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ABSTRACT

It is well-known that the cores of massive stars sustain a stellar dynamo with a complex magnetic
field configuration. However, the same cannot be said for the field’s strength and geometry at the
convective-radiative boundary, which are crucial when performing asteroseismic inference. In this
Letter, we present three-dimensional (3D) magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) simulations of a 7 M⊙ mid-
main sequence star, with particular attention given to the convective-radiative boundary in the near-
core region. Our simulations reveal that the toroidal magnetic field is significantly stronger than the
poloidal field in this region, contrary to recent assumptions. Moreover, the rotational shear layer, also
important for asteroseismic inference, is specifically confined within the extent of the Brunt–Väisälä
frequency peak. These results, which are based on the inferred properties of HD 43317, have widespread
implications for asteroseismic studies of rotation, mixing and magnetism in stars. While we expect our
results to be broadly applicable across stars with similar Brunt–Väisälä frequency profiles and stellar
masses, we also expect the MHD parameters (e.g. Rem) and the initial stellar rotation rate to impact
the geometry of the field and differential rotation at the convective-radiative interface.

1. INTRODUCTION

Stars born with masses above about 1.2 M⊙ have a
convective core and radiative envelope during the main
sequence, with the fluid motions in the core exhibiting
turbulent convection. This process sets up a magnetic
dynamo in the core, the strength of which is influenced
mainly by rotation rate. The study of the stellar dy-
namos has been extensive, both analytically (Pitts &
Tayler 1985; Spruit 1999; Zahn et al. 2007; Augustson
et al. 2019; Charbonneau & Sokoloff 2023) and numeri-
cally (Brun et al. 2005; Zahn et al. 2007; Browning 2008;
Featherstone et al. 2009, 2011; Augustson et al. 2016).
Currently, there are a number of uncertainties in stel-

lar structure theory to be resolved. Among these are the
mechanisms responsible for setting stars’ rotation and
chemical mixing profiles, and interior magnetic fields.
One particularly important uncertainty is the amount of
convective-boundary mixing (CBM) at the interface be-
tween convective cores and radiative envelopes in main-
sequence massive stars, which can provide fresh hydro-
gen to the nuclear-burning core and extend the main-
sequence lifetime by upwards of 25% (Bowman 2020).
CBM and more generally interior rotation and mixing
processes are controlled by largely uncalibrated prescrip-
tions in one-dimensional (1D) stellar evolution models.
Whereas, magnetic fields are often neglected entirely ow-
ing to their complexity, and yet have been inferred in-
directly to impact the amount of CBM (Briquet et al.

2012). Only recently have we been able to diagnose
interior magnetic fields thanks to the study of stellar
pulsations — asteroseismology (Aerts et al. 2010).
There has been a great deal of advancement in un-

derstanding the rotation and mixing profiles of stars
thanks to asteroseismology (Aerts 2021). The high-
radial order gravity modes in slowly pulsating B-type
(SPB; 3 ≲ M ≲ 8 M⊙) stars are particularly sensitive to
the Brunt–Väisälä peak just outside the convective core,
and reveal precise core masses and near-core rotation
rates (Moravveji et al. 2015, 2016; Pápics et al. 2017;
Szewczuk et al. 2021; Michielsen et al. 2021; Pedersen
et al. 2021). However, asteroseismic studies of SPB stars
have generally assumed rigid interior rotation profiles,
and have also not considered the impact of an interior
magnetic field. The exception to this is HD 43317 which
is the only confirmed magnetic SPB star to have un-
dergone forward asteroseismic modelling (Pápics et al.
2012; Briquet et al. 2013; Buysschaert et al. 2017, 2018).
Recently, Lecoanet et al. (2022) used the best-fitting
asteroseismic model of Buysschaert et al. (2018) and
dedalus (Burns et al. 2020) to solve the linear eigen-
value problem assuming a purely dipolar interior mag-
netic field geometry to constrain an upper limit of the
near-core field strength of HD 43317 as approximately
5 × 105 G. This result, whilst being an important step
forward in the novel field of magneto-asteroseismology
(Bowman 2023), assumed the magnetic field geometry
and a rigid radial rotation profile, which are simplifi-
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cations if compared to previous numerical simulations.
In this Letter, we perform 3D MHD simulations of a
7-M⊙ mid-main sequence star and reveal the magnetic
field geometry and rotational profile at the core-envelope
boundary in such massive stars.

2. NUMERICAL SETUP

Our 3D spherical simulations are done using
RAYLEIGH (Featherstone & Hindman 2016; Feather-
stone et al. 2022; Matsui et al. 2016), an open-source
pseudospectral code which solves the MHD equations in
the anelastic approximation. The discretisation is done
with a finite-difference scheme in the radial direction and
spherical harmonics in the horizontal directions. The
whole simulation domain is resolved with 2400 radial
(r) grid points, 256 grid points in the polar (θ) direction
and 512 grids in the azimuthal (ϕ) direction, equivalent
to a spherical harmonic ℓmax = 170. The code imple-
ments parallel frameworks using Message Passing Inter-
face (MPI) and Open Multi-Processing (OpenMP) to
achieve efficient scaling to more than 10000 cores. The
simulation solves the MHD equations:

The radial velocity, vr, together with the latitudinal
velocity, vθ, and the azimuthal velocity, vϕ, form the ve-
locity vector, v. The radial, polar and azimuthal mag-
netic fields, represented by Br, Bθ and Bϕ respectively,
form the magnetic field vector, B. S and P are the per-
turbation entropy and pressure, respectively. The quan-
tities with an overline are the radially dependent refer-
ence state values density, ρ, specific pressure heat capac-

ity, cP , gravity, g, temperature, T , entropy, S, thermal
diffusivity, κ, magnetic diffusivity, η, and viscosity, ν.
The reference input state data are taken from the 1D

stellar evolution code Modules for Stellar Astrophysics
(MESA; Paxton et al. 2011, 2013; Paxton et al. 2015;
Paxton et al. 2018, 2019; r23.05.01) for an input model
of a 7 M⊙ star in the middle of the main sequence. The
middle of the main-sequence here is defined to be when
the central hydrogen mass fraction of the evolving star
is Xc = 0.35. For the MESA simulations, we set the
stellar metallicity, Z, to be equal to the solar value of
Z = 0.02, the mixing-length parameter to be 1.8 and
the convective overshoot profile is set to exponential (cf.
Buysschaert et al. 2018). Lastly, the stellar rotation
rate, Ω0, was initially set to a solid body rotation rate
of 1.8×10−5 rad s−1 (i.e. 4.04 d/11.5% critical breakup
velocity), which is slower than that of HD 43317.
Figure 1 shows the smoothed Brunt–Väisälä fre-

quency, thermal diffusivity profiles and density of the
reference state model. To obtain these, we perform a cu-
bic spline interpolation to the output of the MESA mod-
els and used the Hann function as a window to smooth
all abrupt variations in the profiles. Furthermore, we
clip the profiles between 1% and 90% of the total stellar
radius (Rstar) to avoid numerical instabilities due to the
large density stratification near the stellar surface. The
middle panel displays the square of Brunt–Väisälä or
the buoyancy frequency, an output from MESA used to
calculate dS/dr (see Eq. (2)) in the radiation zone. The
inclusion of the Brunt–Väisälä spike at the convective-
radiative interface, left over from the receding convective
core, has also not been investigated in previous studies.
These are crucial differences that allow these simulations
to better inform asteroseismology, which is extremely
sensitive to this region (Bowman 2020).
The bottom panel of Fig. 1, shows the different values

of the diffusivities and viscosity used in our MHD sim-
ulations. In the convection zone, we have used a much
higher thermal diffusivity, at 7×1012 cm2 s−1, shown by
the green line, than the stellar thermal diffusivity gener-
ated by MESA, shown by the red line. This is also true
for the viscosity, at also 7× 1012 cm2 s−1, and the mag-
netic diffusivity, at 2.5×1012 cm2 s−1, which was done to
ensure numerical stability. At the convective-radiative
boundary, we decrease the diffusivities since they are
meant to mimic “turbulent” diffusivities and would be
physically smaller in the radiative region. We reduce
κ to match the realistic thermal diffusivity profiles to-
wards the top of the domain. The viscosity and mag-
netic diffusivity profiles are then decreased to match the
thermal diffusivity profiles up to approximately 0.592
Rstar, where both the viscosity and magnetic diffusiv-
ity profiles are set to a constant value of 1 × 1011 cm2

s−1 towards the top of the domain. Table 1 provides a
summary of the parameter space of our model.

3. MAGNETIC FIELD EVOLUTION
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Parameters Values (in cgs units)

Rdomain/cm 3.04 ×1011

RCZ/cm 4.04 ×1010

τrot/days 4.04

τsim/days 275

cs/cm s−1 2.0× 106 (minimum)

CZ RZ

vrms/cm s−1 82300 cm s−1 1130 cm s−1

Re 823

Rem 1320

Ro 0.718

τκ/days 3090 14400/1.18 ×109

τη/days 7410 7.82×107/1.18 ×109

τCZ/days 6.62

Table 1. Stellar model parameters. The radius of the sim-

ulation domain and the convection zone are represented by

Rdomain and RCZ, respectively. τrot and τsim are the rota-

tional period and total simulation time, whilst cs is min-

imum sound speed in the whole domain. Under the con-

vection zone (CZ) and radiation zone (RZ) headers, vrms is

the root-mean-square velocity. The Reynold’s and magnetic

Reynold’s numbers are represented by Re and Rem, while

the Rossby number by Ro. The thermal diffusion timescale is

τκ = L2/κ and the magnetic diffusion timescale is τη = L2/η,

where L is either the size of the convection zone or the radi-

ation zone. τCZ is the convective timescale and is calculated

as RCZ/vrms.

We begin by solving only the hydrodynamical equa-
tions to allow the onset of stellar convection until steady-
state velocities are reached. Once the simulation reaches
this stage, we introduce a weak dipolar magnetic field
of strength ∼ 1 G and solve the full MHD equations.
The interaction between the convective motions and the
magnetic field leads to large increases in the magnetic
energy in the convective core as the dynamo is estab-
lished. In the radiative zone the large scale dipole field
decays on a magnetic diffusion timescale, which is much
larger than our total simulation time (see τsim and τη in
Table 1).
Figure 2 shows the magnetic streamlines when the

magnetic field is in steady-state, where we observe a
complex magnetic field structure in the core, surrounded
by a dipolar field in the radiation zone. The mag-
netic field inside the core is sustained by a magnetic
dynamo, generated by the convective motions. Start-
ing from the convective-radiative boundary, where the
Brunt–Väisälä frequency is zero (see Fig. 1), the mag-
netic field strength decreases with radius until it matches
the imposed large-scale dipolar magnetic field. However,
close to the boundary, Fig. 2 shows that the magnetic
field is dominated by streamlines in the azimuthal di-

Figure 1. Reference state density, ρ (top panel), Brunt–

Väisälä frequency squared (middle panel) and various diffu-

sivity profiles (bottom panel) as functions of stellar radius

in units of total stellar radius, Rstar. The solid, grey vertical

lines show the extent of the Brunt–Väisälä frequency peak

and the inset shows a zoom-in of this peak. The viscosity

profile coincides exactly with the thermal diffusivity profile

up to 0.6 Rstar.

rection, representative of a strong toroidal field in that
region.

4. NEAR-CORE MAGNETIC FIELD GEOMETRY

The main aim of this work is to determine the mag-
netic field geometry at the core-envelope boundary of a
mid-main sequence massive star, so we start with a time
snapshot of the magnetic field configuration at different
shells (radii) after the system has evolved (see Fig. 3).
This time was chosen to be within the steady-state evo-
lution of both the averaged kinetic and magnetic en-
ergies inside the convection zone, which were reached
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Figure 2. Magnetic field geometry from our simulations.

The gold-blue magnetic field lines show a predominantly

dipolar field geometry within the radiative envelope, whereas

the dark blue-red-green magnetic field lines show a more

complex magnetic field structure inside the convective core.

within 30 days for the kinetic energy and 50 days for
the magnetic energy. At this point, the average mag-
netic field is around 100 kG in the convection zone and
lower in the shear layer, dropping to the imposed 10 G
at the top of the shear layer. Note that this is within the
upper limit constraint of 500 kG placed on HD 43317.
We show the ratio of the toroidal to poloidal compo-
nents of the magnetic field, mainly to demonstrate the
changes to the field geometry, using Mollweide projec-
tion plots in this figure. The first row shows that there is
more energy in the poloidal components of the magnetic
field compared to the energy in the toroidal component
deeper inside the convection core. As the radius ap-
proaches 0.12 Rstar, which is the location where N = 0,
we observe more energy in the toroidal magnetic field.
Moving past this boundary into the Brunt–Väisälä fre-
quency peak, we observe a larger surface area of the
shell, having a ratio of toroidal to poloidal energies that
exceeds unity. At r = 0.127 Rstar, the ratio of toroidal
to poloidal field peaks with BT /BP > 10 almost over
the whole shell. This is true up to r = 0.149 Rstar and
at radii larger than this, the poloidal field starts to dom-
inate again, as the ratio of energies starts to fall below
unity over the whole shell.
The randomly-spread poloidal and toroidal energies

inside the convection core generally follow the pat-
tern of convective fluid motions. However, around
the convective-radiative boundary, a strong shear layer
forms within the Brunt–Väisälä frequency peak, perpen-
dicular to the stellar rotational axis (see Figure 5). The

rotation profile is columnar, exhibiting a strong radial
differential rotation at the interface, with prograde flow
at lower latitudes and retrograde motion at higher lat-
itudes. The radial shear drags magnetic field lines in
the azimuthal direction, causing the toroidal magnetic
field to become stronger within the shear layer (Pitts &
Tayler 1985; Zahn et al. 2007). The latitudinal differ-
ential rotation causes the toroidal field to change sign
at mid-latitudes. Figure 4 shows the Mollweide projec-
tions at different times as different rows, and for differ-
ent radii as different columns. In the first column, where
the shells are located just below the convective-radiative
boundary, there are no large differences in the mag-
netic field energy distribution between the toroidal and
poloidal components. As we move into the shear layer
within the Brunt–Väisälä peak, the toroidal field energy
begins to dominate over time at all latitudes. Further
inside the Brunt–Väisälä frequency peak, regions that
are initially dominated by the poloidal field can be seen
to become to more dominated by the toroidal field, away
from the equatorial plane.
In Fig. 5, we show the shell-averaged radial profiles

of the ratio of toroidal to poloidal magnetic energies
(solid lines), alongside the azimuthal velocity squared,
relative to the rotating frame (dashed lines) at different
times. Within the convection zone, the ratios range from
10-100, but vary dramatically as seen in Fig. 4. Mov-
ing into the convective-radiative interface, demarcated
by the Brunt–Väisälä frequency peak, the toroidal field
dominates throughout. The toroidal field is generally
100 times stronger than the poloidal field and maps re-
gions of strong azimuthal shear, as expected. Outside
this region, within the bulk of the radiation zone, the
(seed) poloidal field dominates.
Within the shear layer, we also find that, at steady-

state evolution, the ratio of the magnetic energy to the
kinetic energy ranges between 0.15 and 0.4. These ratios
are fairly low, and hence the magnetic field strength is
not large enough to reduce the hydrodynamically-driven
differential rotation in the region. However, at larger
rotation rates, where a larger field might be induced,
the near-core differential rotation could be reduced by
magnetic tension.

5. CONCLUSIONS

We present 3D spherical MHD simulations of the in-
ternal fluid and magnetic field evolution of a mid-main
sequence 7 M⊙ star at 11.5% the critical breakup veloc-
ity. The simulations were run with RAYLEIGH using
reference state data from the 1D stellar evolution code
MESA. The simulation domain covers between 1% to
90% of the total stellar radius, and the initial magnetic
seed was set as a weak dipole field.
We find that the geometry of the magnetic field

evolves and changes from its original dipolar configu-
ration to a more complex configuration inside the con-
vection zone, due to the action of the stellar dynamo,
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Figure 3. Mollweide plots showing the ratio of the toroidal magnetic field energy to poloidal field energy, BT2/BP2 as functions

of latitudes and longitudes over a sphere. The plots in the top row show the ratios inside the convection zone. At 0.12 Rstar,

the Brunt–Väisälä frequency is approximately 0 Hz. The remaining plots show the ratios inside the Brunt–Väisälä frequency

peak from its maximum value at 0.127 Rstar to just outside the peak at 0.176 Rstar (see Fig. 1).

whilst remaining unaffected in the radiation zone. At
the convective-radiative interface, the ratio of toroidal
to poloidal field increases with time, which is driven
by the shear between the regions. We also observe a
latitudinal dependence consistent with the same shear
flow that coincides exactly with the peak in the Brunt–
Väisälä frequency profile. These results apply to specific
stellar and MHD parameters (e.g. Rem and initial rota-
tion rates). A faster initial rotation or a larger Reynolds
number could both lead to a stronger magnetic field,
which could reduce differential rotation across the BVF
peak. Therefore, a broader parameter study is required
to ascertain the variety of behaviour possible.
The Brunt–Väisälä frequency peak just outside the

convective core is precisely the region that asteroseismol-
ogy of pulsation modes in SPB stars is most sensitive to
(Bowman 2020). Not many main-sequence stars born
with a convective core have been investigated for the
amount of differential radial rotation within the Brunt–
Väisälä frequency peak (e.g. Aerts et al. 2003; Van
Reeth et al. 2018; Burssens et al. 2023), but such work
generally requires the extent and shape of the shear layer
to be assumed. Recently, Burssens et al. (2023) was

the first to test the impact of this assumption on the
resultant differential rotation profiles for the mid-main
sequence 12M⊙ star HD 192575. They demonstrated
the significant impact on the inferred core-to-envelope
rotation ratio when assuming the shear layer to be ei-
ther the width of the Brunt–Väisälä frequency or the
(much) smaller CBM region. The former was shown to
provide the statistically better fit, which is supported by
2D structure models by Mombarg et al. (2023) and our
3D MHD simulations presented in this work.
To date, only a single asteroseismic study has probed

the properties of an interior magnetic field deep inside
an SPB star. Assuming a purely dipolar field geometry
and a rigid rotation profile for the mid-main sequence
SPB star HD 43317 (Buysschaert et al. 2018), an upper
limit of the near-core magnetic field was constrained to
be 5× 105 G (Lecoanet et al. 2022). Furthermore, there
are currently no forward modelling results that directly
include magnetic fields. Parameter studies of massive
stars that include the impact of a magnetic field in-
clude Prat et al. (2019, 2020) and Van Beeck et al.
(2020), which show significant differences in pulsation
mode frequencies when using a perturbative approach
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Figure 4. The ratios of the toroidal magnetic field energy to poloidal field energy, BT2/BP2 as functions of latitudes and

longitudes at different times (rows) and different radii (columns).

Figure 5. The shell-averaged ratios of the toroidal magnetic

field energy to poloidal field energy, BT2/BP2 (solid lines)

and azimuthal velocities (dashed lines) as a function of ra-

dius. The different colours represent different points in time

during the simulation. The solid, grey vertical lines repre-

sent the extent of the Brunt–Väisälä frequency peak.

with a mixed poloidal and toroidal magnetic field topol-
ogy. In our work, we provide numerical evidence that the
magnetic field topology for such stars in the near-core

region is predominantly toroidal. Moreover, we demon-
strate that the location of the shear layer and the pre-
dominantly toroidal magnetic field geometry is within
the Brunt–Väisälä frequency peak for a representative
mid-main sequence massive star. These results are im-
portant for future forward-asteroseismic modelling stud-
ies that aim to constrain interior rotation rates, mixing
profiles, and interior magnetic fields for stars born with
convective cores.
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