26 3.53 (4) 3.27

Mantle Mass Fraction MMF 0.47 0.46 0.84 0.79 – 0.42
Ice Mean Density (g cm−3) ρ2 1.22 1.23 1.12 1.14 – 1.26

Ice Mass Fraction IMF 0.45 0.455 0.09 0.08 – 0.51
Planet Mass Error 0.014% 0.026% 0.008%

Average Density Error 0.001% 0.001% 0.001%
Moment of Inertia Error 0.032% 0.003% 0.004%

References: (1) Seidelmann et al. (2007); (2) Schubert et al. (2004); (3) Kuskov & Belashchenko (2016); (4) Vance et al. (2018);
(5) Kuskov & Kronrod (2005); (6) Gao & Stevenson (2013).

3.5. IMF - CMF relation

In the light of the results we have obtained for the ice moons of
Jupiter: Ganymede, Europa, and Callisto, we have found a pos-
sible relationship between their IMF and CMF. When IMF in-
creases, CMF decreases. This can be seen in Fig. 6. These three
observational points lie in a line. We have also plotted the re-
gression line of these three points to guide the eye. Of course,
with only three points it is impossible to assess a physical event,
but we can use this property for breaking the degeneracy of our
model for these objects. If we impose this condition to the model
of water-rich exoplanets, for a given Mp and Rp we would have
a unique solution compatible with the internal structure of these
moons.

4. Mass-radius grid

Extrapolating the three internal structure models described
above for Earth, Mars, and Ganymede we have constructed a
new grid of exoplanets characteristics, shown in table B.1. Thus,
entering the mass and radius of an exoplanet in the grid can be
quickly identified if it is a dry or water-rich rocky exoplanet, as
well as its CMF or its IMF. For low-density dry rocky planets,
the internal structure model of Mars has been used only when
the mean density of the planet is less than 0.8 times the mean
density of the Earth.

We have assumed that for a given value of a planet mass, it is
a dry rocky planet when its radius is less than or equal to the ra-
dius corresponding to a 100% of rock (CMF = 0). If the radius of
the planet is greater than this value, its internal structure cannot
be explained with only two layers and there must be additional
lighter components, such as ice.

The grid has been made for planetary masses from 0.1 up to
48 M⊕. When extrapolating the model for dry rocky planets with
masses larger than 32 M⊕, pressures are so intense that the most
widely used EOS is the modified TFD, i.e. electron degenera-
tion pressure dominates. Nevertheless, this EOS must be taken

with caution since it can introduce elevated errors. Something
similar happens for water-rich planets and masses larger than 48
M⊕, where the electron degeneration pressure dominates, espe-
cially for IMF<0.5. When applying our model we must take into
account that all the reference objects have masses lower than
the Earth. That means that for exoplanets with masses larger
than 1M⊕ it extrapolates somehow the Earth’s internal structure.
When mass increases, the thermal conductivity, and energy flow
are the most impacting factors. In this case, we use the most
updated models for describing them as a function of the mass.
We think this is the best approximation available nowadays, al-
though we recognise that the extrapolation of PREM models to
objects more massive than the Earth induces significant uncer-
tainty.

5. Magnetic properties of exoplanets

The main goal of our study is to estimate the magnetic proper-
ties of exoplanets using the most common known characteristics
such as exoplanetary mass, radius and orbital period. In this sec-
tion, we describe how we obtain these estimations assuming we
have a model of its internal structure as shown in the previous
sections.

5.1. Magnetic moment

Most planetary dynamo is thought to be maintained by thermal
and compositional convection mechanisms in electrically con-
ductive fluids inside planets (OC06). The scaling laws of OC06
make it possible to determine the regime (dipolar/multipolar)
and magnetic moment of a planetary dynamo once the Rayleigh
number is known. From this value, applying these laws, and the
Rossby number, the Reynolds magnetic number, and the dipole
field Lorentz number is it possible to determine the magnetic
behaviour of the planet.

The Rayleigh number (RaQ) can be defined as:
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RaQ =
r∗F

D2Ω3 (11)

where r∗ is the ratio between the core radii (r∗ = r0/ri), D the
core convective zone thickness (D = r0 − ri), Ω the planet’s rota-
tional frequency and F the mean buoyancy convective flux that
can be obtained following:

F =
αgqconv

ρCp
(12)

being α, g, ρ and Cp the thermal expansion coefficient, gravity,
density, and the specific heat capacity at constant pressure at the
planet core. While qconv is the convective heat flux generated by
the core (OC06 and Driscoll & Olson 2011).

Another fundamental parameter to define the magnetic
regime of the planet is the Rossby number:

Ro =
u

ΩD
(13)

being u the speed of the fluid that generates the planetary dy-
namo. Similarly, the local Rossby number is defined based on
the order of the spherical harmonics when spherical symmetry is
assumed for the planet, that is:

Ro` =
`u

π
Ro (14)

where `u is the spherical harmonic degree ` of the velocity vector
u.Two completely differentiated regimes, dipolar and multipolar,
have been found in the action of planetary dynamos. On the one
hand, in the dipolar regime, the planet’s magnetic field is strong
and is dominated by the dipolar component. It corresponds to
low values of the local Rossby number. On other hand, the mul-
tipolar regime corresponds to high values of the local Rossby
number. In this case, the magnetic field is dominated by multi-
poles and its value decreases drastically.

In the case of base-heated dynamos, as is the case on Earth,
the transition from the dipolar regime to the multipolar regime
occurs at a very narrow interval around a value of the local
Rossby number of 0.12 (OC06). Values larger than 0.12 indi-
cate a multipolar regime whereas lower values involve a dipolar
regime. When the value of the local Rossby number is in a range
close to and below 0.12, the planet is in an area with a dipole
magnetic field with reversible polarity.

Using the scaling laws described at OC06, the local Rossby
number can be estimated using the following equation:

Ro` =
0.58
ν1/3

(λm

λt

)1/5
Ra2/5

Q Ω1/3D2/3 (15)

where ν is the kinematic viscosity, λm, and λt are respectively
the diffusivities magnetic and thermal of the fluid. Therefore,
depending on the value of Ro` with respect to the critical value
of 0.12 we can estimate the magnetic regime of the exoplanet.
This value depends mainly, therefore, on the Rayleigh number,
Ω, and D, and weakly on the core thermodynamic properties.

The scaling laws of OC06 also allow us to know the global
Rossby number that for dynamo heated by the base can be cal-
culated by the following equation:

Ro = βRa2/5
Q (16)

being β ≈ 0.85 (OC06). In this way, by applying equation 13 the
velocity of the fluid generated by the dynamo can be determined.

The third parameter that defines a planetary dynamo is the
magnetic Reynolds number, which is determined as:

Rm =
uD
λm

(17)

For a planet to have a dynamo, it is necessary to have a
layer of electric conductor fluid, and a Reynolds magnetic num-
ber (Rm) larger than 40 (Gaidos et al. 2010). Below that critical
value, the magnetic moment is null. In this study, a prior check
of the magnetic Reynolds number will always be carried out to
ensure that the action of the dynamo has begun.

The fourth parameter that defines planetary dynamo is the
dipole field Lorentz number:

Lodip =

√
2µ0

ρ

M

4πr3
0ΩD

(18)

where µ0 if the magnetic vacuum permeability, andM the mag-
netic moment. Scaling laws of OC06 make it easy to determine
the Lorentz number from the Rayleigh number, using the follow-
ing relation:

Lodip = γdRa1/3
Q (19)

where γd is the dipolar saturation constant that, for fast rotators
dynamos it is assumed to have a value of 0.2 (Driscoll & Olson
2011). Relations 18 and 19 allows obtaining an estimation of the
magnetic moment as

M =
4πγd
√
µ0
ρ1/2

0 r3
0D1/3F1/3 (20)

If we analyse how the dipole moment varies with the
Rayleigh number (see Fig. 4 of OC06), it can be observed that
there are four different zones. In the first zone, for low values
of RaQ, the magnetic moment is null due either to the lack of
convection or because the action of the dynamo has not begun.
This zone corresponds to Reynolds magnetic number values less
than 40. Once the critical value of the Reynolds number is ex-
ceeded, the dipole magnetic moment dominates. After an initial
and rapid rise, a zone occurs with a linear increment of the mag-
netic moment relative to the Rayleigh number. In this zone, the
magnetic moment can be determined by equation 20. It is im-
portant to note that, in this zone, it does not present an explicit
dependence on the angular velocity of the planet. If we continue
increasing the Rayleigh number, the magnetic moment begins to
be of reversible polarity, in a relatively narrow area and before
reaching the critical local Rossby number of 0.12. Here is where
a maximum value of the magnetic moment (M+) is produced,
and it can be calculated imposing the condition Ro` = 0.12, re-
sulting:

M+ =
3γd
√
µ0
ν2/9

( λt

λm

)2/15
ρ1/2

0 r3
0D5/9Ω7/9 (21)
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At the fourth and last zone, with values of the Rayleigh num-
ber above the critical value of 0.12, the magnetic moment suffers
a fast decrease changing from dipolar to multipolar. In the cases
studied by OC06 this reduction of the magnetic moment is very
important, being of the order of 0.05 times the maximum value
of the magnetic moment. Some other authors work with a dipole
moment reduction coefficient of 0.15 (Grießmeier et al. 2009).
In this work, it has been verified that the reducing coefficient in
the solar system is about 0.06 that comes to ratify the value de-
termined by OC06. Therefore, the magnetic moment in this zone
can be determined in relation to the maximum dipole moment as:

M− ≈ 0.05M+ (22)

5.2. Application for exoplanets

If we want to extrapolate this model to rocky exoplanets, sev-
eral previous considerations must be made. First of all, we know
that for masses greater than 2 M⊕ the core remains completely
liquid, at least, until the shutdown of its dynamo (Zuluaga et al.
2013; Driscoll & Olson 2011). In this case, the thickness of the
convective zone shall be considered to be equal to the radius of
the core (D = r0).

One of the main ingredients of these equations is the exo-
planet angular velocity. Unfortunately, this variable cannot be
observed yet, and we need other considerations for estimating
its value. More common observational data are the orbital pe-
riod and eccentricity, and the hosting star mass. With these val-
ues we can estimate whether the planet is tidally coupled to the
star (Grießmeier et al. 2009), using it for estimating this angular
velocity as follows:

– If the planet is tidally coupled, we can estimate the
most probable spin-orbit resonance following Dobrovolskis
(2007), and then, its angular velocity.

– If the planet is not tidally coupled, we assume free rotation
leading to a dipolar magnetic moment, like of all the objects
of the solar system with this characteristic. In this case we
use equation 20 for estimatingM.

Other important ingredients for estimatingM for exoplanet
are the thermal and magnetic diffusivities at the exoplanetary
core, λt and λm respectively, and their evolution with the pres-
sure. For our model, we have initially obtained the values for
the thermal and electric conductivities (κ and σ respectively) in
the case of the Earth (see Table 6), and then we have estimated
their variation with pressure using Pozzo et al. (2012). A more
detailed description of how we do this can be found in the Ap-
pendix. Finally, we obtain the thermal and magnetic diffusivities
as

λt =
κ

ρCp
(23)

λm =
1
µ0σ

(24)

A key factor for defining the exoplanets thermal model is
the core thermal conductivity. There are different values for
this conductivity in the literature. For example, Gaidos et al.
(2010) propose a core thermal conductivity of 35 W/m/K, Zu-
luaga et al. (2013) a value of 40 W/m/K, Labrosse (2003) a
value in the range 50-60 W/m/K, and Pozzo et al. (2012) a value

of 100 W/m/K. We have used our model, with the details ex-
plained in the Appendix, to the Earth, Venus, Mercury, Mars, and
Ganymede and we have found that the value for the core thermal
conductivity better fitting the observed magnetic moment and lo-
cal Rossby number is 60 W/m/K, confirming the estimations of
Labrosse (2003). With this value, the characteristics of the core
and the magnetic moment can be calculated for these five ob-
jects. These values are summarized in Table B.2. In this table,
we can see how our model describes properly the observed val-
ues.

5.3. Magnetic field

With the magnetic moment, it is possible to estimate the intensity
of the dipolar magnetic field B0dip at r0. It follows the relation

B0dip =

√
2µ0

4πr3
0

M (25)

This value can be extrapolated to the planet surface (Bsdip)
using (Gaidos et al. 2010; Driscoll & Olson 2011)

Bsdip = B0dip

( r0

Rp

)3
(26)

6. Application to the first set of exoplanets
discovered by TESS

To test how our model works on real data, we have applied our
method to calculate the composition and magnetic moment of
dry and water-rich rocky planets found at the first 176 planets
confirmed by the TESS space mission. For doing that we have
used the exoplanet’s data available at TESS database on January
20221. In general, in this study the following types of exoplanets
will be considered:

– Dry Rocky exoplanets. Those exoplanets that, for a given
mass, have a radius equal to or less than the radius producing
a CMF=0 (See Table B.1). They are mainly iron and silicate
worlds where the presence of water is residual, as is the case
of the Earth.

– Water-Rich Rocky exoplanets. They are those exoplanets
that, for a given mass, have a radius greater than the ra-
dius producing a CMF=0 and equal to or lower to the ra-
dius corresponding to an IMF=1. That is, from the radius
corresponding to CMF=0, the decrease in density cannot be
justified with an increase in the presence of silicates and a
lighter element such as water is necessary. If an exoplanet of
this type is in the HZ, we call it an “Ocean planet”.

– Ice Giants. They are worlds of ice and silicates in the core,
and a gas envelope in the outer zone made mainly of Hy-
drogen and Helium, where the planetary core predominates.
They are those planets that, for a given mass, have a radius
greater than that making IMF=1 and lower to or equal to
the radius corresponding to a mixture of 50% of H-He. That
is, from the radius corresponding to IMF=1, the decrease in
density cannot be justified with an increase in the presence
of water and lighter elements such as Hydrogen and Helium
are necessary.

1 https://tess.mit.edu/publications/#list_of_tess_
planets
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Table 6. Thermodynamic parameters of the Earth.

Zone Parameter Value Reference

Core

Thermal expansivity (α) 1.3 · 10−5 K−1 A
Specific heat capacity (Cp) 850 J kg−1 K−1 A B C
Thermal conductivity (κ) 60 W m−1 K−1 F
Thermal diffusivity (λt) 1 · 10−5 m2 s−1 F

Electric conductivity (σ) 1.36 · 106 s m−1 D
Magnetic diffusivity (λm) 1.32 s−1 m2 D

Adiabatic factor (εad) 0.7 C
θc coefficient 0.4 C

Mantle

Thermal expansivity (α) 3 · 10−5 K−1 B
Specific heat capacity (Cp) 1250 J kg−1 K−1 B C
Thermal conductivity (κ) 6 W m−1 K−1 B C
Grüneisen parameter (γ) 1.45 B C E
Homologous constant (ξ) 12.3 E

References. (A) Labrosse (2003); (B) Gaidos et al. (2010); (C) Zuluaga et al. (2013); (D) Pozzo et al. (2012); (E) Stamenković et al. (2011); (F)
This study.

– Gas Giants. They are worlds of Ice and Silicates in the nu-
cleus, and a gas envelope in the outer area of Hydrogen and
Helium, where the core’s envelope predominates. They are
those planets that for a given mass has a radius greater than
the corresponding to 50% of H-He.

From a statistical point of view, dry rocky planets do not usu-
ally have a radius greater than 2 R⊕, while water-rich rocky plan-
ets are rare beyond 2.8 R⊕. Ice Giants range from 2.3 to 7 R⊕,
while Gas Giants typically have more than 7 R⊕.

The giant planets have not been analysed here as they are not
the target of this study. For the rest of the planets, we use the
next tools:

– We assume a Gaussian distribution for the observational un-
certainties. Therefore, we generate a set of 30000 sampling
values of the planet mass, radius and rotational period fol-
lowing the observed values.

– For these 30000 sampling points we evaluate the probability
of this planet to be one of the different types.

– When we don´t know exoplanet mass, it is estimated follow-
ing (Chen & Kipping 2017). In the TESS database, some
planets are shown with a mass without uncertainties. If using
this mass as input in our mass-radius diagram the planet ap-
pears above the composition of 100 % of Fe, we assume that
this mass has no physical sense and we follow the procedure
of the absence of known planetary mass.

– To distinguish whether the exoplanet is tidally locked, we
use the equations of Grießmeier et al. (2009).

– For tidally locked exoplanets, from the orbital eccentricity
we estimated the spin-orbit most likely relation following
(Dobrovolskis 2007).

– To determine the mean effective flux of energy that a planet
receives from its star, the eccentricity of the orbit has been
taken into account (Kopparapu et al. 2013).

– The HZ of each star has been determined following (Koppa-
rapu et al. 2013). The displacement of the inner edge of the
HZ for synchronized rotating planets around low-mass stars
has also been taken into account according to (Kopparapu et
al. 2016), as well as the effect of the planet mass on the HZ
(Kopparapu et al. 2014). The boundaries of the HZ (D2 for
the inner boundary and D3 for the outer boundary) have been
obtained as the mean values of the 30000 samples.

– We will assume that all planetary dynamos are active since
the TESS database does not include the Age of stars.

The results we obtain are summarized in Table B.3 for dry
rocky planets and Table B.4 for water-rich planets. In these tables
we can see the situation of the planets with respect to the HZ
(D2 and D3), the probability of being this kind of planet (Prob.),
its composition (core mass fraction, mantle mass fraction, and
ice mass fraction), and the magnetic properties (local Rossby
number, regime and normalized magnetic moment).

For dry rocky planets, it is remarkable that all confirmed
planets are tidally locked since the orbital periods are very small,
and their spin-orbit resonance is 1:1, except LHS 1678 b and
TOI-2285 b which have a spin-orbit resonance of 3:2. All these
planets, except TOI-700 d, are in the hot zone of their star re-
ceiving a flow of energy making it impossible for water to be in
the liquid phase. Approximately one-half of these planets have
an Earth-like composition (CMF= 0.325 ± 20%). Regarding the
magnetic moment, half of these planets may have a powerful
dipole magnetic moment, but they are in orbits so close to their
star and they hardly can effectively protect the planet from possi-
ble violent events from their star. This result on which Mercury-
like planets dominate may be an observational bias because the
first discovered TESS exoplanets, those we analyse in this work,
present short orbital periods.

The most interesting dry rocky planet so far, according to
our analysis, is TOI-700d, which is the only one located of this
class in the list at the HZ and it may contain liquid water on
its surface. However, it has a slow rotation (37.42 days) and its
magnetic moment is weak (0.01 M⊕) but ten times larger than
that of Mercury. Therefore, it is very exposed to the action of
erosion from stellar winds. If it has been able to maintain its
atmosphere, taking into account that it rotates in synchronous
rotation with its star and the flow of energy is not much less
than that received by the Earth from the Sun (0.87 S eff,⊕), at the
equator of the day face of the planet there could be an ocean of
liquid water, although the polar ice caps could be larger than the
terrestrial ones.

When looking at the water-rich rocky planets (Table B.4), it
is only noteworthy that they are all tidally locked and in the hot
zone of their star, except TOI-2257 b. According to our model it
is an ocean planet located in the HZ of its star with a small core
that could generate a magnetic field four times larger than that
of Ganymede. Due to the absence of an observed mass for this
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planet, we have estimate it from models, following the procedure
described above.

7. Conclusions

In this work, we have determined an internal structure model of
rocky planets. We have defined three reference models: Earth’s
internal structure defined by PREM to be used for medium-
high density dry rocky exoplanets, Mars assuming an Earth-like
mantle composition for low-density dry rocky exoplanets, and
Ganymede for water-rich rocky exoplanets. The main idea of
our work is to extrapolate, in each case, the internal structure
of one of the reference models for estimating the internal char-
acteristics of both dry and water-rich rocky exoplanets and the
similar objects in the solar system, these last used for testing the
performance of our model.

The internal structure model we propose has some differ-
ences with previous proposals in the literature which can be sum-
marized as:

– The solid part of the core is not discarded. In the case of
Earth, it means an error in mass larger than a 2%.

– We take into account the possible existence of inner liquid
oceans in water-rich exoplanets. We have also included the
option of the presence of saltwater on them.

– To calculate the internal structure of water-rich planets it is
imperative to use the moment of inertia factor. It allows the
accurate determination of the beginning and depth of these
liquid oceans, and, together with the imposed null error for
the total mass and the corresponding EOS, allows the de-
termination of the thicknesses of the ice, mantle, and core
layers.

– We have also modeled the key thermodynamic variables as a
function of the internal pressure.

With this internal structure model, a new Mass-Radio dia-
gram has been constructed based on extrapolating the three ref-
erence models.

The Magnetic Moment is a fundamental factor protecting the
atmosphere of an exoplanet, and therefore its potential life on
its surface, from the erosion of stellar winds and cosmic rays
(Rodríguez-Mozos & Moya 2019). To determine the magnetic
moment of an exoplanet and if it is dipolar or multipolar we have
used the scaling laws of planetary dynamos of (Olson & Chris-
tensen 2006). For extrapolating these scaling laws to exoplan-
ets more massive than Earth, both dry and water-rich, different
works have been used to obtain the variation with the pressure
of the thermodynamic parameters involved in these planetary dy-
namos.

Finally, the proposed procedure has been applied to the first
176 exoplanets confirmed by TESS. Up to our knowledge, it is
the first time that a massive estimation of the magnetic proper-
ties of exoplanets is done. We have presented the situation of
these exoplanets in the HZ of their hosting stars. For all those
rocky planets in the list, we have obtained their composition and
magnetic properties assuming that this dynamo is still active. We
have found that the most interesting objects, from an astrobiolog-
ical point of view, are TOI-700 d and TOI-2257 b.
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Appendix A: Thermal model

A key element in determining a planet’s magnetic moment is the
buoyancy convective flux that is related to the heat flow gener-
ated by the core. To estimate both variables it is necessary to
have a thermal model. The model we have constructed is de-
scribed below.

In this study, we will follow the thermal models made for the
Earth by of (Labrosse 2003), (Gaidos et al. 2010), and (Zuluaga
et al. 2013) for, afterwords, extrapolate the results to rocky exo-
planets that, in general, are more massive and have higher inte-
rior temperatures and pressures. For example, the pressure at the
CMB of the Earth reaches up to 135 GPa, but in rocky exoplan-
ets, this pressure can reach up to TPa. This has a large impact on
the interior heat transport models, and thermal properties such as
thermal expansivity, specific heat, or viscosity must be modeled
at extreme pressure conditions (Stamenković et al. 2011).

For doing so, we firstly are going to estimate the temperature
gradient of the exoplanets. With this gradient, we can describe
the heat extracted from the core.

Appendix A.1: Temperature gradient

Assuming a steady-state for the exoplanet, if we know the adia-
batic gradient of temperatures we can estimate the temperature
at any position at the mantle. This can be done using (Labrosse
2003)

T (r) = Tm · e

(
R2

p−r2

D2
m

)
(A.1)

where Tm is the temperature in the outermost part of the Upper
Mantle, and Dm is the temperature high scale of the mantle that
can be calculated as (Labrosse 2003)

Dm =

√
3Cp

2πγαρG
(A.2)

being γ the Grüneisen parameter, and G the gravitational con-
stant. In this equation, Cp, α, and ρ are those at the bottom of the
mantle, at the boundary with the CMB. Using these two equa-
tions, the temperature at this bottom limit of the mantle (T`) can
be estimated.

For calculating the temperature at the beginning of the core
(Tc) we can assume that the temperature gradient in this zone
(∆TCMB) is proportional to the temperature increment produced
at the mantle (Zuluaga et al. 2013), that is

∆TCBM = εad(T` − Tm) (A.3)

where εad is the adiabatic factor of the CMB. Zuluaga et al.
(2013) estimated that the value for this adiabatic factor better
reproducing the Earth is εad = 0.7. Therefore

Tc = T` + ∆TCMB (A.4)

In the core we can also assume an adiabatic gradient of tem-
peratures

T (r) = Tc · e

(
r2
0−r2

D2
c

)
(A.5)

where Dc is the temperature high scale of the core that can be
calculated as (Labrosse 2003)

Dc =

√
3Cp

2παρG
(A.6)

The only difference of this equation with equation A.2 is the
absence of the Grüneisen parameter. Finally the temperature at
the planet centre (Tcc) is estimated using Equation A.5 at r = 0.

To fix the temperature profile of the planet it is necessary to
know the average temperature of the mantle Tmm, which can be
calculated using the following equation (Gaidos et al. 2010)

Tmm = θ · e
1
2

∫ Rp
r0

αg
Cp

dr (A.7)

being θ the potential temperature of the mantle we will take equal
to 1700 K (Zuluaga et al. 2013)

Therefore, for estimating the temperature profile of an ex-
oplanet, in general more massive than Earth, we need to know
how Cp, α, γ, and ρ change with pressure. The density profile
is provided by our internal structure model, and the other three
variables are taken from (Stamenković et al. 2011).

In water-rich exoplanets, the temperature gradient can be
known from the water melt curve of the different crystallization
systems via the EOS described in Section 3.1. With this informa-
tion, we can estimate the pressure and temperature at the bound-
ary ice layer - mantle and use the equations here described to
obtain the temperature for the rest of the exoplanet.

Appendix A.2: Heat extracted from the core

The CMB is a relatively narrow zone. (Driscoll & Olson 2011)
estimated that it can have a thickness up to 286 km with a tem-
perature gradient of 5.5 K/km. On the other hand, (Okuda et al.
2020) estimated a thickness of 200 km and a temperature gradi-
ent of 7 K/km. The planetary dynamo activity is related to the
heat transport and the temperature gradient at CMB (Gaidos et
al. 2010). Heat transport in the Earth’s interior occurs predom-
inantly by convection. However, heat transport in the CMB oc-
curs only by conduction (Okuda et al. 2020).

The total heat released by the core (Qc) can be obtained using
the approximation shown in (Ricard et al. 2009)

Qc = 4πr0κm(Tc − T`)Nuc (A.8)

where κm is the thermal conductivity of the lower mantle and
Nuc is the Nusselt number at the core and it is defined as

Nuc =
(Rac

Ra∗

)δ
(A.9)

being Ra∗ the critical Rayleigh number, and Rac this number at
the CMB. For our model, we have adopted the values proposed
by (Gaidos et al. 2010), that is, Ra∗ = 1100 and δ = 0.3. Rac can
be calculated assuming a CMB that is heated from below and
using the equation (Ricard et al. 2009)

Rac =
ρgα(Tc − T`)(Rp − r0)3

λtηc
(A.10)

where ηc is the dynamic viscosity at the CMB.
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Manga (2001) showed that the temperature gradients at the
CMB are produced at two narrow zones of this layers close to
the core and mantle boundaries respectively. At the rest of the
CMB the temperature remains almost constant. This constant
value (TCMB) can be estimated as a value between the upper core
temperature and the bottom mantle temperature, that is

TCMB = θcTc + (1 − θc)T` (A.11)

where θc is inversely proportional to the ratio between the lower
mantle and core viscosities, that is, its value must be lower than
0.5 (Manga 2001). For our model, we have used the value pro-
posed by (Zuluaga et al. 2013) for Earth of θc = 0.4.

Another variable we must estimate is the dynamical viscosity
at the CMB (ηc). The dynamical viscosity of a mineral at large
pressures and temperatures can be obtained using the Navarro-
Herring model (Yamazaki & Karato 2002) with the following
expression

ηc =
Rgdm

D0Ammol
ρTCMB · e

(
ξ

Tmelt
TCMB

)
(A.12)

with Rg the ideal gas constant in mols, d the grain size, m the
grain growth rate, D0 the pre-exponential diffusion coefficient, A
the viscosity pre-exponential coefficient, mmol the molar weight,
ξ the homologous constant, and Tmelt the melting temperature
of the constituent. For our model, we have used the values dis-
played in Table 1 of (Stamenković et al. 2011) (see Table 6).
For Tmelt a good approximation is using the following fifth-order
polynomial

Tmelt =

5∑
i=1

aiPi (A.13)

With the following coefficients: (a0, a1, a2, a3, a4,
a5)=(2752.4, 22.817, -0.013104, 8.8756·10−6, -3.02732·10−9,
3.9362·10−13), (Stamenković et al. 2011) found an inaccuracy
of this approximation lower than a 1.5% above 25 GPa.

The last ingredient to determine the heat released by the core
is the thermal conductivity of the lower mantle (κm) which is one
of the most important properties to understand the thermal dy-
namics in the CMB. Recent observations of thermal conductivity
of Fex Mg1−x O show an important reduction of its value due to
the presence of Fe impurities (Ohta et al. 2017). As we have al-
ready said, pv transform into ppv at a pressure of 125 GPa and a
temperature of 2500 K. These reduction impacts mainly on ppv
and not on pv (Okuda et al. 2020). To determine the variation of
thermal conductivity with the pressure at ambient temperature
(300 K), the measures for pv have been used (Ohta et al. 2017),
while for pressures larger than 125 Gpa we have used a mix of
ppv with a 3% of Fe (Okuda et al. 2020) and impurities of Fex
Mg1−x O.

This thermal conductivity at ambient temperature, which we
will call κm0, can be extrapolated to the pressure and temper-
atures conditions at the CMB, using the density-temperature
model described by (Okuda et al. 2020)

κm = κm0

( ρ
ρ0

)e1(T0

T

)e2
(A.14)

In this expression, T0 = 300 K, ρ0 = 5470 kg/m3, and the
exponents are presented in (Okuda et al. 2020) with values e1 =

6±0.3 and e2 = 0.65±0.04. The results for κm at the pressure and
temperature conditions of the CMB we obtain are very similar to
those presented by (Gaidos et al. 2010) and (Zuluaga et al. 2013)
of κm = 6 W/m/K. These results have been recently confirmed by
thermal conductivity measurements of ppv+Fex Mg1−x O at 124
GPa and temperatures between 2000 and 3000 K, with a value
of 5.9 W/m/K (Geballe et al. 2020).

In the case of water-rich rocky planets, for the same mass
and similar core size, Qc is lower thanks to lower pressure and
temperature conditions at the CMB compared with the case of a
dry rocky planet.

Appendix B: Long tables

Article number, page 15 of 20



A&A proofs: manuscript no. text_document
Ta

bl
e

B
.1

.G
ri

d
M

as
s-

R
ad

iu
s

fo
rR

oc
ky

ex
op

la
ne

ts
.

M
p

R
10

0
R

50
R

40
R

30
R

25
R

20
R

10
R

0
H

10
H

20
H

30
H

40
H

50
H

60
H

80
H

10
0

0.
01

0.
19

7
0.

22
5

0.
23

7
0.

24
1

0.
24

3
0.

24
6

0.
25

0
0.

25
4

0.
26

9
0.

28
3

0.
29

5
0.

30
6

0.
31

7
0.

32
7

0.
34

5
0.

36
2

0.
05

0.
33

2
0.

38
9

0.
40

2
0.

41
0

0.
41

4
0.

41
8

0.
42

5
0.

43
2

0.
45

0
0.

47
1

0.
49

0
0.

50
6

0.
52

2
0.

53
5

0.
56

3
0.

58
8

0.
10

0.
41

4
0.

48
7

0.
50

4
0.

51
4

0.
51

9
0.

52
3

0.
53

3
0.

54
2

0.
56

2
0.

58
7

0.
60

8
0.

62
7

0.
64

5
0.

66
2

0.
69

4
0.

72
4

0.
25

0.
55

0
0.

64
7

0.
66

1
0.

68
1

0.
68

6
0.

69
2

0.
70

3
0.

71
4

0.
74

1
0.

77
1

0.
79

8
0.

82
3

0.
84

7
0.

86
9

0.
91

2
0.

95
0

0.
50

0.
67

5
0.

79
0

0.
80

8
0.

82
5

0.
83

3
0.

84
2

0.
86

0
0.

87
3

0.
90

4
0.

94
1

0.
97

3
1.

00
3

1.
03

0
1.

05
7

1.
11

1
1.

16
2

1.
0

0.
82

2
0.

96
1

0.
98

4
1.

00
5

1.
01

6
1.

02
6

1.
04

7
1.

06
7

1.
10

2
1.

14
5

1.
18

3
1.

22
1

1.
25

6
1.

28
9

1.
35

1
1.

41
2

1.
5

0.
91

7
1.

07
6

1.
10

1
1.

12
6

1.
13

8
1.

15
0

1.
17

4
1.

19
7

1.
23

5
1.

28
1

1.
32

7
1.

36
8

1.
40

7
1.

44
3

1.
51

1
1.

57
7

2.
0

0.
99

0
1.

16
3

1.
19

1
1.

21
9

1.
23

2
1.

24
6

1.
27

2
1.

29
8

1.
33

7
1.

39
0

1.
43

8
1.

48
1

1.
52

2
1.

56
1

1.
63

4
1.

70
5

2.
5

1.
04

8
1.

24
4

1.
27

2
1.

29
8

1.
31

1
1.

32
3

1.
34

7
1.

37
8

1.
42

5
1.

48
7

1.
53

9
1.

58
5

1.
62

7
1.

66
5

1.
73

5
1.

79
9

3.
0

1.
09

6
1.

29
5

1.
32

8
1.

35
9

1.
37

5
1.

39
0

1.
42

0
1.

45
0

1.
49

2
1.

55
3

1.
60

5
1.

65
2

1.
69

7
1.

73
9

1.
82

1
1.

90
0

4.
0

1.
17

6
1.

39
5

1.
43

1
1.

46
6

1.
48

3
1.

50
0

1.
53

3
1.

56
7

1.
61

2
1.

67
6

1.
73

1
1.

78
2

1.
83

0
1.

87
6

1.
96

5
2.

04
9

6.
0

1.
29

2
1.

54
4

1.
58

5
1.

62
5

1.
64

4
1.

66
4

1.
70

3
1.

74
1

1.
79

1
1.

86
0

1.
92

1
1.

97
8

2.
03

1
2.

08
3

2.
18

3
2.

27
9

8.
0

1.
37

8
1.

66
5

1.
70

0
1.

74
4

1.
76

6
1.

78
7

1.
83

0
1.

87
2

1.
92

5
1.

99
9

2.
06

4
2.

12
6

2.
18

5
2.

24
2

2.
35

1
2.

45
6

10
.0

1.
44

6
1.

74
4

1.
79

2
1.

84
0

1.
86

3
1.

88
6

1.
93

2
1.

97
8

2.
03

3
2.

11
1

2.
18

1
2.

24
6

2.
31

0
2.

37
0

2.
48

6
2.

59
8

12
.0

1.
50

3
1.

81
8

1.
87

0
1.

92
0

1.
94

4
1.

96
9

2.
01

8
2.

06
6

2.
12

4
2.

20
5

2.
27

9
2.

34
9

2.
41

5
2.

47
8

2.
59

8
2.

71
5

16
.0

1.
59

4
1.

93
9

1.
99

5
2.

05
0

2.
07

6
2.

10
4

2.
15

7
2.

21
1

2.
27

1
2.

35
9

2.
44

0
2.

51
5

2.
58

4
2.

64
9

2.
77

6
2.

90
2

20
.0

1.
66

5
2.

03
5

2.
09

5
2.

15
4

2.
18

3
2.

21
1

2.
26

9
2.

32
6

2.
38

9
2.

48
4

2.
56

8
2.

64
5

2.
71

6
2.

78
4

2.
91

5
3.

06
4

24
.0

1.
72

2
2.

11
5

2.
17

8
2.

24
0

2.
27

0
2.

30
0

2.
36

0
2.

42
1

2.
48

7
2.

58
7

2.
67

4
2.

75
1

2.
82

4
2.

89
4

3.
02

9
3.

16
4

32
.0

1.
81

0
2.

24
0

2.
30

8
2.

37
4

2.
40

7
2.

43
9

2.
50

5
2.

57
1

2.
64

3
2.

74
9

2.
83

8
2.

91
8

2.
99

4
3.

06
7

3.
20

9
3.

35
0

40
.0

-
-

-
-

-
-

-
-

2.
75

6
2.

86
7

2.
96

0
3.

04
5

3.
12

3
3.

19
9

3.
34

7
3.

49
5

48
.0

-
-

-
-

-
-

-
-

2.
84

1
2.

95
2

3.
04

8
3.

13
7

3.
22

1
3.

30
3

3.
45

9
3.

61
4

N
ot

es
.M

p
re

pr
es

en
ts

th
e

pl
an

et
ar

y
m

as
s

in
M
⊕
,R

*
is

th
e

ex
op

la
ne

tr
ad

iu
s

(i
n

R
⊕
)f

or
a

C
M

F=
1.

00
,0

.5
,0

.4
,0

.3
,0

.2
5,

0.
2,

0.
1,

an
d

0,
re

sp
ec

tiv
el

y.
H

*
is

th
e

ex
op

la
ne

tr
ad

iu
s

(i
n

R
⊕
)f

or
an

IM
F=

0.
1,

0.
2,

0.
3,

0.
4,

0.
5,

0.
8,

an
d

1.
0,

re
sp

ec
tiv

el
y.

Fo
rm

as
se

s
la

rg
er

th
an

1M
⊕

w
e

ex
tr

ap
ol

at
e

th
e

E
ar

th
’s

in
te

rn
al

st
ru

ct
ur

e
us

in
g

th
e

pr
op

er
th

er
m

al
co

nd
uc

tiv
ity

an
d

en
er

gy
flo

w
ad

ap
te

d
to

th
at

m
as

s.

Article number, page 16 of 20



J.M. Rodríguez-Mozos and A. Moya: Internal Structure and Magnetic Moment of Rocky Planets
Ta

bl
e

B
.2

.C
or

e
C

ha
ra

ct
er

is
tic

s
an

d
M

ag
ne

tic
Pr

op
er

tie
s

of
pl

an
et

s
an

d
sa

te
lli

te
s

of
So

la
rS

ys
te

m
.

N
or

m
al

iz
ed

Pl
an

et
M

as
s

N
or

m
al

iz
ed

Pl
an

et
R

ad
iu

s
R

ot
at

io
na

lP
er

io
d

C
or

e
C

ha
ra

ct
er

is
tic

s
M

ag
ne

tic
Pr

op
er

tie
s

Pl
an

et
M

p
R

p
da

ys
ρ

0
ρ

0⊕

r 0 r 0
⊕

F F
⊕

C
al

cu
la

te
d

R
o`

O
bs

er
ve

d
R

o`

C
al

cu
la

te
d

M
/M

⊕

O
bs

er
ve

d
M
/M

⊕

E
rr

or
M
/M

⊕

M
er

cu
ry

0.
05

33
(1

)
0.

38
29

(2
)

58
.8

(3
)

0.
70

0.
55

0.
32

8.
1

8
(3

)
0.

00
03

0.
00

04
(3

)
0.

00
1

V
en

us
0.

81
5

(4
)

0.
94

99
(2

)
24

3.
7

(3
)

0.
96

0.
92

0.
89

50
.7

50
(3

)
0.

00
07

0
(3

)
0.

00
1

E
ar

th
1

(5
)

1
(2

)
1

(3
)

1.
00

1.
00

1.
00

0.
09

0.
09

(3
)

1.
00

1
(3

)
0.

00
0

M
ar

s
(a

)
0,

10
74

(6
)

0.
53

2
(2

)
1

(3
)

0.
64

0.
50

0.
94

0.
10

0.
10

(3
)

0.
08

4
0.

10
(3

)
0.

01
6

G
an

ym
ed

e
0.

02
48

(7
)

0.
41

32
(2

)
0.

73
(3

)
0.

59
0.

22
0.

29
0.

05
0.

05
(3

)
0.

00
3

0.
00

2
(3

)
0.

00
1

R
ef

er
en

ce
s:

(a
)

E
xt

in
ct

dy
na

m
o;

(1
)

Sm
ith

et
al

.(
20

12
);

(2
)

Se
id

el
m

an
n

et
al

.(
20

07
);

(3
)

O
ls

on
&

C
hr

is
te

ns
en

(2
00

6)
;(

4)
Z

en
g

et
al

.(
20

16
);

(5
)

D
zi

ew
on

sk
i&

A
nd

er
so

n
(1

98
1)

;(
6)

K
on

op
liv

et
al

.(
20

11
);

(7
)S

ch
ub

er
te

ta
l.

(2
00

4)
.

Article number, page 17 of 20



A&A proofs: manuscript no. text_document
Ta

bl
e

B
.3

.R
es

ul
tf

or
dr

y
ro

ck
y

pl
an

et
s

ob
se

rv
ed

by
T

E
SS

af
te

r3
0,

00
0

ru
ns

(M
on

te
C

ar
lo

m
et

ho
d)

.

E
xo

pl
an

et
M

p
R

p
S:

O
P

ro
t

a
D

2
D

3
S

eff
Pr

ob
.

C
M

F
M

M
F

R
o`

R
eg

im
e

M
/M

⊕

G
J

12
52

b
2.

11
9±

0.
31

1
1.

19
0±

0.
04

2
1:

1
0.

51
8

0.
00

9
0.

14
4

0.
28

2
23

4.
7

0.
94

0.
47
±

0.
20

0.
53
±

02
0

0.
03
±

0.
01

D
ip

ol
ar

3.
50
±

1.
40

G
J

34
73

b
1.

96
5±

0.
13

5
1.

25
2±

0.
02

5
1:

1
1.

19
8

0.
01

6
0.

12
4

0.
24

5
59

.2
0.

54
0.

15
±

0.
10

0.
85
±

0.
10

0.
14
±

0.
03

M
ul

tip
.

0.
05
±

0.
02

G
J

35
7

b
1.

88
4±

0.
17

1
1.

20
2±

0.
04

3
1:

1
3.

93
1

0.
03

4
0.

12
9

0.
25

2
13

.5
0.

77
0.

29
±

0.
16

0.
71
±

0.
16

0.
47
±

0.
09

M
ul

tip
.

0.
04
±

0.
02

G
J

36
7

b
0.

54
6±

0.
04

5
0.

71
8±

0.
03

1
1:

1
0.

32
2

0.
00

7
0.

18
2

0.
34

3
58

8.
2

1.
00

0.
92
±

0.
01

5
0.

08
±

0.
01

5
0.

01
±

0.
00

2
D

ip
ol

ar
0.

86
±

0.
38

H
D

15
33

7
b

7.
54

7±
0.

60
7

1.
64

0±
0.

03
5

1:
1

4.
75

6
0.

05
3

0.
64

4
1.

20
1

16
0.

9
1.

00
0.

48
±

0.
10

0.
52
±

0.
10

0.
37
±

0.
07

M
ul

tip
.

0.
33
±

0.
15

H
D

21
38

85
b

8.
83

5±
0.

37
9

1.
74

4±
0.

03
0

1:
1

1.
00

8
0.

02
0

1.
06

7
1.

93
9

34
20

1.
00

0.
39
±

0.
07

0.
61
±

0.
07

0.
07
±

0.
01

D
ip

ol
ar

12
.5

9±
1.

50
H

D
21

74
9

c
0.

67
0±

0.
03

8∗
0.

88
6±

0.
03

1
1:

1
7.

79
0

0.
06

9
0.

45
8

0.
82

3
41

.4
0.

84
0.

36
±

0.
16

0.
64
±

0.
16

1.
03
±

0.
21

M
ul

tip
.

0.
01
±

0.
00

2
L

16
8-

9
b

4.
60

0±
0.

32
3

1.
39

0±
0.

05
2

1:
1

1.
40

2
0.

02
1

0.
25

9
0.

51
2

15
7.

7
1.

00
0.

64
±

0.
13

0.
36
±

0.
13

0.
04
±

0.
01

D
ip

ol
ar

9.
11
±

1.
09

L
H

S
14

78
b

2.
33

0±
0.

11
6

1.
24

3±
0.

02
9

1:
1

1.
95

0
0.

01
9

0.
08

8
0.

17
3

20
.3

1.
00

0.
40
±

0.
11

0.
60
±

0.
11

0.
15
±

0.
03

M
ul

tip
.

0.
17
±

0.
08

L
H

S
16

78
b

0.
35

0±
0.

00
0

0.
69

6±
0.

02
5

3:
2

0.
57

3
0.

01
2

0.
13

0
0.

24
2

98
.0

1.
00

0.
60
±

0.
13

0.
40
±

0.
13

0.
05
±

0.
01

D
ip

ol
ar

0.
64
±

0.
03

L
H

S
16

78
c

1.
40

0±
0.

00
0

0.
98

3±
0.

03
7

1:
1

3.
69

4
0.

03
2

0.
12

4
0.

24
2

13
.9

1.
00

0.
77
±

0.
12

0.
23
±

0.
12

0.
15
±

0.
03

M
ul

tip
.

0.
14
±

0.
01

L
H

S
18

15
b

1.
35

6±
0.

07
7∗

1.
08

5±
0.

03
6

1:
1

3.
81

4
0.

03
8

0.
20

5
0.

39
6

27
.6

0.
96

0.
34
±

0.
16

0.
66
±

0.
16

0.
42
±

0.
08

M
ul

tip
.

0.
04
±

0.
02

L
H

S
38

44
b

2.
29

5±
0.

12
7∗

1.
30

2±
0.

01
2

1:
1

0.
46

3
0.

00
6

0.
05

4
0.

10
8

71
.2

0.
95

0.
17
±

0.
08

0.
83
±

0.
08

0.
04
±

0.
01

D
ip

ol
ar

1.
53
±

0.
69

L
P

79
1-

18
b

1.
50

8±
0.

08
6∗

1.
09

3±
0.

06
1

1:
1

0.
94

8
0.

01
0

0.
04

6
0.

09
3

20
.8

0.
79

0.
44
±

0.
23

0.
54
±

0.
23

0.
07
±

0.
01

D
ip

ol
ar

2.
01
±

0.
96

LT
T

37
80

b
2.

68
1±

0.
25

7
1.

32
3±

0.
04

0
1:

1
0.

76
8

0.
01

2
0.

12
6

0.
25

0
10

3.
8

0.
86

0.
29
±

0.
15

0.
71
±

0.
15

0.
06
±

0.
01

D
ip

ol
ar

2.
97
±

1.
34

TO
I-

12
35

b
5.

99
2±

0.
34

2
1.

67
7±

0.
03

8
1:

1
3.

44
5

0.
03

8
0.

29
4

0.
57

7
60

.1
0.

72
0.

17
±

0.
10

0.
83
±

0.
10

0.
42
±

0.
08

M
ul

tip
.

0.
10
±

0.
04

TO
I-

14
44

b
3.

87
1±

0.
40

8
1.

39
7±

0.
03

7
1:

1
0.

47
0

0.
01

2
0.

76
0

1.
38

8
48

38
1.

00
0.

46
±

0.
14

0.
54
±

0.
14

0.
03
±

0.
01

D
ip

ol
ar

6.
59
±

1.
32

TO
I-

17
49

c
14

.0
0±

0.
00

2.
06

9±
0.

04
0

1:
1

4.
49

3
0.

04
4

0.
26

0
0.

50
9

34
.7

0.
58

0.
14
±

0.
08

0.
86
±

0.
08

0.
57
±

0.
11

M
ul

tip
.

0.
15
±

0.
01

TO
I-

17
8

b
1.

58
9±

0.
19

6
1.

14
1±

0.
03

9
1:

1
1.

91
5

0.
02

6
0.

36
8

0.
68

9
19

2.
6

0.
67

0.
31
±

0.
17

0.
69
±

0.
17

0.
20
±

0.
04

M
ul

tip
.

0.
07
±

0.
03

TO
I-

22
85

b
19

.5
0±

0.
00

1.
74

0±
0.

04
6

3:
2

18
.1

80
0.

13
7

0.
16

8
0.

33
8

1.
6

1.
00

0.
92
±

0.
06

0.
08
±

0.
06

0.
48
±

0.
10

M
ul

tip
.

0.
57
±

0.
03

TO
I-

27
0

b
1.

67
7±

0.
10

9
1.

19
8±

0.
02

1
1:

1
3.

36
0

0.
03

2
0.

14
4

0.
28

1
19

.0
0.

56
0.

15
±

0.
09

0.
85
±

0.
09

0.
46
±

0.
09

M
ul

tip
.

0.
02
±

0.
01

TO
I-

43
1

b
3.

06
9±

0.
20

2
1.

28
0±

0.
02

3
1:

1
0.

49
0

0.
01

1
0.

50
4

0.
93

5
21

12
1.

00
0.

57
±

0.
08

0.
43
±

0.
08

0.
02
±

0.
00

4
D

ip
ol

ar
5.

86
±

1.
17

TO
I-

54
0

b
0.

69
9±

0.
03

9∗
0.

89
9±

0.
02

8
1:

1
1.

23
9

0.
01

2
0.

06
2

0.
12

0
23

.1
0.

90
0.

35
±

0.
15

0.
65
±

0.
15

0.
12
±

0.
02

D
ip

ol
ar

0.
75
±

0.
30

TO
I-

70
0

b
1.

14
3±

0.
06

5∗
1.

03
4±

0.
03

6
1:

1
9.

97
7

0.
06

7
0.

15
6

0.
30

4
5.

0
0.

95
0.

34
±

0.
16

0.
66
±

0.
16

1.
30
±

0.
26

M
ul

tip
.

0.
02
±

0.
01

TO
I-

70
0

d
1.

62
0±

0.
09

2∗
1.

14
4±

0.
03

5
1:

1
37

.4
25

0.
16

3
0.

15
5

0.
30

4
0.

87
0.

98
0.

33
±

0.
15

0.
67
±

0.
15

5.
66
±

0.
94

M
ul

tip
.

0.
01
±

0.
00

2

N
ot

es
.M

p
is

th
e

pl
an

et
ar

y
m

as
sn

or
m

al
iz

ed
to

th
e

E
ar

th
m

as
s.

T
ho

se
va

lu
es

hi
gh

lig
ht

ed
w

ith
an

as
te

ri
sk

ha
ve

be
en

es
tim

at
ed

fo
llo

w
in

g
(C

he
n

&
K

ip
pi

ng
20

17
).

R
p

is
th

e
pl

an
et

ar
y

ra
di

us
no

rm
al

iz
ed

to
th

e
E

ar
th

ra
di

us
.S

:O
sh

ow
s

th
e

Sp
in

:O
rb

it
re

so
na

nc
e.

P
ro

t
is

th
e

pl
an

et
ar

y
ro

ta
tio

na
lp

er
io

d
in

da
ys

.a
,D

2
an

d
D

3
ar

e
re

sp
ec

tiv
el

y
ar

e
th

e
se

m
i-

m
aj

or
ax

is
,i

nn
er

an
d

ou
te

rb
ou

nd
ar

ie
s

of
th

e
H

Z
ex

pr
es

se
d

in
A

.U
.S

eff
is

no
rm

al
iz

ed
m

ea
n

eff
ec

tiv
e

flu
x

co
ns

id
er

in
g

or
bi

ta
le

cc
en

tr
ic

ity
.P

ro
b.

It
is

th
e

pr
ob

ab
ili

ty
of

be
in

g
ro

ck
y

pl
an

et
.A

ll
th

e
pl

an
et

s
ar

e
tid

al
ly

lo
ck

ed
.E

rr
or

s
in

th
e

ro
ta

tio
na

l
pe

ri
od

ha
ve

no
tb

ee
n

in
cl

ud
ed

be
ca

us
e

th
ey

ar
e

so
sm

al
lt

ha
tt

he
y

ha
ve

no
im

pa
ct

on
th

e
m

ag
ne

tic
pr

op
er

tie
s

of
ex

op
la

ne
ts

.

Article number, page 18 of 20



J.M. Rodríguez-Mozos and A. Moya: Internal Structure and Magnetic Moment of Rocky Planets
Ta

bl
e

B
.4

.R
es

ul
tf

or
w

at
er

-r
ic

h
ro

ck
y

pl
an

et
s

ob
se

rv
ed

by
T

E
SS

af
te

r3
0,

00
0

ru
ns

(M
on

te
C

ar
lo

m
et

ho
d)

.

E
xo

pl
an

et
M

p
R

p
S:

O
P

ro
t

a
D

2
D

3
S

eff
Pr

ob
.

C
M

F
M

M
F

IM
F

R
o`

R
eg

im
e

M
/M

⊕

G
J

14
3

b
22

.8
84
±

1.
18

6
2.

61
5±

0.
09

5
1:

1
35

.6
13

0.
19

1
0.

43
3

0.
82

3
5.

6
1.

00
0.

11
±

0.
02

0.
63
±

0.
10

0.
26
±

0.
12

5.
18
±

0.
47

M
ul

tip
.

0.
04
±

0.
01

H
D

10
82

36
b

3.
29

0±
0.

19
0∗

1.
61

5±
0.

02
9

1:
1

3.
79

6
0.

04
5

0.
79

2
1.

42
9

34
5.

3
0.

99
0.

11
±

0.
01

0.
65
±

0.
06

0.
24
±

0.
07

0.
48
±

0.
05

M
ul

tip
.

0.
04
±

0.
01

H
D

10
82

36
c

5.
02

0±
0.

28
8∗

2.
07

1±
0.

03
0

1:
1

6.
20

3
0.

06
3

0.
78

0
1.

42
9

17
9.

3
0.

99
0.

03
±

0.
01

0.
20
±

0.
08

0.
77
±

0.
09

0.
70
±

0.
07

M
ul

tip
.

0.
01
±

0.
00

2
H

D
11

01
13

b
4.

63
0±

0.
34

6
2.

02
6±

0.
06

0
1:

1
2.

54
1

0.
03

6
0.

88
1

1.
60

6
69

0.
0

0.
76

0.
03
±

0.
02

0.
20
±

0.
11

0.
77
±

0.
13

0.
25
±

0.
03

M
ul

tip
.

0.
02
±

0.
00

3
H

D
15

33
7

c
8.

52
2±

0.
90

3
2.

37
1±

0.
06

5
1:

1
17

.1
78

0.
12

6
0.

64
4

1.
20

1
29

.0
0.

75
0.

03
±

0.
02

0.
20
±

0.
11

0.
77
±

0.
13

2.
39
±

0.
24

M
ul

tip
.

0.
01
±

0.
00

2
H

D
20

78
97

b
14

.3
96
±

0.
92

5
2.

50
3±

0.
04

6
1:

1
16

.2
02

0.
11

7
0.

57
3

1.
07

1
26

.6
1.

00
0.

08
±

0.
01

0.
45
±

0.
08

0.
47
±

0.
09

2.
56
±

0.
26

M
ul

tip
.

0.
03
±

0.
01

H
D

23
47

2
c

10
.3

15
±

3.
78

1
2.

20
3±

0.
18

2
1:

1
29

.6
52

0.
17

1
0.

46
9

0.
89

1
8.

0
0.

59
0.

10
±

0.
04

0.
59
±

0.
22

0.
31
±

0.
25

5.
42
±

0.
54

M
ul

tip
.

0.
02
±

0.
00

3
H

D
63

43
3

b
5.

41
3±

0.
30

0∗
2.

13
0±

0.
05

0
1:

1
7.

10
8

0.
07

2
0.

80
2

1.
47

0
14

4.
6

0.
77

0.
03
±

0.
02

0.
16
±

0.
09

0.
81
±

0.
11

0.
76
±

0.
08

M
ul

tip
.

0.
01
±

0.
00

2
H

D
86

22
6

c
7.

28
5±

0.
66

6
2.

16
0±

0.
04

6
1:

1
3.

98
4

0.
04

9
0.

98
6

1.
79

8
48

0.
4

1.
00

0.
07
±

0.
02

0.
39
±

0.
11

0.
54
±

0.
13

0.
50
±

0.
05

M
ul

tip
.

0.
04
±

0.
01

H
IP

97
16

6
b

19
.9

96
±

0.
86

8
2.

74
0±

0.
07

5
1:

1
10

.2
89

0.
08

9
0.

64
4

1.
19

9
58

.6
1.

00
0.

07
±

0.
02

0.
40
±

0.
10

0.
53
±

0.
12

1.
42
±

0.
14

M
ul

tip
.

0.
05
±

0.
01

H
R

85
8

b
5.

09
4±

0.
28

6∗
2.

08
5±

0.
03

7
3:

2
2.

39
1

0.
04

8
1.

35
0

2.
44

0
10

37
0.

95
0.

03
±

0.
01

0.
18
±

0.
08

0.
79
±

0.
10

0.
23
±

0.
02

M
ul

tip
.

0.
02
±

0.
00

3
H

R
85

8
c

4.
48

4±
0.

25
9∗

1.
93

9±
0.

04
0

1:
1

5.
97

3
0.

06
7

1.
35

4
2.

44
0

51
0.

3
1.

00
0.

06
±

0.
02

0.
33
±

0.
09

0.
61
±

0.
10

0.
75
±

0.
08

M
ul

tip
.

0.
02
±

0.
00

3
H

R
85

8
d

5.
48

2±
0.

29
8∗

2.
14

9±
0.

04
3

3:
2

7.
48

7
0.

10
3

1.
34

8
2.

44
0

22
4.

9
0.

76
0.

02
±

0.
01

0.
14
±

0.
08

0.
84
±

0.
09

0.
76
±

0.
08

M
ul

tip
.

0.
01
±

0.
00

2
L

98
-5

9
b

0.
37

1±
0.

07
6

0.
86

4±
0.

03
0

1:
1

2.
25

3
0.

02
2

0.
11

5
0.

21
5

24
.4

0.
74

0.
12
±

0.
02

0.
68
±

0.
15

0.
20
±

0.
17

0.
20
±

0.
02

M
ul

tip
.

0.
01
±

0.
00

2
L

98
-5

9
c

2.
20

4±
0.

14
4

1.
40

7±
0.

04
4

1:
1

3.
69

1
0.

03
0

0.
10

9
0.

21
5

12
.6

0.
85

0.
12
±

0.
01

0.
72
±

0.
07

0.
16
±

0.
08

0.
44
±

0.
04

M
ul

tip
.

0.
03
±

0.
01

L
98

-5
9

d
1.

94
2±

0.
16

1
1.

53
1±

0.
06

2
1:

1
7.

45
1

0.
04

8
0.

11
0

0.
21

5
4.

9
0.

99
0.

06
±

0.
03

0.
38
±

0.
16

0.
56
±

0.
18

1.
10
±

0.
11

M
ul

tip
.

0.
01
±

0.
00

2
LT

T
14

45
A

b
1.

83
5±

0.
58

8
1.

39
9±

0.
07

1
3:

2
3.

57
3

0.
03

8
0.

09
7

0.
19

0
6.

4
0.

42
0.

10
±

0.
04

0.
61
±

0.
23

0.
29
±

0.
26

0.
52
±

0.
05

M
ul

tip
.

0.
02
±

0.
00

3
LT

T
37

80
c

8.
78

7±
0.

82
2

2.
30

2±
0.

08
8

1:
1

12
.2

52
0.

07
7

0.
12

3
0.

25
0

2.
6

0.
97

0.
06
±

0.
03

0.
33
±

0.
15

0.
61
±

0.
18

1.
83
±

0.
18

M
ul

tip
.

0.
02
±

0.
00

3
TO

I-
10

62
b

10
.1

39
±

0.
47

8
2.

26
8±

0.
05

4
1:

1
4.

11
3

0.
04

9
0.

67
2

1.
24

5
21

4.
9

1.
00

0.
08
±

0.
01

0.
49
±

0.
08

0.
43
±

0.
09

0.
50
±

0.
05

M
ul

tip
.

0.
08
±

0.
01

TO
I-

12
60

b
8.

61
8±

0.
81

3
2.

34
6±

0.
05

6
1:

1
3.

12
7

0.
03

6
0.

34
3

0.
66

5
91

.1
0.

95
0.

04
±

0.
02

0.
25
±

0.
12

0.
71
±

0.
13

0.
35
±

0.
05

M
ul

tip
.

0.
04
±

0.
01

TO
I-

12
66

b
14

.8
74
±

4.
64

5
2.

39
7±

0.
07

9
1:

1
10

.8
95

0.
07

4
0.

16
3

0.
32

6
4.

9
0.

74
0.

10
±

0.
04

0.
60
±

0.
22

0.
31
±

0.
26

1.
61
±

0.
16

M
ul

tip
.

0.
06
±

0.
01

TO
I-

12
66

c
2.

69
5±

0.
75

6
1.

57
5±

0.
07

8
1:

1
18

.8
01

0.
10

6
0.

16
7

0.
32

6
2.

4
0.

65
0.

10
±

0.
04

0.
57
±

02
2

0.
33
±

0.
26

3.
03
±

0.
30

M
ul

tip
.

0.
01
±

0.
00

2
TO

I-
16

34
b

4.
89

9±
0.

39
7

1.
79

0±
0.

04
6

1:
1

0.
98

9
0.

01
5

0.
17

0
0.

34
1

12
2.

9
1.

00
0.

11
±

0.
01

0.
65
±

0.
09

0.
24
±

0.
10

0.
10
±

0.
01

D
ip

ol
ar

2.
54
±

0.
51

TO
I-

16
85

b
3.

78
2±

0.
36

4
1.

70
0±

0.
04

1
1:

1
0.

66
9

0.
01

2
0.

17
5

0.
34

9
21

4.
9

1.
00

0.
10
±

0.
02

0.
61
±

0.
10

0.
29
±

0.
11

0.
06
±

0.
00

3
D

ip
ol

ar
1.

67
±

0.
33

TO
I-

17
49

b
2.

53
6±

0.
14

6∗
1.

49
2±

0.
06

4
1:

1
2.

38
8

0.
02

9
0.

26
5

0.
50

9
81

.3
0.

53
0.

11
±

0.
02

0.
67
±

0.
10

0.
22
±

0.
12

0.
28
±

0.
03

M
ul

tip
.

0.
04
±

0.
01

TO
I-

17
49

d
15

.0
0±

0.
00

2.
52

0±
0.

08
6

1:
1

9.
05

1
0.

07
1

0.
25

9
0.

50
9

13
.7

1.
00

0.
08
±

0.
02

0.
46
±

0.
11

0.
46
±

0.
13

1.
29
±

0.
13

M
ul

tip
.

0.
05
±

0.
01

TO
I-

17
8

c
4.

63
4±

0.
34

8
1.

70
3±

0.
05

0
1:

1
3.

23
8

0.
03

7
0.

35
8

0.
68

9
95

.5
0.

73
0.

12
±

0.
01

0.
74
±

0.
07

0.
14
±

0.
08

0.
41
±

0.
04

M
ul

tip
.

0.
07
±

0.
01

TO
I-

18
07

b
4.

13
8±

0.
23

9∗
1.

84
9±

0.
02

5
1:

1
0.

54
9

0.
01

2
0.

45
0

0.
84

5
14

86
1.

00
0.

07
±

0.
01

0.
42
±

0.
06

0.
51
±

0.
08

0.
05
±

0.
01

D
ip

ol
ar

1.
20
±

0.
24

TO
I-

22
57

b
5.

61
4±

0.
30

8∗
2.

15
9±

0.
04

8
5:

2
14

.0
76

0.
14

5
0.

10
9

0.
22

1
0.

68
0.

64
0.

02
±

0.
01

0.
15
±

0.
09

0.
83
±

0.
10

1.
60
±

0.
40

M
ul

tip
.

0.
01
±

0.
00

2
TO

I-
23

7
b

2.
68

6±
0.

15
6∗

1.
48

3±
0.

04
6

1:
1

5.
43

6
0.

03
4

0.
06

6
0.

13
3

3.
6

0.
62

0.
12
±

0.
01

0.
72
±

0.
07

0.
16
±

0.
08

0.
71
±

0.
07

M
ul

tip
.

0.
03
±

0.
01

TO
I-

43
1

c
2.

83
1±

0.
21

5
1.

52
6±

0.
06

0
1:

1
4.

84
9

0.
05

2
0.

50
5

0.
93

5
99

.5
0.

66
0.

12
±

0.
02

0.
69
±

0.
10

0.
19
±

0.
11

0.
64
±

0.
06

M
ul

tip
.

0.
03
±

0.
01

TO
I-

45
1

b
4.

37
4±

0.
25

2∗
1.

91
0±

0.
07

0
1:

1
1.

85
9

0.
02

9
0.

75
9

1.
38

8
77

8.
9

1.
00

0.
06
±

0.
02

0.
36
±

0.
14

0.
58
±

0.
16

0.
19
±

0.
02

M
ul

tip
.

0.
04
±

0.
01

TO
I-

56
1

b
1.

59
0±

0.
20

8
1.

42
3±

0.
03

8
1:

1
0.

44
7

0.
01

1
0.

73
2

1.
30

9
51

67
1.

00
0.

07
±

0.
03

0.
44
±

0.
15

0.
49
±

0.
17

0.
04
±

0.
00

2
D

ip
ol

ar
0.

41
±

0.
08

TO
I-

56
1

d
11

.9
62
±

0.
73

5
2.

52
9±

0.
07

5
1:

1
25

.6
20

0.
15

7
0.

71
0

1.
30

9
23

.4
0.

99
0.

05
±

0.
02

0.
27
±

0.
12

0.
68
±

0.
14

4.
44
±

0.
44

M
ul

tip
.

0.
01
±

0.
00

2
TO

I-
56

1
e

16
.0

03
±

1.
32

7
2.

67
0±

0.
06

4
1:

1
77

.2
29

0.
32

8
0.

71
0

1.
30

9
5.

4
1.

00
0.

05
±

0.
02

0.
31
±

0.
11

0.
64
±

0.
13

15
.2

7±
1.

53
M

ul
tip

.
0.

01
±

0.
00

2
TO

I-
76

3
b

9.
79

3±
0.

45
2

2.
28

0±
0.

06
4

1:
1

5.
60

6
0.

06
0

0.
74

8
1.

38
0

17
7.

8
1.

00
0.

08
±

0.
02

0.
45
±

0.
10

0.
47
±

0.
11

0.
79
±

0.
08

M
ul

tip
.

0.
05
±

0.
01

TO
I-

77
6

b
4.

02
1±

0.
51

1
1.

84
7±

0.
07

4
1:

1
8.

24
7

0.
06

5
0.

22
4

0.
44

2
11

.7
0.

97
0.

07
±

0.
03

0.
40
±

0.
17

0.
53
±

0.
20

1.
12
±

0.
11

M
ul

tip
.

0.
01
±

0.
00

2
TO

I-
77

6
c

5.
48

9±
0.

96
6

2.
00

8±
0.

07
8

1:
1

15
.6

65
0.

10
0

0.
22

2
0.

44
2

5.
0

0.
88

0.
07
±

0.
03

0.
39
±

0.
18

0.
54
±

0.
21

2.
40
±

0.
24

M
ul

tip
.

0.
01
±

0.
00

2
TO

I-
82

4
b

18
.6

08
±

1.
06

2
2.

86
5±

0.
07

8
1:

1
1.

39
3

0.
02

2
0.

42
7

0.
81

3
40

5.
1

0.
65

0.
03
±

0.
02

0.
18
±

0.
10

0.
79
±

0.
12

0.
12
±

0.
01

D
ip

ol
ar

1.
68
±

0.
34

TO
I-

84
9

b
39

.4
09
±

1.
47

3
3.

40
6±

0.
04

7
1:

1
0.

76
6

0.
01

6
0.

75
1

1.
38

9
25

03
0.

55
0.

02
±

0.
01

0.
09
±

0.
05

0.
89
±

0.
06

0.
04
±

0.
01

D
ip

ol
ar

1.
29
±

0.
52

pi
M

en
c

4.
85

5±
0.

47
1

2.
04

0±
0.

02
8

1:
1

6.
26

8
0.

06
8

1.
08

7
1.

96
8

30
7.

3
0.

94
0.

04
±

0.
02

0.
22
±

0.
10

0.
74
±

0.
12

0.
73
±

0.
07

M
ul

tip
.

0.
01
±

0.
00

2

Article number, page 19 of 20



A&A proofs: manuscript no. text_document
N

ot
es

.M
p

is
th

e
pl

an
et

ar
y

m
as

sn
or

m
al

iz
ed

to
th

e
E

ar
th

m
as

s.
T

ho
se

va
lu

es
hi

gh
lig

ht
ed

w
ith

an
as

te
ri

sk
ha

ve
be

en
es

tim
at

ed
fo

llo
w

in
g

(C
he

n
&

K
ip

pi
ng

20
17

).
R

p
is

th
e

pl
an

et
ar

y
ra

di
us

no
rm

al
iz

ed
to

th
e

E
ar

th
ra

di
us

.S
:O

sh
ow

s
th

e
Sp

in
:O

rb
it

re
so

na
nc

e.
P

ro
t

is
th

e
pl

an
et

ar
y

ro
ta

tio
na

lp
er

io
d

in
da

ys
.a

,D
2

an
d

D
3

ar
e

re
sp

ec
tiv

el
y

ar
e

th
e

se
m

i-
m

aj
or

ax
is

,i
nn

er
an

d
ou

te
rb

ou
nd

ar
ie

s
of

th
e

H
Z

ex
pr

es
se

d
in

A
.U

.S
eff

is
no

rm
al

iz
ed

m
ea

n
eff

ec
tiv

e
flu

x
co

ns
id

er
in

g
or

bi
ta

le
cc

en
tr

ic
ity

.P
ro

b.
It

is
th

e
pr

ob
ab

ili
ty

of
be

in
g

w
at

er
-r

ic
h

ro
ck

y
pl

an
et

.A
ll

th
e

pl
an

et
s

ar
e

tid
al

ly
lo

ck
ed

.E
rr

or
s

in
th

e
ro

ta
tio

na
lp

er
io

d
ha

ve
no

tb
ee

n
in

cl
ud

ed
be

ca
us

e
th

ey
ar

e
so

sm
al

lt
ha

tt
he

y
ha

ve
no

im
pa

ct
on

th
e

m
ag

ne
tic

pr
op

er
tie

s
of

ex
op

la
ne

ts
.

Article number, page 20 of 20


