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ABSTRACT

Context. With ESA’s PLATO space mission set for launch in December 2026, a new photometric legacy and a future of new scientific
discoveries await. By exploring scientific topics distinct from the core science program, the PLATO complementary science program
(PLATO-CS) provides a unique opportunity to maximise the scientific yield of the mission.
Aims. In this work we investigate PLATO’s potential for observing pulsating stars across the Hertzsprung–Russell diagram, distinct
from the core science program. Specifically, a PLATO mock asteroseismic catalogue (MOCKA) of intermediate to massive stars is
presented as a benchmark to highlight the asteroseismic yield of PLATO-CS in a quantitative way. MOCKA includes simulations of
β Cephei, slowly pulsating B (SPB), δ Scuti, γ Doradus, RR Lyrae, Cepheid, hot subdwarf, and white dwarf stars. In particular, main-
sequence gravity (g) mode pulsators are of interest as some of these stars form an important foundation for the scientific calibration
of PLATO. Their pulsation modes primarily probe the radiative region near the convective core boundary, thus making them unique
stellar laboratories to study the deep internal structure of stars.
Methods. MOCKA is based on a magnitude limited (G ≲ 17) Gaia catalogue and is a product of realistic end-to-end PlatoSim
simulations of stars for the first PLATO pointing field in the Southern hemisphere, which will be observed for a minimally 2-yr
duration. Being a state-of-the-art hare-and-hound detection exercise, the simulations of this project explore the impact of spacecraft
systematics and stellar contamination for on-board PLATO light curves.
Results. We demonstrate for the first time PLATO’s ability to detect and recover the oscillation modes for main-sequence g-mode
pulsators. We show that an abundant spectrum of frequencies is achievable across a wide range of magnitudes and co-pointing PLATO
cameras. Within the magnitude limited regimes simulated (G ≲ 14 for γ Doradus stars and G ≲ 16 for SPB stars) the dominant g-
mode frequency is recovered in more than 95% of the cases. Furthermore, an increased spacecraft noise budget impacts the recovery
of g modes more than stellar contamination by variable stars.
Conclusions. MOCKA help us to understand the limits of the PLATO mission as well as highlight the opportunities to push astro-
physics beyond current stellar models. All data products of this paper are made available to the community for further exploration.
The key data products of MOCKA are the magnitude limited Gaia catalogue of the first PLATO pointing field, together with fully
reduced light curves from multi-camera observations for each pulsation class.

Key words. Methods: numerical – Techniques: photometric – Stars: oscillations – Asteroseismology

1. Introduction

PLAnetary Transits and Oscillation of stars (PLATO; Rauer et al.
2014, under review) is the next medium-class ESA mission ded-
icated to space photometry. With a payload utilising a multi-
telescopic design (covering a sky area of 2132 deg2; Pertenais
et al. 2021), PLATO will monitor about a quarter of a million
bright stars (V < 15 mag) over its nominal 4-yr mission dura-
tion. The primary aim of PLATO’s core science program is to
discover and characterise Earth-like planets orbiting in the hab-
itable zone of Sun-like stars.

Space-based missions like PLATO deliver exquisite photo-
metric quality over long baselines valuable for studying a zoo
of variable phenomena. Indeed, experience from dedicated space
photometers like MOST (Walker et al. 2003), CoRoT (Auvergne
et al. 2009), Kepler (Borucki et al. 2010), and TESS (Ricker et al.
2015) have shown that, even with a minimal observational bud-
get, the scientific outcome of these missions extends well be-
yond the primary science goals. To exploit the full potential of
the PLATO mission for scientific topics that are distinct from the
core science program, the PLATO complementary science pro-
gram (PLATO-CS) has been designed (Tkachenko et al. 2024;
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Aerts & Tkachenko 2024). With 8% of PLATO’s telemetry bud-
get being offered to the Guest Observer (GO) program through
open competitive calls to the community (Heras 2024), PLATO-
CS will play a crucial role in preparing these calls.

To help explore the potential of the different variable phe-
nomena of PLATO-CS (grouped into dedicated mission work
packages)1, simulations provide essential diagnostic quantities
before mission launch. Common for all PLATO’s scientific dis-
ciplines, the underlying internal and external noise sources will
dictate how well the astrophysical signal can be preserved.
The impact of spacecraft systematics and data post-processing
strongly depends on the photometric signature (e.g. see high-
lights from previous photometric space missions by García et al.
2011; Handberg & Lund 2014; Vanderburg & Johnson 2014;
Aigrain et al. 2015; Lund et al. 2015; Aigrain et al. 2016; Luger
et al. 2016; Handberg et al. 2021; Lund et al. 2021; Maxted et al.
2022). Consequently, to validate the success of the PLATO-CS
we treat the following questions:

– Which instrument (normal versus fast cameras), data prod-
ucts (pixel imagettes versus light curves), and observing ca-
dence (2.5 s, 25 s, 50 s, and 600 s) are needed?

– How many cameras are minimally needed, and how does this
comply with the number density of star with different spec-
tral type across the field-of-view (FOV)?

– Given that the PLATO passband is designed for solar-type
dwarf and subgiant stars, what is the typical limiting magni-
tude for detecting variability of more massive and/or evolved
stars?

– What is the effect of spacecraft systematics, and how does
this depend on, for example the intra-pixel position of a tar-
get star on the detector, the radial distance away from the
optical axis of the pupil, or ageing effects of the cameras?

– What is the effect of stellar contamination, and how does this
interplay with instrumental systematics?

Ultimately, answering these (and many more) questions with
the usage of mock simulations gives a strong indication of the
expected outcome and, more importantly, the full potential of
PLATO-CS.

As an integrated part of the workforce providing diagnostics
for the ‘pulsating stars’ work package of PLATO-CS, we present
the PLATO mock asteroseismic catalogue (MOCKA). Since the
success of asteroseismic studies crucially depends on the detec-
tion and identification of as many stellar pulsation modes as pos-
sible (e.g. see reviews by Cunha et al. 2007; Aerts et al. 2010;
Chaplin & Miglio 2013; Hekker & Christensen-Dalsgaard 2017;
Aerts et al. 2019; Bowman 2020; Aerts 2021), MOCKA is the
first simulated catalogue to benchmark the asteroseismic poten-
tial of the mission. As we aim to provide a PLATO mock astero-
seismic catalogue for the PLATO-CS, the stars in question are all
more massive and/or more evolved than the Sun. With MOCKA,
we target eight classes of stellar pulsators with synthetic light
curves that are well suited to address questions related to the
photometric precision needed for seismic modelling. Table 1
shows the different pulsators of MOCKA and their generic as-
teroseismic characteristics.

This work focusses on γ Doradus (γDor) and slowly pulsat-
ing B-type (SPB) stars as they together form a critical bench-
mark sample of gravity (g) mode scientific calibrators for the
PLATO mission (Rauer et al. under review). Being late-A to
early-F spectral types, γDor stars are located on and near the
main sequence with masses between 1.3-2.0 M⊙, whereas SPB

1 https://fys.kuleuven.be/ster/research-projects/plato-cs

stars are typically found on the main sequence with masses be-
tween 2-8 M⊙ (Mombarg et al. 2024). Together with the pressure
(p) mode δ Scuti (δSct) pulsators, these mass regimes probe the
transition phases between convective versus radiative outer en-
velope (∼2 M⊙), which allows asteroseismic inferences of the
underlying physics (Aerts 2021).

The g modes of γDor and SPB stars primarily probe the ra-
diative region near the convective core boundary. In the asymp-
totic regime of low-frequency high-order, consecutive modes are
equally spaced in period and exhibit a characteristic period Π0
(Shibahashi 1979; Tassoul 1980). The quasi regularity of the
modes in period allows the construction of a so-called period-
spacing pattern, which is a key diagnostic tool for unravelling
the physics of the stellar interior, such as the gradient in chem-
ical composition (e.g. Miglio et al. 2008; Degroote et al. 2010;
Moravveji et al. 2016; Mombarg et al. 2019), the near-core rota-
tion profile (e.g. Van Reeth et al. 2016; Ouazzani et al. 2017;
Pápics et al. 2017), the transport of angular momentum (e.g.
Kurtz et al. 2014; Saio et al. 2015; Van Reeth et al. 2018; Ouaz-
zani et al. 2019; Pedersen 2022), and recently stellar magnetism
(e.g. Van Beeck et al. 2020; Loi 2020; Mathis et al. 2021; Rui &
Fuller 2023).

In this paper, we provide a small general overview of
MOCKA in Sect. 2. We explain the generation of the stellar cat-
alogue in Sect. 3 and the models of variability in Sect. 4, which
are used as input for the simulations. Section 5 provides a de-
tailed explanation of the setup and the execution of the mock
simulations, together with the post-processing pipeline devel-
oped to provide the final data products (being light curves and
pulsation modes). Next, we present and discuss the results of re-
covering pulsation modes for g-mode pulsators in Sect. 6, and
finally, in Sect. 7 we conclude our findings in the context of the
future prospects for PLATO(-CS).

2. Overview of MOCKA

The MOCKA catalogue has been generated using the PLATO
camera simulator, PlatoSim2 (Jannsen et al. 2024). Specifi-
cally, the PlatoSim software package provides a toolkit dubbed
PLATOnium, which transforms PlatoSim (being a camera simu-
lator) into a mission simulator, meaning that realistic instrumen-
tal systematics for the entire payload are easily configured in a
coherent way in accordance to the number of co-pointing cam-
eras and the mission requirements. With PlatoSim being an ex-
tremely feature-rich pixel-based simulator, PLATOnium greatly
alleviates the manual process of setting up a new PlatoSim
project, meanwhile being designed for parallel computing. Aside
from instrumental systematics, the toolkit provides scripts to
generate custom stellar sky catalogues (either using the PLATO
input catalogues (PIC; Montalto et al. 2021) or the Gaia database
(Gaia Collaboration et al. 2016), and realistic models of stellar
variability (c.f. Sect. 4).

Compared to the PIC, which focusses on FGKM dwarf and
subgiant stars, the stellar catalogue used in this work is queried
from the third data release (DR3; Gaia Collaboration et al.
2023b) of the Gaia mission. Since the selection of the long-
duration observational phases (LOPs; Nascimbeni et al. 2022)
a slight modification has been made to the LOP south (LOPS1
→ LOPS2; Nascimbeni et al. subm.), which is the first definite
pointing for PLATO. The choice of using the Gaia catalogue
(as compared to a synthetic one) is based on: i) a more real-
istic distribution of relative pixel positions and brightnesses of

2 https://github.com/IvS-KULeuven/PlatoSim3
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Table 1. MOCKA’s arsenal of pressure (p) and gravity (g) mode pulsators. The first four columns display generic information about each pulsating
class. The last three columns show the number of stars (N⋆), the limiting magnitude (Pmax), and the final cadence (δt) of each sample simulated.

Variability Spectral Dominant Typical N⋆ Pmax δt
class type mode character periods [mag] [s]
Cepheid (Ceph) F6-K2 Low-order, radial p modes 1-300 d 2000 17 600
RR Lyrae (RR Lyr) F0-G9 Low-order, radial p modes 0.3-1.0 d 2000 17 600
Slowly pulsating B (SPB) B3-B9 High-order, non-radial g modes 0.2-3.2 d 4000 16 600
γ Doradus (γDor) F4-F0 High-order, non-radial g modes 0.2-3.0 d 4000 14 600
β Cephei (βCep) O8-B6 Low-order, p- and g modes 2.5-8.0 h 2000 16 50
δ Scuti (δSct) A0-F5 Low-order, non-radial p modes 0.2-8.0 h 4000 16 50
sdBV (V361 Hya, V1093 Her) B0-B9 Non-radial p- and g modes 1-180 min 17 × 10 17 25
White dwarf (WD: DA, DB, DO) D(OBA) High-order, non-radial g modes 0.5-25 min 30 × 10 17 25

Fig. 1. Illustration of the first PLATO pointing field called LOPS2.
The platform pointing (being parallel to the pointing of the two F-
CAMs; see magenta star) is centred at the equatorial coordinate (α, δ) =
(95.310 43◦,−47.886 93◦), with zero rotation with respect to the Galac-
tic equator. The N-CAM overlap of nCAM ∈ {6, 12, 18, 24} is illustrated
with an increasing darker shade of blue (also indicated in the white
boxes), and the blue, green, yellow, and red dot show the pointing of N-
CAM group one, two, three, and four, respectively. The black transpar-
ent map highlights dense sky regions such as the location of the Milky
Way plane, the Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC, encircled in orange),
and a few globular clusters (pink circles, from Harris 1996).

target stars with respect to stellar contaminants, and ii) a realis-
tic crowding metric (e.g. more massive pulsators are found in
crowded regions within the galactic thin disc; Bowman et al.
2022). In practice, the final LOPS2–Gaia DR3 catalogue was
generated from full-frame CCD images of PlatoSim while in-
jecting stars with 2 ≲ G ≲ 17 (c.f. Appendix A).

Figure 1 shows the LOPS2 pointing in equatorial coordinates
with the characteristic geometric feature of six co-pointing cam-
eras, situated in four camera groups each with an opening angle
of 9.2◦ relative to the platform pointing. The result is an overlap
of the FOV for the so-called normal cameras (N-CAMs) count-
ing nCAM ∈ {6, 12, 18, 24}. Figure 2 shows the colour absolute

Fig. 2. The colour absolute magnitude diagram (CaMD) of stars from
the LOPS2 (see Fig. 1) within 1 kpc from the Sun. Here G, GBP, and GRP
refer to the Gaia full-bandwidth, blue, and red passband, respectively.
Commonly known CaMD features are highlighted with coloured text.
Each of the coloured circles indicates the approximate region of a stellar
pulsation class that is a part of MOCKA.

magnitude diagram (CaMD) of stars from the LOPS2 within a
distance of 1 kpc from the Sun. The ellipses represent the ap-
proximate regions of where each pulsating class is expected to
be found.

Our catalogue contains three batches of simulated data for
each stellar sample:

1. Simulation batch (called Affogato) is a best-case scenario
where the instrumental systematics are ‘as expected’ and
stellar variability from nearby contaminant stars is excluded;

2. Simulation batch (called Cortado) is a worst-case scenario
regarding instrumental systematics but with ‘quiet’ stellar
contaminants, and;

3. Simulation batch (called Doppio) is a worst-case scenario
regarding variable stellar contaminants (with all contami-
nants being variable) but with instrumental systematics ‘as
expected’ by the mission.

Article number, page 3 of 40
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3. Stellar input catalogue

The LOPS2–Gaia DR3 catalogue shown in Fig. 1 contains
7,757,180 stars in the magnitude range 2 ≲ G ≲ 17 and forms
the base from which we construct a target catalogue for each
asteroseismic sample. Like any other survey, Gaia is magnitude
limited and suffers from several observational biases (e.g. Schön-
rich et al. 2019; Rybizki et al. 2022). To mitigate the inclusion of
artefacts in our stellar samples, we start from the Gaia CaMD,
shown in Fig. 2.

We first account for the extinction as measured in the Gaia
passband, AG (GSP-PHOT). Our catalogue contains 6,602,912
stars with an extinction measurement. We consider these as po-
tential target stars (c.f. Sect. 3.1). The remaining million or so
(typically faint) stars without an extinction value may be a stel-
lar contaminant. With an uncertain location in the CaMD, we
assume that all of these stars have a zero extinction and acknowl-
edge the small bias this may enforce in the target-to-contaminant
magnitude distribution of our simulations (c.f. Sect. 5.2).

Next we convert the stellar magnitudes from the Gaia G
passband to the PLATO N-CAM passband, P (for a passband
comparison, see Fig. 6 of Marchiori et al. 2019). The passband
conversion is derived from atlases of stellar atmospheric models
for dwarfs and giants (c.f. Appendix B, using the Gaia colour,
GBP −GRP). As shown in Fig. 2, we separate dwarfs from giants
using an upper CaMD boundary (with giants above the dotted
red line) and dwarfs from compact objects using a lower CaMD
boundary (with compact objects below the blue dotted line). De-
termined from a linear fit to the red clump, the gradient of the
boundary definitions is parallel to the direction of interstellar
reddening, such that MG ∝ 1.6 (GBP −GRP).

3.1. Target star sky catalogue

Before we start to refine each asteroseismic sample, we first
remove bright stars that will saturate the PLATO detectors.
Jannsen et al. (2024) showed that for stars of P ∼ 7.5 mag
charge bleeding results in a non-conservative photometric mea-
surement. Hence, we reject 3175 bright stars with P < 7.5 mag.
To keep the analysis simple, we only intend to simulate targets
as if they are all single stars. Following Penoyre et al. (2020), we
exclude binaries by rejecting stars with a reduced unit weight
error defined by Gaia in excess of 1.2. Moreover, we remove
all stars without a measurement of either {G, GBP−GRP, AG, ϖ}
and stars with extremely large relative parallax uncertainties (i.e.
σϖ/ϖ > 1). After all these cuts, we are left with 5,683,986 po-
tential target stars.

The base of each asteroseismic sample (except for compact
pulsators) is constructed from a query of all stars defined by the
ellipses of Fig. 2. Each ellipse was define based on known pul-
sators from Gaia Collaboration et al. (2019, Fig. 3). Since these
CaMD instability regions comply approximately with the mass
range of intermediate to massive stars, the on-sky crowding met-
ric per pulsation class is well conserved using this methodology.
Next, each sample is trimmed using the respective gross spectral
type ranges given in Table 1, except for γDor and δSct stars for
which further physical cuts are made (as we discuss in Sect. 3.2).

For each asteroseismic sample, we homogeneously assem-
bled N⋆ stars as indicated in the last column of Table 1. The
choice of N⋆ was set by the number of potential targets avail-
able in each class after all cuts. We required that each sam-
ple has an equal observability count of nCAM ∈ {6, 12, 18, 24}
while having an approximately uniform star count over the range
of apparent magnitudes 7.5 < P < 17. The upper magnitude

limit (Pmax, Table 1) was adjusted given the detectability of the
maximum amplitude for each type of pulsator. As an example,
even though both are gravito-inertial pulsators along the main
sequence, the γDor stars have lower amplitudes than the SPB
stars (Van Reeth et al. 2015; Pedersen et al. 2021), implying that
we simulated the former class only up to P = 14 while the lat-
ter up to P = 16. Each detection-magnitude threshold was set by
PLATO’s noise budget derived from a separate set of simulations
(c.f. Appendix C). To conform to these requirements, we use a
stellar magnitude histogram, corresponding to the four camera
visibilities, as the inverse weight to randomly draw N⋆/4 stars in
each nCAM-bin of each asteroseismic sample. We note that due
to the effective number of a available targets in our limited Gaia
catalogue, this methodology does not provide a perfect equal,
but sufficient, count over each nCAM–P range (see Appendix D).

3.2. Target star parameters

We define a stellar parameter space of each (target) star in or-
der to apply an instrumental amplitude correction (c.f. Sect. 4).
For this we need an estimate of the stellar mass, M, radius, R, lu-
minosity, L, effective temperature, Teff, surface gravity, logg, and
metallicity, [Fe/H]. In the following we provide a short summary
how the stellar parameter space of each asteroseismic sample
was created, while leaving an in depth description to Appendix D
for the interested reader.

At this stage, the majority of our target stars have {M, R,
Teff, log g, [Fe/H]} defined by Gaia. Due to the strong model
biases from the Gaia pipeline for these parameters regarding
massive and evolved stars (and to some degree for lower mass
dwarfs, e.g. Fritzewski et al. 2024), we only rely the Gaia FLAME
pipeline3 for the AF-type dwarfs, namely the γDor and δSct
samples. While the selection of γDor stars was guided by the
theoretical instability strip of Dupret et al. (2005, red lines of
Fig. 3), the δSct stars were established using the observational
instability strip of Murphy et al. (2019, orange lines of Fig. 3).
The parameter space of the SPB and βCep sample was artifi-
cially generated by defining a HRD polygon using evolutionary
tracks and instability strips of Burssens et al. (2020, blue and
purple lines of Fig. 3, respectively).

The parameter space of evolved stars was likewise artificially
created. For the sample of RR Lyrae and Cepheid pulsators, each
physical quantity was generated using a simple normal distribu-
tion while drawing the mean and standard deviations using lit-
erature results (see Table D.1 and D.2, respectively). For the hot
subdwarf B (sdB) and white dwarf (WD) pulsators, we also use
literature values wherever possible (see reference of Sect. 4.1.7).
Otherwise the parameter space was assigned using a best knowl-
edge estimate given the spectroscopic and/or photometric infor-
mation of each compact pulsator.

4. Models of variability

A huge number of stellar variables all across the CaMD have
been discovered by ground-based surveys, such as OGLE (Udal-
ski et al. 1992), and space-based missions, primarily by CoRoT,
Kepler, K2, TESS, and Gaia. In particular, Gaia Collaboration
et al. (2019) cross matched several of the above surveys with the
Gaia DR2 for the identification of variable sources. To avoid in-
troducing biases from sparse sampling and changing data quality
from one survey to another, we generate each variable model us-

3 https://gea.esac.esa.int/archive/documentation/GDR3/
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Fig. 3. HRD of the γDor and SPB (left panel), and δSct and βCep (right panel) stellar samples. The colour gradient indicates the stellar surface
gravity, and over-plotted are MIST evolutionary tracks (Choi et al. 2016). Solid lines indicate instability strips for gravity modes in the left
panel and pressure modes in the right panel. The red lines show the edges of the theoretical γDor instability strip from Dupret et al. (2005)
(corresponding to a mixing length of respectively αMLT = 2 (solid lines) and αMLT = 1.5 (dashed lines) in the left-hand plot). The orange lines
represent the observational δSct instability strip from Murphy et al. (2019). The blue and purple lines are the theoretical instability regions of SPB
and βCep stars, respectively, calculated by Burssens et al. (2020).

ing either a database of high-precision space-based photometric
measurements or a theoretical framework.

Following the former option means finding a suitable sample
for which pulsation modes (frequency, amplitude, and phase) can
be used more broadly in a statistical sense. Then, starting from
an equidistant time series, t (with a sampling of δt = 25 s, and
a duration of ∆t = 2 yr), we use a slightly modified formalism
from Van Reeth et al. (2015) to create each light curve:

F(t) = A
[

f (t)
max[ f (t)]

−

〈
f (t)

max[ f (t)]

〉]
, (1)

with

f (t) =

1 + 1
A

N∑
i=1

ai sin (2π νi t + ϕi)

γ . (2)

Here every ith pulsation mode has a cyclic frequency, ν (together
with an angular frequency ω = 2π ν and period P = 2π/ω =
1/ν), an amplitude, a, and a phase, ϕ. A is the maximum peak-to-
peak amplitude of the light curve, and the index, γ, describes the
asymmetry of the pulsations in the time domain. We use γ = 2.2
for γDor and SPB stars (Van Reeth et al. 2015) and otherwise a
power of unity.4 Furthermore, throughout Sect. 4.1, a log-normal
fit is used to describe the distribution of mode amplitudes, ai,
from the stellar sample in question. In this work, we restrict our-
selves to simulations based on stable frequencies, νi.

While this work uses observations from different instru-
ments, a correction is needed to rescale the pulsation amplitudes
observed in a given passband to that of the PLATO passband.
This effect is particularly important for the current analysis of
intermediate to massive stars, as the amplitude ratios of OBAF-
type stars decrease with increasing central passband wavelength
4 Due to the direct usage of pulsation modes of RR Lyrae and Cepheid
(c.f. Sect. 4.1.5 and 4.1.6), the light curve asymmetry is preserved.
While some high amplitude δSct and βCep stars also show strongly
asymmetric light curves (e.g. Bowman et al. 2016; Stankov & Handler
2005), we do not model these stellar minorities in this work.

(e.g. Heynderickx et al. 1994; De Ridder et al. 2004; Hey &
Aerts 2024; Fritzewski et al. subm.). The passband correction
(PC) is modelled5 as the quotient of the effective passband flux
of a given star, which in turn is the product of the total spectral
response, S λ, and the spectral energy density, Fλ, from a syn-
thetic spectrum:

PCY→X =

∫ λX2

λX1
Fλ S X dλ∫ λY2

λY1
Fλ S Y dλ

, (3)

where S X is the response function for passband X (i.e. the
PLATO passband) and Y is the response function for passband
S Y (i.e. the reference passband of the photometric data). When
possible, we use the PHOENIX library (Husser et al. 2013) of
high resolution spectral models as it covers a dense grid of stellar
bulk parameters {M, R, Teff, log g, [Fe/H]}. Since the PHOENIX
grid only extends to Teff = 12.2 kK, we use the ATLAS9 library
(Castelli et al. 2003) for earlier spectral type stars (extending to
Teff = 50 kK).

Additionally, the finite data sampling of astronomical instru-
ments also alters the observed amplitudes. This phenomenon is
described by the amplitude visibility function (or ‘apodization’
c.f. Hekker & Christensen-Dalsgaard 2017) which is a strong
function of frequency (e.g. Bowman et al. 2016; Bowman &
Kurtz 2018). Expressed in terms of the normalised sinc function,
the apodization correction (AC) factor is given by:

ACa1→a0 =
a0

a1
=

√
sinc−2

(
ν

νNy

)
, (4)

where a0 is the true signal amplitude and a1 is the observed sig-
nal amplitude. It is evident from Eq. (4) that the strongest sup-
pression are near integer multiplets of the Nyquist frequency,
νNq = 0.5/δt.

5 The PC can also be determined in a model independent way using
concomitant light curves from multiple instruments (e.g. Bowman et al.
2016).
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4.1. Target variables

To simulate the target variables, we primarily use Kepler obser-
vations, as this mission shares a similar photometric precision,
a similar observing strategy, and instrumental systematics com-
mon for a spacecraft located in the second Lagrange point (L2),
as planned for PLATO. Hereto, the 4-yr Kepler light curves serve
as an excellent benchmark for creating the asteroseismic signals
of our targets. For the remaining cases, light curves from TESS
and OGLE were used due to their typical much larger sample
size of variable stars.

4.1.1. γ Doradus stars

γDor stars are high-order non-radial g-mode pulsators whose os-
cillations are excited by the flux blocking mechanism at the base
of their convective envelopes (Guzik et al. 2000; Dupret et al.
2005). They are intermediate mass (∼1.2-2 M⊙) Population-I
main-sequence stars with oscillation periods between ∼0.2-3 d.

To generate the oscillation modes for each mock object, we
use the sample of 611 Kepler γDor stars from Li et al. (2020) as
benchmark. From this sample, three classes of oscillation modes
dominate: dipole sectoral prograde g modes (l,m) = (1, 1),
quadrupole sectoral prograde g modes (l,m) = (2, 2), and retro-
grade dipole Rossby (r) modes (k,m) = (−2,−1) with an occur-
rence rate of around 62%, 19%, and 12%, respectively. For sim-
plicity, we generate synthetic light curves including only dipole
sectoral g modes. Assuming that the period spacing changes lin-
early with period (imitating a smooth chemical gradient at the
convective core boundary), we construct the mode periods, Pi,
using the formalism by Li et al. (2020, typically used to con-
struct a period-spacing échellogram):

Pi = ∆P0
(1 + Σ)i − 1

Σ
+ P0 = ∆P0 (ni + ϵ) , (5)

where P0 and ∆P0 are respectively the first period and first
period-spacing in the pattern, Σ is the gradient of the period-
spacing pattern, and ni ≡ [(1 + Σ)i − 1]/Σ is the normalised
index, with ϵ = P0/∆P0. A gradient in the period spacing pat-
tern is a result of stellar rotation shifting the pulsation frequen-
cies (Bouabid et al. 2013). Prograde modes, considered in this
project, show a downward gradient as seen by an observer in an
inertial frame of reference (Van Reeth et al. 2015; Aerts et al.
subm.).

Since the gradient and the mean period spacing are corre-
lated (as a consequence of the stellar rotation rate), we model
the gradient from a (arbitrary) best fit model to the dipole mode
periods of lowest radial order:

Σ(P0) = c1 · e−c2·P0 + c3 · log(c4 · P0) + c5 , (6)

where {c1, c2, c3, c4, c5} are model coefficients. Figure 4 shows
the model fit. From the Li et al. (2020) sample, we construct a
kernel density estimation (KDE) for P0, ∆P0, and the total num-
ber of modes in the period-spacing pattern. A weighted extrac-
tion of these parameters was made, allowing also Σ be computed
with Eq. (6).

While generating the mode periods with Eq. (5), care was
taken to avoid unphysical period-spacing patterns that would
imply a rotational velocity above the critical value (i.e. if νi >
3.3 d−1 the model generation was reset by drawing P0 again).
Moreover, the peak of maximum amplitude may be either the
first or last mode period, which is typically not observed (Van
Reeth et al. 2015; Li et al. 2020). Hence the number index of

Fig. 4. Model fit to the gradient–period relation for dipole sectoral pro-
grade g modes from Li et al. (2020). Typically this diagram features the
mean period, but here we correlate the first mode period in the period
spacing pattern with the gradient. The colour scaling shows the value of
the corresponding first period spacing.

Fig. 5. Example of a simulated SPB star. The lower/left axes belong
to the amplitude spectrum (blue line), where we have highlighted the
mode frequencies (dotted lines), the first mode period (P0), and the first
period spacing (∆P0). The upper/right axes belong to the corresponding
light curve (shown for the first 15 days) in its noise-less form (orange
line) and simulated form (black points, representing a P ≈ 10.3 star
observed with nCAM = 6).

this mode in the pattern is used to swap with the central mode
period in the pattern. The number index is allowed a random
uniform offset of noffset ∈ [−5, 5]. Lastly, using the model gener-
ation described above, a synthetic light curve for each star was
iteratively generated using Eq. (1).

4.1.2. Slowly pulsating B stars

SPB stars are are high-order non-radial g-mode pulsators, whose
oscillations are excited by the opacity (κ) mechanism operating
in the partial ionisation zone of iron-group elements (Dziem-
bowski & Pamiatnykh 1993). These stars are intermediate mass
(∼2.5-8 M⊙) Population-I main-sequence stars with oscillation
periods between ∼0.2-3 d.

The Kepler sample of 26 SPB stars from Pedersen et al.
(2021) was used to construct a model of the oscillation modes.
Each noise-less light curve was computed following the same
methodology as for γDor stars of Sect. 4.1.1, with the exception
of Σ, which was drawn from its KDE distribution due to the low
number statistics being disadvantageous for fitting it to a real
Kepler sample. Figure 5 shows an example of a typical g-mode
pulsation model of a SPB star.
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4.1.3. δ Scuti stars

δSct stars are radial or low-order non-radial p-mode pulsators,
whose oscillations are excited by the κ mechanism acting in the
partial ionisation zone of He II (Aerts et al. 2010). Moreover,
some δSct stars have moderate radial order p modes excited by
turbulent pressure (Antoci et al. 2014, 2019). They are interme-
diate mass (∼1.5-2.5 M⊙) Population-I stars with pulsation pe-
riods between ∼0.2-8 h. While these pulsators are found on the
sub-giant branch, in this project we only consider main-sequence
p-mode δSct stars.

We use the Kepler sample of 334 δSct stars from Bowman
& Kurtz (2018) to generate a database of synthetic light curves.
Amongst these multi-periodic pulsators, 187 stars were selected
to confidently avoid residual instrumental systematics present in
the short cadence data. Due to the highly complex oscillation
patterns amongst δSct stars, we do not attempt to reproduce a
physical model similar to that of the γDor and SPB stars. For
this work, we simply draw the number of modes, frequencies,
and amplitudes directly from the KDE distribution established
from the Kepler sample.

4.1.4. β Cephei stars

βCep are low-radial order p- or g-mode pulsators whose oscilla-
tions are excited by the κ mechanism acting in the partial ionisa-
tion zone of iron elements (Dziembowski & Pamiatnykh 1993;
Gautschy & Saio 1993). The βCep stars are high mass (∼8-
25 M⊙) Population-I stars, and their oscillation periods range
between a few hours to several days. Most of them are main-
sequence stars, but a significant fraction are (sub-)giants (see
Burssens et al. 2020).

As benchmark for the generation of oscillation modes, we
use a sample of 196 βCep stars initially assembled by Gaia Col-
laboration et al. (2023a) using Gaia DR3 observations and fur-
ther refined and validated by Hey & Aerts (2024) and Fritzewski
et al. (subm.) using TESS observations. Among this sample, 93
objects were already catalogued by Stankov & Handler (2005).
The model generation of βCep mock stars follows that of the
δSct sample (see Sect. 4.1.3).

4.1.5. RR Lyrae stars

RR Lyrae stars are often called ‘classical radial pulsators’ whose
p modes are driven by the κ mechanism acting in the partial
ionisation zone of He I (Stellingwerf 1984). They are metal-
poor, low-mass (∼0.5-0.9 M⊙) Population-II horizontal branch
(i.e. He-shell burning) stars, where the majority pulsate in a dom-
inant radial mode with period from ∼0.2-1 d. Originally from
Bailey’s classification scheme, today RR Lyrae are classified into
RRab, RRc, and RRd types based on the amplitude and skewness
in the light curves (e.g. McNamara & Barnes 2014; Bono et al.
2020a). A significant fraction of the RRab and RRc stars shows
long-term amplitude and phase modulations, also known as the
Tseraskaya-Blazko effect (Blazko 1907).

While partly being based on the work of Molnár et al. (2022),
we use a sample of 1538 synthetic RR Lyrae templates derived
from TESS observations. Among these, we have 1105 RRab (99
being Tseraskaya-Blazko) stars, 382 RRc (17 being Tseraskaya-
Blazko) stars, and 56 RRd stars. With such an abundant database
of variable models we generate each noise-less light curve by
simply drawing a source with replacement from the sample and
introduce a small perturbation to the mode frequencies and am-
plitudes. We allow a constant (multiplicative) shift of all am-

plitudes of ±10% compared to the dominant mode amplitude
(resulting in a variety of light curve shapes seen for real RR
Lyrae stars). Next, the first mode frequency was perturbed by
±10% and the subsequent frequencies were adjusted proportion-
ally, based on the original frequency ratios.

4.1.6. Cepheid stars

Cepheid variables also belong to the class of ‘classical radial pul-
sators’ excited by the κmechanism. While evolved stars of differ-
ent masses may cross the classical instability strip at various evo-
lutionary stages, the classification of Cepheids is quite diverse,
forming three groups: classical Cepheids, anomalous Cepheids,
and type II Cepheids (see Aerts et al. 2010, for a review).

While partly being based on the work of Plachy et al.
(2021), we use a database of 2703 variable templates derived
from TESS observations. Amongst 1339 classical Cepheids, our
database contains 902 fundamental-mode, 366 overtone, and 71
double-mode pulsators. Amongst 264 anomalous Cepheids, our
database contains 170 fundamental-mode and 94 first-overtone
pulsators. Amongst 1078 type II Cepheids, our database contains
512 BL Herculis, 503 W Virginis star, and 63 RV Tauri stars. We
follow the same methodology as used for the RR Lyrae sample
to generate each mock object (see Sect. 4.1.5).

4.1.7. Compact pulsating stars

sdB stars are evolved low- to intermediate-mass stars that have
survived core helium (flash) ignition, and now populate the ex-
treme blue end of the horizontal branch (Heber 2009, 2016, see
Fig. 2). Pulsating sdB (sdBV) stars come in two flavours: V361
Hya and V1093 Her variables, both with modes excited by the
κ mechanism acting in the partial ionisation zone of iron ele-
ments (Charpinet et al. 1997; Fontaine et al. 2012). V361 Hya
stars are slightly hot sdB stars with short-period (∼1-13 min),
non-radial, low-order p modes. V1093 Her stars are on the other
hand slightly cooler pulsating sdB stars with long-period (∼1-
3 h), non-radial, low-order g modes. From the catalogue of 256
pulsating sdBV stars compiled by Uzundag et al. (2024), we use
the 17 richest pulsators observed by Kepler suited for asteroseis-
mic analysis. Among these, two are V361 Hya stars and 15 are
V1093 Her stars.

Being the end product of stellar evolution for most (low- to
intermediate mass) stars, WDs may enter one of three main in-
stability regions as they slowly cool (i.e. DOV, DBV, and DAV).
Which instability region they (potentially) enter depends on their
atmospheric composition (see the reviews of Fontaine & Bras-
sard 2008; Winget & Kepler 2008; Córsico et al. 2019). While
Kepler/K2 provided high-precision photometry for 27 DAV stars
(e.g. Hermes et al. 2017a, Table 1), only three DBV stars
(Østensen et al. 2011; Duan et al. 2021; Zhang et al. 2024) and
one DOV star (Hermes et al. 2017b) were observed. In contrast,
the on-going TESS survey has so far provided an abundant cata-
logue of WD pulsators, especially for H-deficient WDs. Consid-
ering the photometric precision and sample coverage, we simu-
late in total 30 WD pulsators with the highest number of detected
modes, which includes 10 DAV Kepler/K2 stars (Mukadam et al.
2004; Voss et al. 2006; Gianninas et al. 2006; Greiss et al. 2014,
2016), 10 DAV TESS stars (c.f. Bognár et al. 2020; Romero et al.
2022; Uzundag et al. 2023; Romero et al. 2023), 5 DBV TESS
stars (c.f. Bell et al. 2019; Córsico et al. 2022b,a), and 5 DOV
TESS stars (c.f. Córsico et al. 2021; Uzundag et al. 2021, 2022;
Oliveira da Rosa et al. 2022; Calcaferro et al. 2024).
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Fig. 6. Power spectral density (PSD) diagrams showing granulation
and pulsation signals caused by large convective envelopes in low-mass
dwarfs. The PSD was computed for a 2-yr noise-less light curve. The
bottom panel is a zoom-in on the combined model illustrating the stan-
dard envelope of excited modes (used to estimate the frequency of max-
imum power, νmax) and the small (δν) and large (∆ν) frequency separa-
tions.

4.2. Contaminating variables

With FGKM-type dwarf stars being the major occupant of
our stellar (contaminant) catalogue, we additionally need to
model their variability. Solar-like (FGK dwarfs) stars can exhibit
convection-driven stochastic oscillations and various phenome-
nas of stellar activity (e.g. granulation and star spots), whereas
M dwarfs are known to be magnetically active leading to fre-
quent events of energetic flares. In the following we describe our
adapted model for variable contaminants, including eclipsing bi-
naries and a group of miscellaneous variables.

4.2.1. Solar-like oscillations

To generate convection-driven variability of solar-like stars in
PLATO passband, we follow Jannsen et al. (2024). In essence
the stochastic oscillations are generated using 96 distinct pulsa-
tion mode frequencies of the Sun from the observational network
BiSON (Chaplin et al. 1996; Davies et al. 2014; Hale et al. 2016)
and using asteroseismic scaling relations from Kjeldsen & Bed-
ding (1995). Granulation is modelled with two super-Lorentzian
functions (c.f. Kallinger et al. 2014) while scaling amplitudes
using the methodology of Corsaro et al. (2013). The oscillation
and granulation signals are modelled in the time domain directly
using the formalism of De Ridder et al. (2006). Lastly, we use
high resolution PHOENIX spectra to calculate the bolometric
correction and scale the amplitude spectrum to what is expected
in the PLATO passband. Figure 6 shows a model example of a
solar-type star.

4.2.2. Star spots

Stellar activity of solar-type stars is an important and non-
negligible photometric noise component for PLATO photome-
try. From an observational point of view, stellar activity gener-

Fig. 7. Illustration of a stellar on-axis activity model for a solar-like star
simulated for two years. (a) Spot emergence diagram with the black
dots being their latitudinal location and relative sizes at emergence with
respect to the stellar surface. (b) Stellar surface area covered by spots
(in percentage). (c) Relative flux darkening by the spot coverage (in ppt)
as function time. (d) Relative flux brightening by stellar flares (in ppt)
as function of time.

ally imprints itself as cyclic rotational modulations due to the
presence of dark optical spots and bright faculae (and networks
of the latter, so-called prominences), and transient events such as
flares. In the effort of modelling spot modulations of solar-type
stars in a broader scope for the PLATO core science program, we
developed the code pyspot. We describe the functionality of the
software in Appendix E. In short, most parameter are being de-
rived or selected at random from distributions based on Meunier
et al. (2019, and references therein). Figure 7 shows an exam-
ple of the code’s output, with panel a, b, and c showing the spot
emergence diagram, the spot coverage diagram, and the relative
flux diagram as function of time, respectively.

4.2.3. Stellar flares

Flares are high energetic phenomena caused by reconnection of
magnetic fields in the stellar atmosphere (Sun et al. 2015). Their
dramatic increase of brightness, lasting on the order of minutes
to hours, challenge the post-processing of space-based photome-
try, hence making them important to include in our simulations.
To be representative of real stellar flares, we use the analytic
model of Davenport et al. (2014) which is based on a sample of
more than 6100 single flare events of the M dwarf star GJ1243
that was observed by Kepler. This model describes a fast poly-
nomial rise and a two-phased exponential decay (c.f. Eq. 1-3).
Tovar Mendoza et al. (2022) improved the model of Daven-
port et al. (2014) using a more robust subsample of flares from
GJ1243 and modern statistical methods. This model is not yet
implemented in PlatoSim. With only slight differences between
the two flare templates, the improved model is expected to have a
minimal impact on the asteroseismic yields of this project, but a
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greater impact is expected for extrinsic variability research (such
as eclipse signatures).

Given the difference in internal structure and magnetic topol-
ogy of FGKM dwarf stars, we use the spectral type dependent
distributions of Van Doorsselaere et al. (2017) to draw the am-
plitudes (Fig. 4) and the occurrence rates (Fig. 6) for each star.
Using the occurrence rate, the total number of injected flares was
scaled by the activity rate (compared to solar) determined by the
software pyspot. Each flare duration is drawn from a uniform
distribution between 1-200 min, and following scaled to the flare
amplitude such that more energetic events last longer. Finally,
the spot coverage (also provided by pyspot) is used as weight
while drawing the times of peak flaring flux. Hence, the flare oc-
currences realistically follow the the stellar magnetic cycle, as
illustrated in Fig. 7d for an active solar-like star.

4.2.4. Eclipsing binaries

The multiplicity fraction is a rapidly increasing function with
mass, meaning almost all OB-type stars are found in multiple
star systems (see Offner et al. 2022, for an overview). Espe-
cially, eclipsing binary (EB) systems are overly presented in all-
sky surveys (IJspeert et al. 2024). For simplicity, we only model
EBs (ignoring higher orders of binarity, cataclysmic binaries, at-
tached systems, etc.) with an intermediate to massive star pri-
mary. Moreover, exoplanet transits are excluded in this project
as they would have a minimal effect on our analysis.

We use a database of 3155 EB candidates observed by TESS
from IJspeert et al. (2021), out of which 2946 systems were con-
fidently selected as genuine EB systems. This catalogue contains
detached main-sequence EBs with an OBA-type dwarf primary.

4.2.5. Miscellaneous variables

All other stellar objects, not catagorised photometrically in pre-
vious subsections (acknowledging our enforced pigeonholing)6,
are placed into a class of miscellaneous variables. We divide this
class into long-period variables (LPVs) and short-period vari-
ables (SPVs). Generally, LPVs are red giant stars that populate
the reddest and brightest regions of the CaMD and consist in
terms of oscillatory behavior of Mira stars, semi-regular vari-
ables, slow irregular variables, and small-amplitude red giants.
Due to the custom detrending approach employed in this work
(which removes any trend longer than ∼30 d; see Sect. 5.4),
LPVs are not considered as target stars but only as stellar con-
taminants. We use the extensive library of LPVs from OGLE
(Udalski et al. 2008, 2015) for the model generation.

Being part of PLATO’s calibration strategy, short-period
chemically peculiar ApBp stars show extremely stable photo-
metric signatures of chemcial spots that cause rotational mod-
ulation. From current studies we expect around 10% of all B5-
A5 stars to possess a fossil magnetic field and therefore exhibit
stable rotational modulations caused by chemical stratification
(i.e. spots) in such stars (Renson & Manfroid 2009; Chojnowski
et al. 2019; Mathys et al. 2020). Hence, a significant fraction of
these stars are expected in the PLATO FOV. We simulate their
noise-less light curves by drawing the rotational frequencies
from a uniform distribution covering the usual [1, 3] d−1. The
light curve shapes of these stars is modelled with a simple sinu-
soid with occasional contribution of the second harmonic. While

6 To make the set of models manageable, we exclude pseudo-periodic
and non-periodic signals from Be stars, young stars with discs, and phe-
nomena related to accretion, novae, and supernovae.

the amplitude modulations of these stars observed by Kepler
(Holdsworth 2021) and TESS (Holdsworth et al. 2021, 2024) are
typically below 30 mmag, we assume that all are high amplitude
BpAp stars with an amplitude distribution of 10-30 mmag in the
PLATO passband.

5. Simulations

5.1. Spacecraft systematics

Instrumental systematics are crucial to include in any realistic
set of simulations (e.g. Börner et al. 2024). PlatoSim provides
a wealth of options and features to configure the PLATO pay-
load in this regard (Jannsen et al. 2024). In this project we con-
figure PlatoSim with settings from the PLATO mission param-
eter database (MPDB)7. Common for all simulations we assume
that the properties of each camera (i.e. the telescope optical unit
and the optics; Munari et al. 2022; the detectors and the front-
end electronics; Koncz et al. 2022) are identical and that their
noise sources are uncorrelated. All simulations include cosmic
rays with a constant hit rate of 10 events cm−2 s−1. Moreover, an
analytic model of the point spread function (PSF; mimicking the
expected variation in PSF morphology across the focal plane)
was used and charge diffusion was activated using a Gaussian
kernel of 0.2 pixel.

From a computational point of view, the most important sys-
tematics to consider are pointing error sources that may impact
the shape and stability of the PSF, meanwhile introducing a pixel
displacement of the PSF barycenter in the CCD focal plane. In
particular, two systematic errors that alter the location of the PSF
on the CCD are camera misalignments (see Royer et al. 2022)
and imperfect pointing repeatability between consecutive mis-
sion quarters. We account for these by randomly drawing the
camera pointing and the platform pointing from a uniform dis-
tribution with a 3σ confidence that the error is below that of the
mission requirements. Furthermore, we apply differential kine-
matic aberration (DKA) using a realistic L2 orbit.

We differentiate the configuration of random and systematic
noise sources between the three simulation batches: Affogato,
Cortado, and Doppio. Drawing all parameters from the PLATO
mission database, Affogato and Doppio complies to the MPDB
‘as expected’ instrument design, whereas Cortado comply to
the MPDB ‘as required’ instrument design. In particular, the
only difference between Affogato/Doppio and Cortado regard-
ing spacecraft systematics are the differences in settings for de-
tector noise, the attitude and orbit control system (AOCS) jitter,
and the thermo-elastic distortion (TED) of the payload. Table 2
shows the noise parameters related to the PLATO detectors given
their requirement; a linear fit between beginning-of-life (BOL)
and end-of-life (EOL) values is used to properly account for the
time dependence of the CCD/FEE read noise and the dark cur-
rent, which is updated at the beginning of each mission quarter.

A common AOCS red noise jitter model sampled at 0.1 Hz
was used, but the root mean square (rms) values of the Eu-
ler angles {yaw, pitch, roll} are configured differently: Af-
fogato and Doppio use {0.036, 0.034, 0.040} arcsec, and Cor-
tado uses {0.144, 0.136, 0.160} arcsec. The former values cor-
respond to the rms values extracted from the simulations of
a dynamical AOCS model representative for the mission re-
quirements ‘as expected’. The TED for each camera and mis-
sion quarter is included using a second order polynomial model

7 https://indico.esa.int/event/407/
contributions/7401/attachments/4799/7321/
1220-Abstract-PLATOMissionParameterDatabase.pdf
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Table 2. Configuration parameters for the PLATO detectors. The
CCD/FEE readout noise and the dark current are here tabulated at BOL,
and EOL within the rounded brackets.

Parameter Expected Required
FEE gain F/E side [ADU µV−1] 0.0186 0.0186
CCD gain F/E side [µV/e−] [2.04, 2.28] [1.8, 2.5]
FEE read noise [e− pixel−1] 32.8 (37.7) 32.8 (37.7)
CCD read noise [e− pixel−1] 23.2 (25.0) 24.5 (28.0)
Dark current [e− s−1] 0.54 (4.0) 1.2 (4.5)
Dark current stability [%] 0.7 5.0

whilst uniformly drawing the model coefficients under the re-
striction that the amplitude in yaw, pitch, and roll cannot ex-
ceed 9 arcsec and 2.25 arcsec (being equivalent to 0.6 pixel and
0.15 pixel)8 in three months, respectively. We further use a dy-
namical TED model to realistically add the repeating pattern of
momentum dumps of the reaction wheels with a typical am-
plitude of ∼30 ppm (which will happen every three days for
PLATO). Next, a TED time series is created for each camera
group via small perturbations in order to simulate a more realis-
tic distribution of correlated noise across the platform. In sum-
mary, the AOCS jitter and TED amplitudes for Cortado are four
times larger than those of Affogato and Doppio.

5.2. The pixel subfield

For each simulation (i.e. star/camera/quarter configuration), only
contaminant stars within a radial distance of 45 arcsec (equiv-
alent to three pixels in the CCD focal plane) away from their
corresponding target star are simulated. Although our stellar cat-
alogue is complete up to P ∼ 17, to avoid a negligible contri-
bution from faint stellar contaminants for the brighter targets, a
relative target-to-contaminant magnitude threshold of ∆P = 5
was used (being equivalent to an intensity ratio of 100) to limit
the number of contaminants in a single subfield.

As part of keeping the PLATO telemetry budget at a min-
imum, small 6 × 6 pixel imagettes, will be placed around each
(non-saturated) target star. The usage of the imagettes in this
project is however undesirable since long-term drifts of a star’s
barycentric position may move it outside the subfield and thus
cause flux anomalies. By design, the subfield is always placed
around a target star such that the target is within the central pixel
of the subfield (i.e. maximally half a pixel offset from the cen-
tral intra-pixel position). From the inclusion threshold of stellar
contaminants, this means that all contaminants, before consider-
ing barycentric drift, are located within a central circular aper-
ture of 6.5 pixel in diameter. In principle the maximum ampli-
tude for the DKA can be as high as 0.8 pixel per mission quarter
(Samadi et al. 2019). However, for the vast majority of cases
the DKA amplitude is much lower. Hence, the combined (TED
and DKA) pixel displacement in a single mission quarter rarely
exceeds 1 pixel. Thus, even for a worst case scenario of having
the long-term drift purely in a horizontal or vertical direction, a
8 × 8 pixel subfield is an optimal trade-off regarding computa-
tional speed and preventing flux anomalies.

8 The e2v CCD270 plate scale is 15 arcsec pixel−1.

Fig. 8. Gaussian KDE distribution per spectral type of the LOPS2–Gaia
DR3 single stars with valid stellar bulk parameters. The normalised den-
sity is scaled from low to high with brown to purple colour, respectively.
A cut in the density region, discarding the lowest 25–50%, has been
made to each spectral type to better confine each region.

5.3. Variability injection for contaminants

For PlatoSim the variable injection happens at pixel-level and
at run time. Thus, the database of noise-less light curves (c.f.
Sect. 3) are considered. For Affogato and Cortado, only the tar-
get star is variable and the injection follows Sect. 4. For Doppio
we also inject stellar variability into the contaminants, for which
we first check for binaries (c.f. Sect. 3.1). If a contaminant star
belongs to one of the 853,869 sources in our catalogue classified
as a binary system, we randomly draw an EB model from our
database (c.f. Sect. 4.2.4). If not a binary system the classifica-
tion continues to the next stage for single stars.

In the single star stage we first check that the stellar param-
eters {M, R, Teff, log g, [Fe/H]} are defined for all stars within
the subfield. Since Gaia does not always provide these bulk pa-
rameters, we draw them from empirically estimated KDE distri-
butions as in Fig. 8, assembled into spectral types provided by
Gaia. Each spectral type KDE is created from the subset of stars
with valid stellar parameters, meanwhile an arbitrary 25-50%
density cut is used to remove potentially spurious solutions. It is
clear from the unphysical bimodal structures (i.e. for O, A, and
M-type), that the Gaia pipeline suffers from systematic biases.
The spectral type tag CSTAR are candidate carbon stars (whose
complex morphology we ignore in this project) and the unknown
spectral types are typically non-stellar or extragalactic objects.
Furthermore, a smaller group of stars do not have any spectral
classification (in total 27,981 objects, i.e 0.4% of our catalogue),
hence we merged these into the group of unknown stars. For each
star we retrieve the stellar parameters using three cases based on
Fig. 8: i) If the effective temperature and the colour are known,
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Fig. 9. CaMD of different stellar classes used to assign a variable signal to stellar contaminants. The respective class is written in the title header
together with the number count of the class. The upper panels show the confinement of all stars that feature solar-like variability: a) red giants, b)
solar-like dwarfs and subgiants, and c) red dwarfs. The lower panels show the confinement of d) binaries, e) giants and compact objects (above the
purple line and below the blue lines, respectively), and f) all objects with an unknown spectral type. The black points are all stars in the LOPS2
(G ≲ 17), whereas the metallic contour defines stars within 1 kpc from the Sun.

we select a star (and its parameters) from a closest match to these
parameters of the respective KDE distribution; ii) if a star only
has colour information, this is used to draw a star along a hori-
zontal slice of the KDE for a given spectral type; iii) if no colour
information is available and only the spectral type of a star is
known, a direct weighted draw from the KDE distribution is per-
formed.

With each contaminant having a complete set of stellar pa-
rameters, we first check if a contaminant belongs to any of the
pulsation classes of MOCKA. If true, we create its model as
explained in the respective subsection of Sect. 4.1. If false, we
consider variability of lower mass dwarf and giant stars. As out-
lined in Sect. 4.2, depending on the stellar parameters and mag-
nitude cuts, we model stars later than spectral type F5 using one
or more of the components: granulation, stochastic oscillations,
spots, and flares. We introduce cuts in the CaMD using a lin-
ear relation of the form: MG = a (GBP − GRP) + b, with model
coefficients {a , b}.

Since dwarf, subgiant, and giant stars of spectral type F5-K7
have a convective envelope, the expectation is that all of them
are solar-like oscillators. We first confine red giant stars in the
CaMD within an upper boundary using (a, b) = (1.6, −3.6) and
a lower boundary using (a, b) = (1.6, −0.6), respectively. Fur-
ther we require that GBP − GRP > 0.5 and log g < 3.8 (Fig. 9a).
We confine solar-type (main-sequence and subgiant) stars using
the lower red giant star boundary in addition to a CaMD cut us-
ing (a, b) = (−10, 8), while further requiring that log g > 4.2
(Fig. 9b). We furthermore confine rotational spotted variables
in CaMD using the observational dearth of these stars below
GBP −GRP < 0.4 (e.g. see Gaia Collaboration et al. 2019), which

theoretically corresponds to the transition region between stars
having radiative versus convective outer envelopes (Kippenhahn
et al. 2013). To increase the variety among the solar-like stars,
each star is assigned a stellar flare probability based on its spec-
tral type being p(F,G,K,M) = (20%, 80%, 90%, 100%). Lastly,
we confine active M dwarfs using the cuts of GBP − GRP > 1.7
and MG > 6. Shown in Fig. 9c, these red dwarf stars were mod-
elled to have spots and flares.

If not assigned as a binary (see Fig. 9d), a solar-like oscil-
lator, or a red dwarf, the classification simply assumes that the
stellar contaminant is a miscellaneous variable. As mentioned in
Sect. 4.2.5, we model short and long period miscellaneous vari-
ables. Shown in Fig. 9e, we confine LPVs in the CaMD as those
above the upper red giant boundary and with GBP − GRP > 0.8.
Lastly, any star with an unknown spectral classification (see
Fig. 9f) is simply classified as a SPV. Hence, we artificially in-
crease the noise budget by assuming that all extra-galactic ob-
jects are SPVs.

5.4. Photometric pipeline

The GO programmes of PLATO, demanding on-board photom-
etry, will rely on an optimal aperture mask algorithm by Mar-
chiori et al. (2019). This algorithm is implemented in PlatoSim
and constructs a pixel mask based on a simple trade-off between
lowering the noise-to-signal ratio (NSR) while mitigating stel-
lar contamination. In particular, the algorithm defines a stellar
pollution ratio (SPR; an important parameter for the forthcom-
ing analysis) measuring how much contaminating flux leaks into
the aperture mask. As part of the mission strategy (Rauer et al.
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under review), the aperture mask of each star may be updated pe-
riodically during a mission quarter given that a lower NSR can
be achieved. The mask-update frequency is currently undecided.
Hence, to be conservative, we choose an update every 30.5 d
(which may or may not enforce a trigger twice per quarter).

As illustrated by Jannsen et al. (2024, Fig. 18), the current
best estimate of a single PLATO camera light curve shows sev-
eral levels of instrumental systematics. The three dominant in-
strumental features are the long-term trends caused by displace-
ment of the PSF barycenter (due to the effect of TED, KDA,
etc.), large jumps in the mean flux level between consecutive
mission quarters (due to changes of optical throughput), and a
slow continuous flux decrease (due to ageing effects). Addition-
ally, relevant for the on-board photometry, mask-updates like-
wise introduce jumps in the mean flux level.

While the official post-processing pipeline is still under con-
struction, we have implemented a simple reduction pipeline
needed to perform our analysis. Several sub-modules of the of-
ficial post-processing pipeline exist (e.g. the REPUBLIC detrend-
ing algorithm; Barragán et al. 2024). Hence, as a better per-
formance is expected from the official pipeline, the employed
pipeline should be a conservative approach with respect to the
removal of systematics (potentially counteracting the increased
complexity of reality versus simulations). Appendix F shows
each of the reduction steps presented in the following.

To correct for the long-term systematic trends in the light
curves, we use a polynomial model for detrending the signal of
each individual camera and mission quarter segment. If a mask-
update was triggered, each sub-segment was detrended individ-
ually. To account for the varying segment lengths (i.e. roughly
30 d, 60 d, and 90 d) we perform a model comparison between a
polynomial fit of first to fourth degree by obtaining the Bayesian
information criterion (BIC) probability:

pi(BIC) =
e−

1
2∆BICi∑J

j=1 e−
1
2∆BIC j

, (7)

where ∆BIC ≡ BIC − BICmin and BIC being determined from
each ordinary least squares fit. The model with the highest BIC
probability was selected for the fit.

Outliers were removed only after the detrending to avoid
sharp features in the light curve (e.g. flux jumps due to mask-
updates) to be flagged as outliers. Closely resembling PLATO’s
on-board outlier rejection algorithm, we employ the software
Wōtan9 (Hippke et al. 2019) and use an upper and lower thresh-
old in multiples of the median absolute deviation (MAD) with
the following magnitude dependence:

MAD(P) =


5, for P ≤ 10
4.5, for 10 < P < 11
4, for P ≥ 11 .

(8)

From empirical tests, the length of the filter window was set to
half a day, and the middle point in each window was calculated
using the median.

For each star, the multi-camera and multi-quarter light curves
were combined to a single dataset. Next, a second iteration of the
outlier removal was applied following the procedure described
above. Data points sharing the exact same timings (i.e. camera
observations from the same camera group) were averaged. De-
pending on the pulsation class, the final light curve per star was

9 https://github.com/hippke/wotan

Fig. 10. Assembly of data gaps included prior to the frequency analy-
sis. Besides the quarterly rotational realignment of the spacecraft (blue
lines), we also consider downtime due to station keeping manoeuvres
(purple lines), loss of fine guidance (orange lines), and safe mode events
(red lines).

sampled at a cadence of δt = {25, 50, 600} s (c.f. Table 1), cor-
responding to a Nyquist frequency of νNq = {1728, 864, 72} d−1,
respectively.10

The uncertainty on the flux measurements was computed as
the internal scatter in the time series to account for all additional
sources of error introduced by previous reduction steps. From a
computational point of view, σ was calculated using a carbox
filter of size N. Hence, for each time stamp i, we equated the
fractional uncertainty by calculating a short-term filter σi(N =
1 h). To robustly estimate the uncertainties in the presence of
intrinsic stellar variability, a long-term filter µi(N = 10 d) was
applied to the filtered signal and used as the mean flux error.

The final light curves of MOCKA span two years and include
quarterly data gaps of exactly one day (allowing a custom mis-
sion downtime distribution to be applied). As shown in Fig. 10, a
realistic distribution of data gaps was introduced for further anal-
ysis in this project. This was done to properly account for the
impact on the asteroseismic analysis from a degraded window
function (e.g. García et al. 2014; Pascual-Granado et al. 2018).

In line with the latest performance study, we apply inter-
quarter data gaps (approximately every 91 d) with a duration
of ∆Ti = 1.5 + U(−0.5, 0.5) d, where a duration anomaly
(drawn from a uniform distribution) was included. To maintain
PLATO’s nominal Lissajous orbit around L2, a station-keeping
manoeuvre is planned every 30 d. As the duration of these ma-
noeuvres is still unknown, we conservatively estimate it to be
∆Ti = 2.5 + U(−0.5, 0.5) h. Lastly, using statistics from the
4-year Kepler mission, we further introduced data gaps from
coarse pointing events (i.e. temporary loss of fine guidance
resulting in an increased photometric scatter) and safe mode
events (i.e. temporarily operation shut-offs due to unexpected
events). The duration of these two events was computed with
∆Ti = 30 +U(−15, 15) min and ∆Ti = 1 +U(−0.5, 0.5) d, re-
spectively.11

10 We note that due to the 6.5 s time offset between the four CCDs, the
final cadence of the delivered photometry is in fact a time average.
11 Related to data gaps, in principle any large movement of the space-
craft (e.g. quarterly rotations, safe mode events, etc.) will introduce
small thermal changes across the payload (affecting mounts, optics, and
detectors), which gradually relaxes typically on time scales from hours
to days. Seen as exponential decaying structures in the extracted light
curve, these so-called ‘thermal transients’ are caused by an increased
detector gain or/and general PSF breathing. Due to PLATO’s aperture
mask strategy this may have a significant effect on the on-board photom-
etry, hence, we acknowledge their importance for future simulations.
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5.5. Frequency extraction

With the delivery of high-quality space-based data, the recov-
ery of mode frequencies increasingly depends on the iterative
prewhitening strategy employed (e.g. see Van Beeck et al. 2021,
for a comparison between five different methods for g modes
in SPB stars). The frequency extraction in this work was per-
formed with the software STAR SHADOW12 (IJspeert et al. 2024).
Although developed for the detection of eclipsing binaries, this
software contains a robust iterative prewhitening procedure: i) it
extracts the frequency of the highest amplitude one by one, di-
rectly from the Lomb-Scargle periodogram (Lomb 1976; Scargle
1982) as long as it reduces the BIC of the model by ∆BIC < 2,
and; ii) a multi-sinusoid non-linear least-squares optimisation is
performed, using groups of frequencies to limit the number of
free parameters.

We emphasise that the prewhitening strategy used by
STAR SHADOW is conceptually different from a more standard-
ised procedure of invoking a stopping criterion based on signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR). Thus, as an alternative to the ∆BIC < 2
stopping criterion, we extended the iterative prewhitening mod-
ule of STAR SHADOW implementing a SNR stopping criterion. In
our analysis we recorded all extracted frequencies until a certain
SNR threshold. A commonly used criterion is SNR = 4, which
was empirically determined from ground-based observations of
p-mode oscillators by Breger et al. (1993). The validity of this
criterion in comparison to space-based surveys is however ques-
tionable (e.g. see Baran et al. 2015; Zong et al. 2016; Baran &
Koen 2021; Bowman & Michielsen 2021). In fact, the premise of
a standardised SNR criterion relies on the assumption of Gaus-
sian noise, in which only the cadence, δt, and number of data
points, N, are model parameters (Baran & Koen 2021).

We investigated what SNR criterion is optimal for PLATO
light curves as function of sampling δt ∈ {25, 50, 600} s and
number of mission quarters nQ ∈ [1, 8]. We assume that two
days are lost due to downtime (approximately agreeing with
Fig. 10), meaning that a mission quarter of ∼ 89.31 d contains
N = {304128, 152064, 4224} data points for the nominal, twice
nominal, and long N-CAM cadence, respectively. We generated
10 000 synthetic light curves, including only white noise for each
duration and sampling, and used, for consistency, STAR SHADOW
to compute the Lomb-Scargle periodogram of each light curve
up to the Nyquist frequency. Following Baran & Koen (2021),
the amplitude spectrum was standardised using its median to get
rid of the dependence of the rms average noise level. The SNR
value of the highest amplitude peak was computed as the ratio
between the peak-amplitude and the local noise level using a
1 d−1 frequency window in the residual periodogram. Lastly, we
calculate the false alarm probability (FAP) from the resultant his-
togram. Figure 11 shows an example of the computed criterion
for nQ = 8 and FAP = 1%.

Baran & Koen (2021) showed that the SNR(nQ) can be de-
scribed by a simple logarithmic relation. This is also true for
SNR(FAP) due to the log-normal behaviour of the SNR his-
tograms (see Fig. 11). Performing the above exercise for each
cadence, mission quarter duration, and over a semi-regular grid
of FAP ∈ [0.01, 10]%, results in a so-called significance criterion
surface for each cadence:

SNRδt(nQ, FAP) = d1 ln nQ + d2 ln FAP + d3 , (9)

where the best fit coefficients {d1, d2, d3} are listed in Table 3.
Eq. (9) states that the SNR criterion is increasing: i) the shorter

12 https://github.com/LucIJspeert/star_shadow

Fig. 11. Histogram of the SNR of the highest amplitude frequency ex-
tracted from 10 000 synthetic white noise PLATO light curves. This ex-
ample shows the optimal SNR criterion (dashed lines) estimated as the
FAP = 1% from time series with a duration of eight mission quarters.

Table 3. Best fit coefficients to Eq. (9), describing the optimal SNR
surface, for the three standardised PLATO cadences.

Cadence [s] d1 d2 d3

25 0.13217934 -0.15429918 5.12996448
50 0.10930811 -0.14909435 5.05757044
600 0.15992845 -0.16496221 4.62691121

Fig. 12. Optimum significance surface for PLATO light curves with a
cadence of δt = 25 s. The surface fit was performed with Eq. (9) to the
grid points (sorted in colour after the FAP, with semi-regular grid points
of {10, 8, 6, 4, 2, 1, 0.5, 0.1, 0.01}%).

the cadence; ii) the longer the duration of the time series, and;
iii) the lower the FAP. The latter two interferences are clearly
illustrated in Fig. 12 showing the best fit SNR surface to the
simulations with a 25 s cadence.

It is worth noticing that for the most commonly adopted
thresholds in the literature of FAP = 1% and FAP = 0.1%, the
optimal SNR is always larger than four, independent of the dura-
tion of the light curve. This highlights that the traditional thresh-
old is too optimistic for continuous space-based data (agreeing
with previous studies, e.g. Degroote et al. 2010; Baran et al.
2015). Furthermore, since PLATO light curves consist of co-
added observations of multiple cameras, residual instrumental
systematics are difficult to avoid. Instrumental systematics typi-
cally show excess power at low frequencies in amplitude spec-
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tra, which increases the probability of detecting higher ampli-
tude noise peaks. Thus, any SNR value determined using Eq. (9)
should be seen as a lower boundary when dealing with long-
period variable signals. In the forthcoming analysis, the SNR
threshold computed for nQ = 8 and FAP = 0.1% were selected,
which for δt ∈ {25, 50, 600} s are SNR ∈ {5.76, 5.63, 5.34}.

As part of the final post-processing step, we computed
the frequency and amplitude precision of the pulsation modes
from the amplitude spectrum (see Fig. F.5 for the workflow),
rather than from analytical formulae as in Montgomery &
O’Donoghue (1999) or an adaptation of it as in Zong et al.
(2021). STAR SHADOW uses more advanced numerical techniques
to compute the frequency and amplitude precisions (see IJspeert
et al. 2024, for details). From the list of observed pulsation
modes (extracted using the BIC criterion), we queried and
matched each mode one by one to the list of injected modes.
First, this was done by searching for all possible modes within a
0.1 d−1 frequency window from the injected mode frequency. If
multiple mode frequency candidates were found, a closest match
to the input frequency and amplitude was computed by minimis-
ing χ2 = (ai/σai )

2 + (νi/σνi )
2, with σai and σνi being the relative

difference between the observed and injected amplitude and fre-
quency, respectively. Next, a residual diagram in frequency and
amplitude was computed based on the matched modes. Finally,
a root mean square (rms) estimate of the frequency and ampli-
tude precision were calculated for pulsation modes detected with
both the BIC and SNR criterion. This procedure was repeated for
each star, while the (noise) peak of smallest amplitude was ad-
ditionally recorded. We note that rms frequency precision in this
project is a simple approximation, since the ‘real’ frequency pre-
cision depends on many factors (e.g. see Bowman & Michielsen
2021). In the next section we present the results of the combined
frequency extraction for the γDor and SPB star samples.

6. Results: g-mode pulsators

6.1. Noise budget in the frequency domain

We start by considering the limiting amplitude that can be re-
trieved from prewhitening in the presence of random and sys-
tematic noise. Figure 13 shows the result as computed from each
stellar light curve of the Affogato (high amplitude, c.f. Sect. 6.2)
SPB sample as a function of magnitude and camera visibility. As
expected from the NSR estimates in the time domain, the ampli-
tude detection limit is a clear function of the camera visibility,
with the smallest amplitudes being retrieved from light curves
combined from 24 N-CAMs.

Compared to the NSR estimate in the time domain, the am-
plitude detection limit is an order of magnitude lower when ap-
plying modern prewhitening strategies like that of STAR SHADOW.
We highlight that the simulation batch Affogato is mainly dom-
inated by Gaussian-like noise, i.e. the underlying noise model
is well described by a jitter, photon, and sky/detector dominated
noise regime (c.f. Fig. C.1; see also Börner et al. 2024). With
PLATO covering variable signals with amplitudes ranging from
ppm to ppt level, Fig. 13 shows that for the expected operation
of 24 N-CAMs, PLATO will be able to detect peaks in the pe-
riodogram below 10 ppm, 100 ppm, and 1000 ppm for P ≲ 12,
P ≲ 15, and P ≲ 17, respectively.

Although we have illustrated that the underlying amplitude
distribution for most pulsating stars is well described by a log-
normal relation, Fig. 13 highlights that the dominant pulsation
mode should be retrievable within a fairly large magnitude range,
independent of the underlying asteroseismic sample. In fact, the

Fig. 13. Amplitude detection limit from a prewhitening strategy using
the SNR stopping criterion and a high amplitude version of the Af-
fogato SPB sample (c.f. Sect. 6.2). This plot illustrates the general noise
budget in the frequency domain enforced by random and systematic
noise sources. Like in the time domain (see Fig. C.1), the detection limit
at mission level is a clear function of the camera observability (colour
scale). The dark grey data points are stars with a SPR value larger than
6% (a critical threshold explained in Sect. 6.5). The dotted horizontal
lines are reference limits. We highlight that multiple stars have a camera
visibility different from nCAM ∈ {6, 12, 18, 24} due to the usage of point-
ing error sources in our simulations (c.f. Sect. 5.1). The same is true
for Fig. 14 and 15. While we illustrate the star count histogram (versus
nCAM) of this figure in Fig. C.4, the effect in this plot is most noticeable
from the four (upper-most) purple/blue data points with nCAM ∈ {1, 2}.

dominant mode amplitude for the γDor and SPB sample is re-
covered in most cases up to their simulation-limited magnitude
of P = 14 and P = 16. We recover 98.9% and 95.8% for the
γDor sample and 98.2% and 95.4% for the SPB sample as per
simulation batch Affogato and Cortado, respectively.

6.2. Limiting mode amplitude yields

The smallest mode amplitudes detectable as a function of mag-
nitude for each star of the γDor and SPB sample are shown
in Fig. 14 (left and right panels, respectively), from the simula-
tion batch Affogato (top panels) and Cortado (bottom panels).
First of all, increased scatter is generally observed for Cortado
as compared to Affogato. Secondly, as observed in the time do-
main, the noise budget of Affogato seems to follow the expected
underlying noise model (c.f. Fig. 13). On the other hand, the in-
creased level of instrumental systematics of Cortado clearly im-
pacts the general shape of this distribution, forming a single log-
linear relation between 9 < P < 13. Using the dotted horizontal
lines (at 10 ppm) as references, it is evident that the impact of in-
strumental systematics enforces that a similar detection limit of
Affogato can only be reached if observing a magnitude brighter
for Cortado.

The main differences of the γDor and SPB sample is the
magnitude distribution (with an upper magnitude cut of P = 14
and P = 16, respectively) and the mode amplitude distribution
(with the SPB stars having generally larger amplitudes). The top
right panel of Fig. 14 shows the nominal distribution (of the sim-
ulation batch Affogato) constructed from the small Kepler SPB
sample of Pedersen et al. (2021). In contrast, a noise plateau ex-
ists for the SPB sample for P < 9 (top right panel). Similarly, a
noise plateau is observed for both the γDor and SPB sample of
Cortado (lower left and right panel, respectively). Along each
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Fig. 14. Limiting mode amplitude detection for the γDor sample (left panels) and the SPB sample (right panels). Top and bottom panel show the
lowest mode amplitude detected for each star of the simulation batch Affogato and Cortado, respectively. The data points are colour-coded after
camera visibility. The dotted horizontal lines are 10 ppm reference lines to compare the two batches. The dotted vertical line in the bottom panel
marks a transition between a noise floor plateau (left of line) and an increasing detection limit.

Fig. 15. Limiting mode amplitude detection for the SPB sample, simula-
tion batch Affogato, and using an artificially increased mode amplitude
distribution. The data points are colour-coded after camera visibility.
The dotted vertical line marks a clear transition (at P ∼ 12.5) between a
noise floor plateau in the bright regime and an increasing detection limit
in the faint regime.

noise plateau, the limiting amplitude detection seems indepen-
dent of the camera visibility.

The amplitude distribution of the γDor sample is expected
to be well representative and complete, as it includes all γDor
stars with identified modes in the Kepler field (Li et al. 2020).
On the other hand, the amplitude distribution of the SPB sample
is generated from a rather small core sample of stars with ex-
cellent seismic information (Pedersen et al. 2021). More recent
studies have shown that Gaia too is able to detect g- and p-mode
pulsators (see e.g. Gaia Collaboration et al. 2023a; Hey & Aerts
2024). Combining the photometry of TESS and Gaia, Hey &
Aerts (2024) discovered thousands of new pulsating stars, across
the γDor, δSct, SPB, βCep, and hybrid classification, down to
a detection threshold of ∼4 ppt. In contradiction to the amplitude
distribution recovered from the γDor and SPB samples used in
this work, Hey & Aerts (2024) found that statistically the two
amplitude distributions were not significantly different. While
these results are based on the first and second dominant pulsa-
tion modes, it is difficult to tell if the true underlying distribution
of these two classes of pulsators is in fact identical or distinct,
due to the observational biases of Gaia. Moreover, a more pro-

nounced difference in amplitude distribution between the two as-
teroseismic classes might emerge in PLATO’s passband. Thus, to
test how the limiting mode amplitude changes with the injected
amplitude distribution, we generated another Affogato batch of
simulations with higher mode amplitudes, more in line with Hey
& Aerts (2024).

Figure 15 shows a few differences between the high ampli-
tude simulations as compared to the nominal-amplitude simu-
lations: i) the noise plateau now extends up to P ∼ 13; ii) the
lower boundary of the noise plateau has increased to ∼ 10 ppm
and; iii) the overall scatter has decreased (except in the very faint
regime). The former observation is related to a saturation of de-
tectability; left of the dotted vertical lines of Fig. 14 and 15, al-
most all mode amplitudes are detected. The second observation
simply reflects that the smallest amplitudes injected are signif-
icantly higher than those of the original sample. The latter ob-
servation can readily be understood considering a more precise
determination of the mode amplitudes. Meanwhile in the faint
end, beyond P > 16, the increased scatter is in fact spurious
results due to highly contaminated stars (see Fig. 13).

We note that the detection limit presented in Fig. 15 is well
aligned with the general PLATO noise budget (see Appendix C).
This may reflect that at camera level, in the photon noise limit
(P ≲ 13) the detection limit is independent on magnitude and all
pulsation modes can be detected (if the SPR = 0). However, in
the sky background/detector noise limit (P ≳ 13) the pulsation
modes start to be increasingly harder to detect, with the detection
limit increasing as the square root of the magnitude in agreement
with Fig. 13.

6.3. Mode occurrence rates

To quantify the mode occurrence rates, we calculated the over-
all yield of detecting oscillation modes of g-mode pulsators as
a function of the camera visibility and magnitude (in ∆P = 1
bins). Figure 16 shows the results of the γDor and SPB sam-
ple (left and right panels, respectively) for Affogato (top panel),
Cortado (middle panel), and the residuals of the two simulation
batches (bottom panel). Again, as expected, the detection rate is
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Fig. 16. Detection efficiency diagrams (E in %) for the γDor sample (left panels) and SPB sample (right panels). The top and middle panels
show the detection efficiency as a function of the camera visibility for Affogato and Cortado, respectively. The bottom panels show the residuals
(∆E in %) between the results of Affogato and Cortado. White boxes marked as ‘nan’ are outside the simulated parameter space. Note a direct
comparison is possible between the two samples with respect to the colour scaling.

steadily decreasing as a function of magnitude and with decreas-
ing camera visibility. As mentioned earlier, looking at the γDor
sample, for the brightest targets (P = 8), almost all pulsation
modes are detected, with a recovery rate of 93.0–97.5% for Af-
fogato and 81.8–89.3% for Cortado. However, for the faintest
targets (P = 14), the recovery rates are only 8.8–22.7% for Af-
fogato and 7.2–12.9% for Cortado. Similar results are recovered
from the SPB sample, but with the gradient in the occurrence
rate extending to P = 16. We note that the mode occurrence rate
for P < 11 is generally below 50%. This result is particularly
promising as it means that the construction of period-spacing
patterns, facilitating mode identification, would be possible for a
large sample of γDor and SPB stars in the LOPS2 (given the
1455 pure g-mode and 1449 hybrid pulsators detected so far
within the LOPS2, c.f. Hey & Aerts 2024)

The impact of an increased instrumental noise budget of
Cortado compared to Affogato for the γDor and SPB sample is
evident from the residual plot in the bottom left and bottom right
panels of Fig. 16, respectively. The biggest discrepancy between
the two datasets is in the regime 9 < P < 13 where the photon
noise typically is the dominant noise source. However, the in-
creased dominance of the instrumental systematics (over photon
noise) is particularly peaked at P ∼ 11 for the γDor sample and
at P ∼ 12 for the SPB sample. Interestingly, the residual trend
increases with camera visibility for the γDor sample, whereas

the opposite is observed for the SPB sample. The former obser-
vation is anticipated as a higher level of spacecraft systematics
is expected to leave a higher (uncorrected) systematic noise ex-
cess in the final light curve when combining uncorrelated obser-
vations of more and more cameras. The fact that the two resid-
ual distributions disagree indicates that the generally lower mode
frequencies of the SPB sample are affected differently by the low
frequency systematics than of the γDor sample. It is, however,
expected to find a smaller yield difference between Affogato and
Cortado for the SPB sample compared to the γDor sample, sim-
ply due to a smaller impact on the larger mode amplitudes.

6.4. Amplitude and frequency precision

We focus our discussion on the amplitude and frequency preci-
sion (c.f. Sect. 5.5) of the γDor sample, however, the trends are
overall the same for the SPB sample. The left panels of Fig. 17
shows the amplitude precision recovery as a function of cam-
era visibility and magnitude. The top and middle panels display
the results for Affogato and Cortado, respectively. The general
trend in precision is (as expected) a decreasing function of mag-
nitude and decreasing camera visibility. It is intriguing that an
amplitude precision of ≲ 100 ppm is found below P < 12 for
both simulation batches. If the two F-CAMs, having respectively
a red and blue filter, can reach a similar precision a few orders
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Fig. 17. Amplitude precision (left panels; in ppm) and frequency precision (right panels; in d−1) of detected pulsation modes as a function of
magnitude and camera visibility for the γDor sample. The top and middle panels show the results for Affogato and Cortado, respectively. The
bottom panel shows the fractional residuals between the results of Affogato and Cortado. Note that compared to all other figures shown in this
section, blue indicates the most desirable result.

of magnitudes brighter, this may be excellent news for improved
mode identification (e.g. Daszyńska-Daszkiewicz 2008; Breger
2014; Reese et al. 2017), which is notoriously hard for mas-
sive pulsators (c.f. Bowman 2020; Aerts & Tkachenko in press.
2024).

Similar to the result of the amplitude precision, the frequency
precision shown in the right panels of Fig. 17 also shows a
decreasing gradient as a function of magnitude and decreasing
camera visibility for both Affogato (top panel) and Cortado
(middle panel), respectively. The decreasing trend with decreas-
ing camera visibility is, however, not obvious in the faint limit
(e.g. for P > 12). Given that generally less than 15% of the pul-
sation modes could be recovered in the faint regime, an overall
frequency precision recovery of ≲ 10−4 d−1 is a valuable result as
forward modelling of high-order g modes requires a frequency
precision better than 10−3 d−1 (Aerts et al. 2019).

Looking at the fractional difference in amplitude precision
between Affogato and Cortado (shown in the bottom left panel
of Fig. 17) the precision for which the mode amplitudes could be
determined does not generally depend much on spacecraft sys-
tematics in the bright limit but does so in the faint limit. Com-
paring this to the fractional difference in frequency precision be-
tween Affogato and Cortado (shown in the bottom right panel
of Fig. 17), the largest difference is in the bright limit and the
smallest difference is in the faint limit, with a slight dependence

on the camera observability. The latter result is rather interesting,
as one would generally expect systematics to play an increasing
role the more noisy the light curve becomes.

6.5. Impact of stellar contamination

Out of 4000 stars, 2650 and 2957 stars (i.e. around 66.3% and
73.9%) from the γDor and SPB sample, respectively, have a
non-zero stellar pollution ratio (i.e. SPR > 0). Here the SPR
represents the average value over all aperture mask definitions
from the co-added camera observations.

The simplest case we can consider is flux dilution from non-
variable contaminating stars. Figure 18 explores the relationship
between recovered amplitude precision as a function of the SPR
and the magnitude for the γDor sample (left plots) and as a func-
tion of the SPR and the dominant mode amplitude (A1) for the
SPB sample (right plots). The top and bottom panels are the re-
sults from Affogato and Cortado, respectively.

Both samples and datasets show a clear correlation between
the amplitude precision and the SPR. Most notably is the kink at
around 6% third-light level (vertical dotted line), where a dras-
tic increase (i.e. a worsening) of the amplitude precision is ob-
served. While catching almost all spurious outliers of the noise
trends shown in Fig. 13, this appears to be a key threshold for on-
board PLATO imagery. Additionally, for the dataset Affogato a
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Fig. 18. Amplitude precision vs. SPR diagrams for the γDor and SPB sample (left and right panels, respectively), and for the simulation batches
Affogato and Cortado (upper and lower panels, respectively). The colour scaling of the γDor sample shows the PLATO magnitude and for the
SPB sample the dominant mode amplitude (A1). The dotted vertical lines represent a SPR threshold between two amplitude precision regimes.

Fig. 19. Detection efficiency residual (∆E in %) diagrams to test the impact of stellar contamination for the γDor sample (left panels) and SPB
sample (right panels). The top panels show the results for non-variable targets from Affogato when comparing all stars vs. contaminated stars
only. The middle panels show the result for non-variable targets from Cortado when comparing all stars vs. contaminated stars only. The lower
panels show the result considering only contaminated targets and comparing non-variable targets of Affogato vs. variable targets of Doppio. Note
that the colour scaling of [0, 30] % was chosen in order to make a direct comparison to the ∆E diagram of Cortado displayed in the lower panels
of Fig. 16.
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Fig. 20. Difference between pulsation mode detected using the BIC and the SNR prewhitening stopping criterion, ∆N = (NBIC − NSNR)/Ninput, as
function of magnitude and camera visibility for the γDor sample (left panels) and SPB sample (right panels). The top panels show the results for
Affogato, the middle panels the result for Cortado, and the bottom panels show the fractional residuals between Affogato and Cortado.

slight non-linear decreasing trend is observed for increasing SPR
values up to the kink, whereas for Cortado a plateau is observed
for the γDor sample but less so for the SPB sample. Both the
decreasing trend and the local amplitude precision minimum at
SPR ∼ 0.06 of Affogato are hard to physically motivate. Hence,
it could in fact reflect an optimisation threshold of the optimal
aperture mask algorithm itself.

The colour coding in Fig. 18 illustrates that the spread in
amplitude precision is related to the brightness (see left plot).
For the Affogato simulations (shown for the SPB sample in the
right hand plot), this magnitude dependence results in an (well
explained) amplitude precision ridge of high A1 modes. On the
other hand, for the Cortado simulations (here only illustrated
for the SPB sample), the relation seems only to persevere for
the most contaminated stars and wash out stars below the crit-
ical SPR threshold. This suggests that instrumental systematics
dominate the noise budget up to SPR ∼ 0.06. Thereafter con-
tamination of non-variable stars starts to dominate.

We can further investigate the impact of stellar contamina-
tion of non-variable stars in the presence of systematics. The up-
per and middle panels of Fig. 19 show the residuals of the mode
occurrence rates for the γDor sample (left plots) and the SPB
sample (right plots). Specifically, the upper and lower panels are
the residuals between the entire Affogato and Cortado samples
compared to only stars within each sample with SPR > 0, re-
spectively. All four plots show that contamination affects the oc-

currence rates mostly in the bright regime (i.e. P < 11). More-
over, it evident that the stellar contamination in the presence of
increased spacecraft systematics has a larger impact on the oc-
currence rates (decreasing the detection efficiency as expected).

The lower panels of Fig. 19 show the impact of contamina-
tion by variable stars (i.e. the batch Doppio) for the γDor sam-
ple (left panel) and the SPB sample (right panel). As compared
to results of non-variable contaminants shown in the four upper
panels of Fig. 19, the added variability overall washes out the
strong gradient of high to low occurrences from the bright to
faint regime. Instead, a rather smooth landscape of occurrence
rates is observed. Except for a few magnitude/camera visibility
configurations, overall the added variability decreases the occur-
rence rates, making it harder to detect pulsation modes as ex-
pected. Lastly, we highlight that instrumental systematics seem
to overall decrease the occurrence rates by a factor of two or
more, as compared to stellar contamination (variable or not).

6.6. Choice on prewhitening stopping criterion

As a last point of attention, we investigated the difference in re-
sults when using either the STAR SHADOWBIC or the standardised
SNR prewhitening stopping criterion with respect to the number
of input modes. Figure 20 shows the average relative number dif-
ference between modes detected with the BIC and SNR thresh-
old as a function of the camera visibility and magnitude.
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Considering all samples, it is clear that for Affogato the
choice of prewhitening stopping criterion is rather insignifi-
cant, with the largest relative difference of detected modes being
∼6.3% and ∼7.5% (corresponding to an actual number differ-
ence of ∼1.7 and ∼1.3) for the γDor and SPB samples, respec-
tively. The smallest difference is found in the bright and high
nCAM regime, and in the faint and low nCAM regime. This is not
surprising since Affogato is dominated by white-noise and the
largest discrepancy is approximately in the photon noise domi-
nated regime.

Comparing the results of Affogato to that of Cortado (mid-
dle panels of Fig. 20), the largest relative difference has now in-
creased to ∼11.0 and ∼12.2% (corresponding to an actual num-
ber difference of ∼2.8 and ∼2.2) for the γDor and SPB samples,
respectively. Similar to Affogato, the two samples of Cortado
are generally affected similarly by the choice of the prewhiten-
ing strategy. However, as expected, the increased noise budget
of Cortado introduce an offset of around one magnitude towards
the bright regime as compared to Affogato.

While the results of the two samples are comparable among
Affogato and Cortado themselves, an offset of around one mag-
nitude for similar recovered values is observed. This is expected
as the success of prewhitening depends on the underlying am-
plitude distribution. The same is true for the frequency distribu-
tion due to apodization. However, even for long-cadence PLATO
data, the apodization for g-mode pulsators is rather insignificant
(e.g. 0.1-1.9% suppression for 1-5 d−1). On a star-to-star basis,
more low amplitude modes may be recovered when increasing
the FAP for the choice of the SNR. However, given the rather
low relative difference in detected modes between the two meth-
ods, this is discouraged for larger (statistical) stellar assemblies.

Lastly, we look at the fractional residuals of Affogato and
Cortado for the two samples (lower panels of Fig. 20). A clear
trend can be seen towards larger values in the lower left corner
(low P and high nCAM) and smaller values in the upper right
corner (high P and low nCAM), with a rather smooth gradient in
between. This result shows that the better the photometric pre-
cision, the more the instrumental systematics affects the choice
of the prewhitening scheme. At first this may be surprising since
spurious noise peaks should become increasingly likely to be
mistaken for a mode peak in the periodogram. However, the a
likely explanation may be that for low P and high nCAM, the
stellar signal usually dominates over any long-term systematics,
resulting in a larger noise floor due to a higher chance of imper-
fect detrending.

7. Conclusions

In this work, we investigated PLATO’s ability to detect pulsa-
tion modes of intermediate- to massive stars. Despite the fact
that the PLATO passband has been optimised for finding tran-
siting exoplanets around solar-type stars, our simulations pre-
dict that observing abundant frequency spectra of g-mode pul-
sators is achievable with the exquisite long-baseline photometry
that PLATO is planning to deliver. For γDor and SPB stars, we
tested three noise regimes (i.e. Affogato, Cortado, and Doppio
c.f. Sect. 2) and below we highlight a few key results:

– The exact underlying amplitude distribution that will be ob-
served plays a key role in how many modes can be detected
and used for asteroseismic modelling. In this work we used a
fully data-driven approach based on Kepler data, as instabil-
ity computations are inefficient. Below a limited magnitude
of P < 14 for the γDor sample and P < 16 for the SPB

sample, the dominant mode amplitude is recovered in more
than 95% of the cases, even in the presence of strong residual
spacecraft systematics.

– The spacecraft systematics increase the noise budget in the
photon limited regime of a PLATO observation (9 < P <
13). The impact increases the amplitude detection limit with
a difference of up to tens of ppm, being equivalent to a dif-
ference of around one magnitude in brightness between Af-
fogato and Cortado in order to reach the same photometric
precision.

– Over the different scenarios of systematics, the general g-
mode occurrence rates for both samples are above 80% at the
bright end and above 6% at the faint end. Furthermore, we
find that the g-mode occurrence rate for P < 11 is generally
above 50%. This highlight that the mode identification using
period-spacing patterns would likely be possible for a large
sample of γDor and SPB stars in LOPS2.

– Regarding the mean rms amplitude precision, we find that
in most cases, an uncertainty of less than 20 ppm is retrieved
for the γDor sample and less than 100 ppm for the SPB sam-
ple (with exceptions found for faint targets and low camera
visibilities). For the mean rms frequency precision, the un-
certainty is always well below the required level of 10−3 d−1

needed for forward asteroseismic modelling (Aerts et al.
2019). Spacecraft systematics affect the amplitude precision
mostly for faint targets and low camera visibilities, whereas
the opposite is observed for the frequency precision.

– Our simulations suggest that stellar contamination does not
play a major role for on-board photometry if the third-light
contamination is below 6%. Above the 6% level, the am-
plitude precision is heavily affected, whereas the frequency
precision stays almost unaffected. We also showed that stel-
lar contamination from variable stars generally has less of
an impact on the yields compared to an increased budget of
spacecraft systematics.

– We calculated a prewhitening stopping criteria for each
PLATO cadence using a significance criterion surface. We
showed that there is a difference of ∼ 7% in the number of
detected modes when using a classic SNR stopping criterion
compared to the BIC stopping criterion. Although the differ-
ence is small, the methodology of recovering mode frequen-
cies in this work is biased towards finding pulsations and not
noise peaks. Hence, the computed SNR criterion is a safer
and more consistent strategy for prewhitening prior to any
peak-pattern recognition as applied to high-order g modes
(e.g. Pápics et al. 2014, 2015, 2017; Van Reeth et al. 2015;
Li et al. 2020).

While Jannsen et al. (2024) discussed the strengths and
shortcomings of PlatoSim, this work presents the most realis-
tic end-to-end simulations for g-mode asteroseismology done to
date for the PLATO space mission. MOCKA is the first legacy
of simulations for PLATO-CS, meanwhile we plan to perform
simulations in the nearby future for each work-package. With
PlatoSim continuously being improved, future simulations may
for example include a time-dependent model of scattered light
from the Earth and the Moon. A more critical milestone for
the next-generation simulations is to test PLATO’s reduction
pipeline (both on-board and on-ground) with realistic PlatoSim
simulations. The expectation is that the PLATO pipeline will
provide cleaner light curves as compared to the post-processing
pipeline developed for this work.

This work constructs models of oscillations from observa-
tional Kepler samples that themselves suffer from observational
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biases to some degree. Moreover, we avoided working with hy-
brid pulsators in order to unambiguously determine the yield for
pure g-mode pulsators. Despite the theoretical instability regions
for pulsators, it is clear that most main-sequence stars oscillate
and can be hybrid g- and p-mode pulsators (see Gaia Collabora-
tion et al. 2023a; Hey & Aerts 2024). Thus, future studies may
address the added complexity of observing hybrids.

In this project we did not apply a barycentric correction,
which would alter the timings of the 25 s cadence of PLATO.
Such irregular but periodically modulated data sampling effec-
tively splits Nyquist aliases into multiplets. Since the shape of
these aliases are different from real pulsation frequencies in am-
plitude spectra, Murphy et al. (2013) showed that for Kepler time
series longer than a single orbit around the barycenter, there is no
ambiguity in distinguishing between the two. For stars with pul-
sation frequencies approaching the Nyquist frequency, this will
become a problem for increasingly higher frequencies as their
amplitudes would steadily reduce due to the irregular sampling.
This in turns affects the amplitude SNR and thus the amplitude
precision. As the SNR of a mode amplitude depends on the ex-
posure time (Eyer & Bartholdi 1999), we expect the effect to be
insignificant for our analysis as the Nyquist frequency is well
beyond the highest frequency injected for each sample and the
effective exposure time compared to the time sampling for all
three PLATO cadences is as high as ∼ 84%. While irrelevant for
this project due to a choice of constant cadences, the irregular
sampling of PLATO will allow super-Nyquist asteroseismology
(Murphy et al. 2013).

Although the focus in this work encapsulates the potential for
g-mode pulsators on or near the main sequence, MOCKA is an
abundant open-source catalogue of pulsators (c.f. Table 1) ready
to be used by the community. With MOCKA marking the unset
to estimate the yield for PLATO as a whole, simulation studies
can be performed across multiple complimentary scientific dis-
ciplines to uncover the full potential of the mission.
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Uzundag, M., Córsico, A. H., Kepler, S. O., et al. 2021, A&A, 655, A27
Uzundag, M., Córsico, A. H., Kepler, S. O., et al. 2022, MNRAS, 513, 2285
Uzundag, M., De Gerónimo, F. C., Córsico, A. H., et al. 2023, MNRAS, 526,

2846
Uzundag, M., Krzesinski, J., Pelisoli, I., et al. 2024, A&A, 684, A118
Van Beeck, J., Bowman, D. M., Pedersen, M. G., et al. 2021, A&A, 655, A59
Van Beeck, J., Prat, V., Van Reeth, T., et al. 2020, A&A, 638, A149
Van Doorsselaere, T., Shariati, H., & Debosscher, J. 2017, ApJS, 232, 26
Van Reeth, T., Mombarg, J. S. G., Mathis, S., et al. 2018, A&A, 618, A24
Van Reeth, T., Tkachenko, A., & Aerts, C. 2016, A&A, 593, A120
Van Reeth, T., Tkachenko, A., Aerts, C., et al. 2015, A&A, 574, A17
Vanderburg, A. & Johnson, J. A. 2014, PASP, 126, 948
Virtanen, P., Gommers, R., Oliphant, T. E., et al. 2020, Nature Methods, 17, 261
Voss, B., Koester, D., Østensen, R., et al. 2006, A&A, 450, 1061
Walker, G., Matthews, J., Kuschnig, R., et al. 2003, PASP, 115, 1023
Winget, D. E. & Kepler, S. O. 2008, ARA&A, 46, 157
Witzke, V., Shapiro, A. I., Cernetic, M., et al. 2021, A&A, 653, A65
Zhang, J., Fu, J., Cang, T., et al. 2024, ApJ, 976, 46
Zong, W., Charpinet, S., & Vauclair, G. 2021, ApJ, 921, 37
Zong, W., Charpinet, S., Vauclair, G., Giammichele, N., & Van Grootel, V. 2016,

A&A, 585, A22

Article number, page 23 of 40

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4670-9616


A&A proofs: manuscript no. jannsen2024mocka

Appendix A: The LOPS2–Gaia DR3 catalogue

The stellar library of MOCKA was constructed from full-frame CCD images produced by PlatoSim while injecting a queried
sky region slightly larger than the FOV of the LOPS2. In total, we produced full-frame simulation for each of the four CCDs in
the focal plane for all the 24 N-CAMs (i.e. 96 images in total) to predict exactly where, and with how many cameras, a target is
observed (taking into account for alignment errors altering the pointing of each camera slightly; see Appendix C). Figure A.1 shows
an example of the CCD focal plane for camera one in camera group four. The dominating features are the LMC (seen in the top left
CCD), bright stars and their (CCD readout) smearing trails, and a few stellar associations and open clusters (with NGC 2516 being
the easiest open cluster to spot close to the edge of the FOV in the lower left CCD).

Fig. A.1. Full-frame CCD images of the focal plane array of N-CAM 4.1 (i.e. camera #1 in camera group #4). The four images have been linearly
stretched and scaled to visualise the brightest features in each image, being mainly the LMC, open clusters, stellar associations, and smearing trails
from bright stars (magnitude limited to G ≳ 2). The dark blue corner edges show the CCD regions unexposed to light. Note that the actual gaps
between the CCDs has been minimised to enlarge the figure.
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Figure A.2 shows the LOPS2–Gaia DR3 HRD. This diagram shows clear unphysical structures from observational and compu-
tational biases. In this work, we used the data products of the Gaia FLAME pipeline, which do not include stars with log Teff > 4.3
and log L > 3.5. In particular, stellar parameters for stars more massive than 2 M⊙ and post-TAMS stars are not reliable. This is
clearly highlighted in Fig. A.2 from the obvious spurious Teff solutions forming vertical lines in L at specific integers of Teff.

Fig. A.2. Hertzsprung–Russell diagram (HRD) of the LOPS2–Gaia DR3 stars, which illustrates the systematic artefacts in Gaia’s determination
of astrophysical parameters including sharp luminosity and effective temperature cut-offs, constant temperature/surface gravity streaks, etc. As a
reference, a few MIST model tracks with solar metallicity (Choi et al. 2016) are shows for a few stellar masses between 1-7 M⊙ and with their
(arbitrary) age at the end of each track indicated.

Appendix B: Passband conversion: (P − G)0

As part of the mission preparation, synthetic magnitudes in the photometric bands: G, GBP, GRP, and P were derived, with GBP and
GRP being the blue and red Gaia passband. This code was provided by M. Montalto in the PLATO technical note PLATO-UPD-
SCI-TN-0019. The passband conversion from P to G was established using the MPS-ATLAS13 (Witzke et al. 2021; Kostogryz et al.
2022), MARCS14 (Gustafsson et al. 2008), POLLUX15 (Palacios et al. 2010), and the Coelho16 (Coelho et al. 2005) stellar libraries,
and has the polynomial representation:

(P −G)0 =

i=6∑
i=1

bi (GBP −GRP)i
0 , (B.1)

where the naught means intrinsic (i.e. extinction corrected) colours and bi are the best fit coefficients. The relation above is used for
for dwarf and giant stars, each with their colour validity and fit coefficients being tabulated in Table B.1.

13 https://edmond.mpg.de/dataset.xhtml?persistentId=doi:10.17617/3.NJ56TR
14 https://marcs.astro.uu.se/
15 https://pollux.oreme.org/
16 http://svo2.cab.inta-csic.es/theory/newov2/index.php?models=coelho_highres
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Table B.1. Best fit coefficients of the passband conversion between the Gaia and the PLATO N-CAM photometric band.

Object Valid colour range b1 b2 b3 b4 b5 b6

Dwarfs −0.51 ≤ (GBP −GRP)0 ≤ 5.75 -0.3613390 0.0632494 0.0301607 -0.0163962 0.0027984 -0.0001679
Giants −0.51 ≤ (GBP −GRP)0 ≤ 6.50 -0.3586933 0.0598219 0.0244786 -0.0119261 0.0017487 -0.0000870

Appendix C: PLATO’s noise budget

To first approximation, it is clear that any signal detection rate can be computed from a simple estimate of the SNR (or the NSR)
given a finite-size threshold. In our analysis, that is a threshold dictating when no pulsation modes can be detected to where a
certain fraction of the pulsation modes are detectable. In fact, we can construct a base for such expectations regarding the detection
efficiency of pulsation modes using the NSR vs. P diagram at camera and mission level as shown in Fig. C.1 (left and right plot,
respectively). Due to the specific query of the input catalogue, the distribution of stars over the PLATO FOV means that several
NSR(P) sequences exist per nCAM count, which typically are not seen (for a detailed explanation for the specifics of the noise budget
components, see e.g. Jannsen et al. 2024). Using the simulation batch Affogato, we show at mission level the approximate regions
for which we should be able to detect the 95% of all pulsation modes of each asteroseismic sample (i.e. below the dashed lines).

Fig. C.1. The PLATO N-CAM noise budget at BOL for the camera level (left) and mission level (right). Left panel: The colour coding reflects an
increased level of stellar contamination (from blue to red) given by the stellar pollution ratio (SPR) unity metric. This simulation illustrates that a
PlatoSim simulation generally agrees with the expected three dominating noise limits: jitter noise below P < 9 (dashed pink line), photon noise
between 9 < P < 13 (dashed-dotted pink line), and CCD read noise/sky background noise forP > 13 (dotted pink line). The vertical lines illustrate
the unset of pixel saturation (dotted grey line) and non-conservative aperture photometry due to blooming (dashed grey line). Right panel: The
colour scaling shows the camera visibility. The dashed horizontal lines show a first-order estimate of the expected detection limit for four different
classes of pulsators. We define the detection limit as when more than 95% of the injected amplitudes (draw from a log-normal distribution) can be
recovered. This limit is used to define the limiting simulated magnitude.

In order to make PlatoSim simulations as realistic as possible, one needs to apply different types of pointing error sources.
Besides spacecraft jitter, we include an analytic model of thermo-elastic distortion (TED; mainly caused by a temperature gradient
between the cameras and the optical bench) as shown in Fig. C.2. The model is a composition of a simple polynomial and a
dynamic model of wheel-offloading events. Secondly, to make sure that all six co-pointing cameras of each camera group differ in
instrumental systematics, we calculate and apply camera misalignments (caused by mounting errors during the integrating and small
misplacements during launch). Lastly, (small) erroneously spacecraft pointing is taken into account between consecutive mission
quarters. Figure C.3 shows the effective offsets in the focal plane by the latter two models (left and right panel, respectively).

It is important to notice that multiple stars (from each asteroseismic sample) are observed with a camera count different from
nCAM = {6, 12, 18, 24}. For example, considering the simulations of the 4000 (high-amplitude) SPB stars as shown in Fig. C.4 (i.e.
the stars also shown in Fig. 14), it is clear that most stars are observed with 6, 12, 18, and 24 N-CAMs, however, the numbers above
each histogram bin also show that many stars are not observed with the “expected” number of cameras. This is because we assemble
the stellar catalogue from a single mission quarter simulation where all cameras are perfectly aligned. As discussed in Sect. 5.1, we
apply spacecraft pointing errors between mission quarters and camera misalignments in our pixel simulations. Thus, our simulations
realistically reflect that not every star is observable for every single mission quarter/camera if it (i) falls between two CCDs, (ii) falls
outside a CCD, or (iii) is blocked by the stray light mask. Again, this illustrates the force – and importance – of using pixel-based
simulations for space missions like PLATO that utilise a (more complex) multi-camera concept.
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Fig. C.2. Analytic thermo-elastic distortion (TED) model used for simulations. The panels (top to bottom) show the TED contribution in the angle
yaw, pitch, and roll, respectively. The dashed vertical lines indicate quarterly rotations of the spacecraft. Each angle component is modelled for
each camera group (c.f. the colouring), meaning that all six co-pointing cameras within the same group share the same model. The four models
are generated using small perturbations to the original second order polynomial model randomly drawn for each mission quarter. A shorter period
modulation to each signal is a dynamical model of reaction-wheel offloading events. This plot shows the amplitude distribution used for simulation
batches Affogato and Doppio, while for Cortado the models are identical but the amplitudes have been inflated four times.

Fig. C.3. Pointing error sources used for all simulations. The left panel shows the effective camera misalignment errors as seen in the focal plane.
The number is the (PlatoSim) ID of each camera (green for the N-CAMs and blue/red for the blue/red filter of the F-CAMs). The right panel
shows the effective payload pointing errors between consecutive mission quarters (indicated by number, with one being the first pointing towards
the LOPS2) as seen in the focal plane.
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Fig. C.4. Star count histogram as function of N-CAM visibility nCAM of the 4000 SPB sample stars.

Appendix D: Stellar parameter space

In this appendix we give a general overview of the stellar parameter space for used to generate the simulations of MOCKA. This
include the sky catalogue and the variability model of each asteroseismic sample. We present a full-page plot with several subpanels
for the γDor (Fig. D.1), SPB (Fig. D.2), δSct (Fig. D.3), and βCep (Fig. D.4) sample:

– In the top left plot, the sky distribution of each stellar sample is shown with respect to the PLATO FOV (similar to Fig. 1), and
colour coded by magnitude. As expected for non-evolved stars, the higher the mass, the more concentrated the sample is towards
high density regions (e.g. seen from a comparison between the γDor and δSct stars to that of the SPB and βCep stars).

– The top right plot is a HRD of each stellar sample, colour coded by surface gravity, together with some MIST evolutionary
tracks (Choi et al. 2016). Relevant instability strips are also displayed, specifically for γDor stars (red lines from Dupret et al.
2005, based on theoretical computations), δSct (orange lines from Murphy et al. 2019, based on observations), SPB and βCep
stars (respectively blue and purple lines from Burssens et al. 2020, being theoretical p and g mode instability regions).

– The lower left plot shows six histograms of the target star parameter space {P, M, R, Teff, log g, [Fe/H]} across the four N-CAM
visibilities (see legend in bottom panel).

– The bottom right plot shows multiple distributions of the pulsation modes used to create each variable signal. Note that for
the γDor and SPB stars, the distribution of the period-spacing pattern gradient (red histograms) is only shown for illustrative
reasons. Within the same plot, the bottom panel always shows the distribution of the applied passband corrections either from
Kepler to PLATO or from TESS to PLATO.

Appendix D.1: γDor and δSct stars

We refine the γDor sample by applying the following physical cuts: 1.2 < M/M⊙ < 2, log g > 3.5, and L > 2 L⊙. Note, we exclude
star with Teff < 6500 K to roughly match the theoretical red border of the instability strip (see the solid red lines in the top-right plot
of Fig. D.1; adopted from Dupret et al. 2005, corresponding to a mixing length of αMLT > 1.5), since there is no strong observational
evidence for the existence of γDor pulsators beyond it. On the other hand, many γDor stars have been observed hotter than the blue
border of the instability region (e.g. Hey & Aerts 2024). Hence, we include stars up to Teff < 9000 K.

We refine the δSct sample by applying the following physical cuts: 1.5 < M/M⊙ < 2.5, log g > 3.5, and L > 2 L⊙. After these
cuts, the δSct sample was compiled by querying stars within the observational δSct instability strip from Murphy et al. (2019) (see
the solid orange lines in the top-right plot of Fig. D.3).

Appendix D.2: SPB and βCep stars

As the LOPS2 features the Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC), special care was taken to avoid querying faint but numerous OB-type
members as part of our SPB star and βCep variable samples. Due to a strong metallicity dependence of the oscillation excitation
mechanism of these pulsators, a dearth of massive pulsators is observed in the low metallicity environment of the LMC (e.g. Salmon
et al. 2012, Bowman et al. subm.).

The parameter space of the SPB and βCep sample was artificially generated. Although these pulsators occasionally are observed
beyond the instability strips (e.g. see Fritzewski et al. subm., for βCep stars), we stick to theoretical predictions for simplicity. First,
Teff and L were queried randomly within a HRD polygon defined by the instability strips from Burssens et al. (2020) together with
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(or in addition to) the zero-age main-sequence (ZAMS) and the terminal-age main sequence (TAMS). For this exercise, we used
the MESA isochrones and stellar tracks (MIST v.1.2; Choi et al. 2016) library, computed with the stellar evolution code MESA
(Paxton et al. 2011, 2013, 2015). The mass borders of the SPB star polygon were defined by a 2.5 M⊙ and 8 M⊙ track as the lower
and upper boundary, respectively. The mass borders of the βCep polygon was defined by a 8 M⊙ and 26 M⊙ track as the lower and
upper boundary, respectively. For simplicity, we only include main-sequence βCep stars (i.e. up to the TAMS).

Having L, M was calculated from the mass-luminosity relation L/L⊙ ≈ 1.4(M/M⊙)3.5 valid for main sequence stars in the range
2 M⊙ < M < 55 M⊙ (Kuiper 1938). With L and Teff, R was calculated from the Stefan-Boltzmann equation for a blackbody. Next the
log g was estimated using Newton’s law of gravity. Lastly, [Fe/H] was used directly from the stellar information of Gaia, however,
values below [Fe/H] < −2 were recalculated by drawing from a normal distribution of the underlying [Fe/H] distribution.

Appendix D.3: RR Lyrae and Cepheid stars

For the RR Lyrae and Cepheid samples, we show the sky distribution and parameter distributions in Fig. D.5 (left and right panels,
respectively). Cepheid pulsators are, apart from the thin disc, typically found in the LMC. With the LOPS2 only partially covering
a small portion of the galactic thin disc, effort was made to include more stars from the LMC into the Cepheid sample (see upper
right-hand panel of Fig. D.5).

The parameter space of each sample was generated using a normal distribution, except for the stellar radius of Cepheids being
computed with an appropriate period-radius relation (with the radius distribution plot represents the minimum radius). We note that
the distributions are the cumulative distributions of all the sub-types of pulsators within each class.

Table D.1. Reference table of RR Lyrae parameters.

Parameter Sub-class Distribution Reference
M [R⊙] All N(0.7, 0.05) Netzel et al. (2023)
R [M⊙] RRab(d) N(6.0, 0.8) Marconi et al. (2005)

RRc N(5.5, 0.8) Marconi et al. (2005)
Teff [K] All N(6200, 500) Gaia FLAME pipeline
log g RRab(d) N(2.25, 0.75) Molnár et al. (2023)

RRc N(2.25, 0.75) Molnár et al. (2023)
[Fe/H] All N(−1.07, 0.5) Clementini et al. (2023)

Appendix D.4: sdBV and WD stars

For the compact pulsators, being the samples of sdBV and WD stars, we show the sky distribution in Fig. D.6 (left and right,
respectively) of all stars that may be used as target stars during the ten random draws for each benchmark pulsator. Note that due
to their isolated location in the CaMD, the sdBV and WD samples are drawn (highly) potential candidate of each pulsation class,
hence, they are much fainter.

For the compact pulsators we exceptionally use benchmark stars (c.f. Sect. 4.1.7): 17 sdBs and 30 WDs. As shown in Fig. 2,
we select target candidates directly from the CaMD by confining compact pulsators below the blue dotted line. We then define sdBs

Table D.2. Reference table of Cepheid parameters. During a pulsation cycle Cepheids drastically change in radius, hence we model the radius
following a radius-period relation. Typical radii changes are ∼27-381 R⊙ for Classical Cepheids, ∼6-100 R⊙ for Anomalously Cepheids, and
∼6-100 R⊙ for Double-mode Cepheids.

Parameter Sub-class Distribution Reference
M [M⊙] Classical Cepheids N(6.50, 1.00) Aerts et al. (2010)

Anomalously Cepheids N(1.65, 0.35) Aerts et al. (2010)
Double-mode Cepheids N(0.65, 0.15) Bono et al. (2020b)

R [R⊙] Classical Cepheids log R = 1.763 + 0.653(log P − 0.9) Trahin et al. (2021)
Anomalously Cepheids log R = 0.87 + 0.54 log P Groenewegen & Jurkovic (2017)
Double-mode Cepheids log R = 0.87 + 0.54 log P Groenewegen & Jurkovic (2017)

Teff [K] Classical Cepheids N(5400, 450) Espinoza-Arancibia et al. (2024)
Anomalously Cepheids N(7100, 650) Ripepi et al. (2024)
Double-mode Cepheids N(6350, 575) Schmidt et al. (2011)

log g Classical Cepheids N(1.25, 0.625) Lemasle et al. (2020)
Anomalously Cepheids N(1.65, 0.675) Ripepi et al. (2024)
Double-mode Cepheids N(2.50, 0.600) Schmidt et al. (2011)

[Fe/H] All types N(0.05, 0.3) Ripepi et al. (2023)
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having MG < 6 and WDs having MG > 7 and ϖ > 2. These limits were chosen to match the variable star legacy of Gaia (Gaia
Collaboration et al. 2019, Fig. 3). In total, 268 sdBs candidates with N(nCAM) ∈ {137, 86, 20, 25} and 347 WD candidates with
N(nCAM) ∈ {143, 134, 27, 43} were found. For each benchmark star, ten random stars were iteratively drawn from these candidates,
thus enforcing ten different magnitude and noise budget realisations per star simulated in line with the future expected observations
of compact objects in the LOPS2.

Appendix E: Spot modulation software: pyspot

We here elaborate on the functionality of the spot modulation code pyspot developed by S. Aigrain. The code is only valid for main-
sequence stars, and as input it takes Teff, the desired time-sampling (cadence and duration), and optionally the stellar inclination in
degrees. All other parameters are derived or selected at random from distributions based on Meunier et al. (2019) (hereafter M19)
and references therein, as we will discuss in the following.

The rotation period is derived from B−V and activity level (log R′HK) following Noyes et al. (1984) and Mamajek & Hillenbrand
(2008). The prescription for differential rotation and the range of spot latitudes closely follows Sect. 2.5 M19. Specifically, the
differential rotation parameter, α, is derived from Teff and rotational period, Prot, following Eq. 3 and 4 of M19, which are based
on fits to the Kepler sample of Reinhold & Gizon (2015). The minimum and maximum observed periods (corresponding to the
maximum and minimum latitudes at which spots appear) are related to α and Prot according to Eq. 1 and 2 of M19. The maximum
spot latitude is drawn from a uniform distribution, U(32, 52)◦ and the minimum is always set to zero (i.e. the equator). Note that
while M19 set the maximum spot latitude between 22-42◦, this refers to the mean latitude at the start of the cycle, rather than the
absolute maximum. For the employed code in this work the maximum latitude represents the absolute maximum over the entire
cycle, allowing for the dispersion about the mean at each point in time, hence, 10◦ is added to account for that.

Next, log R′HK is drawn from a uniform distribution within bounds which depend on B−V (cf. Fig. 3 of M19). B−V is obtained
from Teff by interpolating Table 1 of M19. If the input Teff is outside the range spanned by this table, the B − V corresponding
to the nearest extreme of the table is returned. The equations defining the limits as a function of B − V are given in Table E.3 of
M19, and are based on Noyes et al. (1984) and Mamajek & Hillenbrand (2008). The activity cycle period is drawn from a uniform
distribution in log, whose limits follow a power-law dependence on rotation period (as illustrated in Fig. 6 of M19, with parameters
from Table E.3). The activity cycle amplitude is drawn from a uniform distribution whose limits depend on both B−V and log R′HK
(see Fig. 7 and Table E.3 of M19). The cycle amplitude is used to set the rate at which spots appear, which controls the overall
variability level.

Following Borgniet et al. (2015), M19 simulate two populations of spots (isolated spots, and those belonging to large groups)
both of which are based on statistics of active regions in the Sun (Baumann & Solanki 2005; Martinez Pillet et al. 1993). Both
populations emerge instantaneously with a log-normal distribution of sizes and follow a linear decay law, also with a log-normal
distribution of decay rates (with different parameters for the two groups, see Table E.1). However, for the employed code, only one
population of spots is modelled. Hence, the spot sizes are matched to a log-normal distribution with parameters that are intermediate
between those used for the two populations in M19. Moreover, instead of a linear growth and decay law as in M19, a squared expo-
nential law is used since the growth and decay pattern at the time sampling of PLATO seems excessively discontinuous (compared
e.g. to Kepler light curves). Thus, the the growth- and decay times are set to the half-life of the squared exponential and a log-normal
distribution is used for the determination of the spot decay rates.

The times and locations at which spots emerge, as well as their peak magnetic flux density, are simulated using the active
region emergence code developed by Llama et al. (2012). The code models an activity cycle with the specified period, Pcyc, a
butterfly pattern with a fixed width (solar-like), and the specified minimum and maximum latitudes. If not specified by the user
an overlap value between consecutive activity cycles is (arbitrarily) drawn from a uniform distribution, U(0, 0.1) Pcyc. The active
region emergence code computes a peak magnetic flux density, Bem, for each active region. The peak size of each spot is then set to
300 micro-hemispheres17 times B2

em. This relationship was defined by trial and error in order to produce a distribution of spot sizes
that is approximately log-normal with a median and width intermediate between the parameters used by M19 for their two types of
spots.

Each spot is assigned a decay rate drawn from a log-normal distribution with median 10 and mean 15 micro-hemispheres per
day. As noted above, these decay rates are somewhat lower than those used in Borgniet et al. (2015) and M19, because the latter gave
rise to very incoherent light curves where recovering the rotation period signal would be very hard. The decay is linear, meaning that
a spot with initial size 100 micro-hemispheres and with decay rate 10 micro-hemispheres per day disappears 10 days after reaching
its peak size. Unlike M19, the spots do not emerge with their maximum sizes but grow linearly from zero. However, the growth rate
is 10 times faster than the decay rate – matching what is been observed in the Sun (Howard 1992).

Given its latitude, longitude, and the evolution of its size over time, the photometric signature of each spot is simulated using the
analytical model of Aigrain et al. (2012, 2023), which only accounts for foreshortening18. Like M19, this model does not attempt to
take into account the finite size of the spot when computing the foreshortening or modelling the emergence and disappearance of the
spots over the stellar rim. Furthermore the spots are treated as completely dark (contrast of 1) and limb darkening is ignored. Lastly,
we set the stellar inclination to the cosine of the inclination as drawn from a uniform distribution,U(0, 1) rad, which corresponds to
a random orientation of the stellar rotation axis in 3D.

17 A micro-hemispheres is a unit of area equivalent to one millionth of half the surface of the Sun.
18 Foreshortening describes the decreasing apparent size of a spot when situated at a given distance away from the centre of the stellar disc, as
compared to the centre itself.
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Appendix F: Custom photometric pipeline

In this appendix we provide an show case example of the end-to-end reduction pipeline for a P = 9.95 γDor star of the simulation
batch Affogato. As explained in Sect. 5.4, each mission quarter light curve segment is detrended as shown in Fig. F.1, where three
aperture mask updates were triggered for this specific observation. Next outliers are removed as shown in Fig. F.2. At a multi-camera
level we show how a light curve of 12 N-CAMs looks like raw before the reduction pipeline in Fig. F.3 and how the final reduced
single light curve looks like in Fig. F.4.

As an extension to the final post-processing step described in Sect. 5.5, Fig. F.5 illustrates the final post-processing step of
finding which modes are detectable with the SNR and BIC prewhitening stopping criterion, respectively. The top panel shows the
amplitude spectrum with injected modes (orange circle), the modes detected using the BIC criterion (red markers), and the modes
detected using the SNR criterion (green markers). The plot also illustrates the presence of instrumental systematics (shown in the
second panel) and the region of the injected period-spacing pattern (shown in the third panel). The fourth and fifth panels show the
O-C diagram for the frequencies and amplitudes of the extracted pulsation modes. These two diagrams are used to compute the
error propagated root mean square (rms) frequency and amplitude precision per star, respectively.

We emphasise that the residual systematics that changes on a time scale less than a few days are not corrected for in our pipeline.
That means residual noise, especially from wheel-offloading events (with a duration of around three days), is present in the final light
curves. The last mission quarter of Fig. F.4 shows this systematic, however, the effect is more pronounced for the simulation batch
Cortado due to the larger injected TED amplitudes. As seen in Fig. F.5, in the frequency domain the long-term varying systematics
rarely overlap in frequency with g- or p-mode pulsators on the main-sequence.
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Fig. D.1. Model parameters for the γDor sample. See description of Appendix D.
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Fig. D.2. Model parameters for the SPB sample. See description of Appendix D.
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Fig. D.3. Model parameters for the δSct sample. See description of Appendix D.
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Fig. D.4. Model parameters for the βCep sample. See description of Appendix D.
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Fig. D.5. Model parameters for the RR Lyr sample (left panels) and Cepheid sample (right panels). See description of Appendix D.
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Fig. D.6. Sky distribution for the sdBV sample (left) and the WD sample (right). See description of Appendix D.

Fig. F.1. Performance example of the light curve detrending algorithm for a single N-CAM and mission quarter. The upper panel shows the light
curve before detrending (black points) together with the piecewise polynomial model trend fitted to the data (solid orange line). The bottom panel
shows the detrended light curve with a 1 h median filter plotted on top.
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Fig. F.2. Illustration of the outlier rejection algorithm for a single N-CAM and mission quarter. The upper panel shows the light curve before
outlier rejection (black points) together with outliers identified by the sigma-clipping algorithm (red points). The bottom panel shows the light
curve without outliers and a 1 h median filter plotted on top.
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Fig. F.3. Illustration of the multi-camera and multi-quarter light curves produced for a single target star observed with 12 N-CAMs. Each colour
represents an independent mission quarter segment simulation, and the grey line is the corresponding 1 h median filter of each segment. The main
division between the light curves accumulated in the top and bottom half of the figure corresponds to a difference in optical throughput (since the
star is continuously being observed at two specific radial distances).

Fig. F.4. Illustration of a fully reduced final light curve from the 12 N-CAM observations of Fig. F.3. This light curve has been reduced to a
cadence of 10 min and data gaps have been applied. The orange solid line is the γDor input model.
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Fig. F.5. Illustrative example of the pulsation mode extraction from the Lomb-Scargle periodogram of the light curve from Fig. F.4. In the top
three panels, the solid black line represents the amplitude spectrum and the dotted black line is the prewhitening BIC detection limit. The top panel
shows a model comparison between injected (orange circles) and extracted pulsation modes using either the BIC (red markers) or the SNR (green
markers) significance criterion. Furthermore, two frequency regions are highlighted: the dominant region of potential instrumental systematics
(blue shade, second panel) and the region for which the period-spacing pattern resides (green shade, third panel). The vertical lines of the second
panel display from right to left the typical frequency of: single, twice, and quadruple the duration of the reaction wheel offloading events (dashed,
dashed-dotted, and dotted orange lines, respectively), single and twice the duration of mask-update events (dashed and dotted-dashed purple lines,
respectively), single, twice, and triple the duration of quarterly rotation events (dashed, dashed-dotted, and dotted blue lines, respectively), and the
yearly harmonic (cyan line). The fourth panel shows the residual amplitude diagram, and the fifth panel shows the residual frequency diagram.
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