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ABSTRACT

Context. Internal magnetic fields are an elusive component of stellar structure. However, they can play an important role in stellar
structure and evolution models through efficient angular momentum transport and their impact on internal mixing.
Aims. We strive to explain the 9 components of one frequency multiplet, identified as a low-order quadrupole gravity mode detected
in the light curve of the βCep pulsator HD 192575 assembled by the Transiting Exoplanet Survey Satellite (TESS).
Methods. We update the frequencies of the quadrupole mode under investigation using a standard prewhitening method applied to
the 1951.46 d TESS light curve, showing that an internal magnetic field is required to simultaneously explain all 9 components. We
implement theoretical pulsation computations applicable to the low-order modes of a βCep pulsator including the Coriolis force,
as well as a magnetic field that is misaligned with respect to the rotation axis. We apply the theoretical description to perform
asteroseismic modelling of the amplitudes and frequencies in the multiplet of the quadrupole g-mode of this evolved βCep star.
Results. Pulsation predictions based on the measured internal rotation frequency of the star cannot explain the observed 9-component
frequency splittings of the quadrupole low-order gravity mode. By contrast, we show that the combined effect of the Coriolis force
caused by the near-core rotation with a period of ∼ 5.3 d and the Lorentz force due to an internal inclined magnetic field with a
maximum strength of ∼24 kG does provide a proper explanation of the 9 multiplet frequencies and their relative amplitudes.
Conclusions. Given HD 192575’s stellar mass of about 12 M⊙, this work presents the detection and magneto-gravito-asteroseismic
modelling of a stable internal magnetic field buried inside an evolved rotating supernova progenitor.
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1. Introduction

Measured internal rotation rates of intermediate-mass stars are
lower than expected from standard stellar evolution theories,
leading to a debate about the theory of angular momentum trans-
port (Aerts et al. 2019; Aerts & Tkachenko 2024). Moreover,
near-uniform rotation was reported for main-sequence stars with
masses between 1.3 M⊙ and 3.3 M⊙ (Aerts 2021) and low lev-
els of differential rotation between 1 and 2 occur for the βCep
pulsators (8 M⊙≤M≤25 M⊙, Fritzewski et al. 2025). These aster-
oseismic results indicate an angular momentum transport prob-
lem, where the transport occurs more efficiently than predicted
already early on in the lives of stars.

Along with internal gravity waves, internal magnetic fields
are expected to efficiently transport angular momentum. Such
field could possibly also explain the near-uniform rotation rates
of stars in core-hydrogen or core-helium burning stages (Aerts
et al. 2019). While surface magnetic fields have been widely de-
tected for most types of stars (Landstreet 1992; Donati & Land-
street 2009), internal fields are notoriously difficult to detect and
characterize. The internal magnetic fields in the radiative enve-
lope of intermediate- and high-mass stars are thought to be of
fossil origin (Mestel 1999; Neiner et al. 2015), where the field is
a remnant of a primordial magnetic field present during the star
formation process.

Asteroseismology provides a unique and promising oppor-
tunity to study internal magnetic fields buried beneath the sur-
face by probing stellar interiors through nonradial oscillations.
This has been achieved from ground-based asteroseismology for
the strongly magnetic rapidly oscillating Ap (roAp) stars (Kurtz
1982) and led to the oblique pulsator model (Shibahashi &
Takata 1993; Bigot & Dziembowski 2002). This model was also
successfully applied to explain the multiplet behaviour of the
dominant radial mode in the prototypical star βCephei (Shiba-
hashi & Aerts 2000). Since the space asteroseismology era, in-
ternal magnetic fields were detected in red giants (Li et al. 2022,
2023; Deheuvels et al. 2023; Hatt et al. 2024) and interpreted
by the theoretical frameworks developed by Gomes & Lopes
(2020), Mathis et al. (2021), Loi (2021), Li et al. (2022), Bugnet
(2022), and Mathis & Bugnet (2023). Aside from direct magnet-
ically induced frequency detections in roAp stars and βCephei,
the presence of internal magnetic fields in intermediate- or high-
mass main-sequence stars is indirect and based on theory (Aerts
et al. 2021; Rui et al. 2024), numerical simulations (Lecoanet
et al. 2022), or inferences from depressed dipole modes in red
giants (Fuller et al. 2015; Stello et al. 2016).

This Letter reports the direct detection as well as asteroseis-
mic modelling of an internal magnetic field in a ∼12 M⊙ evolved
main-sequence star from one of its low-order pulsation modes,
which occurs far outside the asymptotic regimes of low or high
frequencies (see Fig. 3 in Aerts & Tkachenko 2024).
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2. Observational input and equilibrium models
HD 192575 is an early-type B0.5V star discovered to be a βCep
pulsator by Burssens et al. (2023). They analysed its 324 d light
curve obtained in Cycle 2 of the Transiting Exoplanet Survey
Satellite (TESS, Ricker et al. 2015) and deduced a rich oscilla-
tion spectrum with several multiplets of low-order low-degree
pressure and gravity modes. The authors additionally derived an
effective temperature of Teff = 23 900 ± 900 K, a surface gravity
of log g = 3.65 ± 0.15, and the rotation velocity projected onto
the line-of-sight v sin i = 27+6

−8 km/s from spectra.
From stellar evolution models computed with the MESA soft-

ware (Modules for Experiments in Stellar Astrophysics, Version
12778, Paxton et al. 2019) HD 192575 was found to have a mass
between 11 and 13 M⊙. The star is in an evolved stage approach-
ing the end of the main sequence as X ≤ 0.25 in its convec-
tive core. This was derived from extensive forward seismic mod-
elling by Vanlaer et al. (2025), who used the Cycles 2, 4, and 5
TESS light curve. From rotation inversions, this study also led
to a well-constrained rotation frequency of about 0.2 d−1 in the
zone adjacent to the convective core and a ratio of the core-to-
surface rotation between 0.4 and 1.8. This is in agreement with
the result of 1.4 obtained from two-dimensional evolution mod-
els computed with the code ESTER by Mombarg et al. (2024).

Following TESS Cycles 2, 4, 5, and 6, HD 192575 has a 2-
minute cadence light curve covering 1951.46 d (Rayleigh fre-
quency resolution of ∼ 5 × 10−4 d−1) with a duty cycle of 43%.
Figure A.1 shows its Lomb-Scargle periodogram. We performed
a new frequency analysis to extract periodic signal in this light
curve as an improvement to the results in Burssens et al. (2023)
and Vanlaer et al. (2025) with the addition of the data of Cy-
cle 6 (up to December 2024). We applied classical prewhitening,
extracting the dominant frequency at each step, optimising its
value, amplitude, and phase from nonlinear regression, and com-
puting a residual curve for the next iteration. This was done by
an adapted version of the STAR SHADOW software (IJspeert et al.
2024). All the extracted frequencies with a local signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) above 2 are provided electronically in Table A.1 in
Appendix A, where the SNR is calculated as the ratio of the ex-
tracted amplitude to the mean amplitude in a window of 1 d−1

centered on the frequency of interest. Each frequency in the nine-
component multiplet is given an identifier f j

g where the index j
increases from low to high frequencies. The new data lead to the
additional detection of f 2

g compared to Vanlaer et al. (2025) and
f 2
g and f 9

g compared to Burssens et al. (2023).
For the purpose of this Letter we rely on the forward models

that fit the 15 identified frequencies within the 4 multiplets se-
lected and identified by Vanlaer et al. (2025). We dedicatedly
focus on the multiplet of the quadrupole gravity (g-)mode at
3.8 d−1 as the only multiplet in the entire oscillation spectrum
revealing more frequencies than can be explained by rotational
splitting of a single mode. Table A.2 lists the 9 extracted fre-
quencies, amplitudes, and SNR of this multiplet, which is shown
in Fig. A.2. Based on the 7 available frequencies from Cycle 2,
Burssens et al. (2023) interpreted the selected g-mode multiplet
as resulting from two merged quadrupole modes undergoing an
avoided crossing (Aizenman et al. 1977). However, the more ex-
tended light curve used by Vanlaer et al. (2025) revealed that
the avoided crossing assumption is invalid, unless the spectro-
scopic error box is enlarged to 3σ in Teff and log g. Because
of this, Vanlaer et al. (2025) selected additional model sets fit-
ting the 15 identified frequencies, among which the quadrupole
low-order g modes with the five frequencies f 1

g , f 4
g , f 6

g , f 7
g , and

f 9
g . The authors assumed these to form a complete rotationally

split asymmetric quintuplet, leaving the other frequencies in Ta-
ble A.2 and Fig. A.2 unexplained. The additional detected os-
cillation frequency in our analysis, f 2

g , decreased the maximum
spacing between the two adjacent modes in the avoided cross-
ing from 0.18 d−1 to 0.02 d−1. None of the stellar models in the
model grid of Burssens et al. (2023) used by Vanlaer et al. (2025)
allow for such a constraint, irrespective of any spectroscopic cut,
firmly excluding the interpretation as an avoided crossing. The
new data thus leave only an internal magnetic field as unexplored
avenue to interpret all 9 observed frequencies simultaneously as
spectroscopy revealed the star to be single. Hence, we included
the effect of a magnetic field in a theoretical pulsation model,
which is capable of explaining all the nine frequencies in Ta-
ble A.2 and Fig. A.2 from models within the 1σ spectroscopic
box of the star fitting the 15 selected identified multiplet fre-
quencies considered by Vanlaer et al. (2025).

3. Theoretical pulsation approximation
We calculated the effects of rotation and an internal magnetic
field on the oscillation modes of the star. To do so, we consid-
ered these effects in a first-order approximation ignoring the cen-
trifugal force. This is justified given the modest rotation rate and
the mode under study having a spin parameter of ∼10%. More-
over, the quadrupole g-mode’s rotation kernel is dominant near
the convective core for most models. We assumed solid body ro-
tation as a proxy for the average rotation rate in the region where
the g-mode probes. Under these circumstances we can rely on
the theoretical framework put forward by Loi (2021) for red gi-
ants to calculate the relative amplitudes and frequencies of the
oscillation modes. We did so for the 6 model sets in Vanlaer et al.
(2025), whose properties are repeated in Appendix A, Table A.1
for convenience.

The eigenfrequency ω0 for the corresponding eigenvector ξ
of an oscillation mode in the absence of rotation and internal
magnetic fields follows from the equation (Gough & Thompson
1990; Aerts et al. 2010)

ω2
0ξ = F0 (ξ) =

1
ρ0
∇p′ − g′ −

ρ′

ρ0
g0, (1)

describing the mode as a consequence of linear perturbations in
the density ρ, pressure p, and the gravitational acceleration g.
Following Loi (2021), we included the effects of rotation and a
misaligned internal magnetic field by perturbing the equation of
motion and obtain

(ω2
0 + δω

2)ξ = F0ξ + δFrotξ + δFmagξ, (2)

where δFrot and δFmag describe the effects of rotation and an in-
ternal magnetic field, respectively. These effects lead to a change
δω in the eigenfrequency. By describing these additional effects
perturbatively, we assumed their influence to be small compared
to F0. The description and formulation of the first-order pertur-
bative approach is given in Appendix C and follows the work of
Loi (2021). This approach leads to the equation describing the
effect of rotation and an internal magnetic field as

δω2 r =Mrotr + DMmag D⊺r. (3)

When the rotation axis and magnetic field axis are aligned, the
Wigner d-matrix D is the unit matrix and we obtain 2l + 1 fre-
quencies. If the axes are misaligned, the matrix Mrot+DMmag D⊺
is non-diagonal and will generally lead to (2l + 1)2 frequencies
of which groups of 2l+ 1 frequencies form an independent solu-
tion. Each independent solution consisting of 2l + 1 frequencies
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describes a single mode of the star. For this solution to hold, the
relative amplitudes must be fixed and can be calculated using
Eq. (C.3), where they are the elements of the eigenvector r. We
refer to Loi (2021) and Vandersnickt (2025) for an in-depth de-
scription and discussion of the mathematical magneto-rotational
pulsation model.

To include the amplitudes in the fitting of the modes, we con-
sidered the inclination angle i between the rotational axis and the
line of sight and only considered the geometric effects (Gizon &
Solanki 2003). For a brightness variations I on the stellar surface
following

I(t, θ, ϕ) =
∑
n,l,m

AnlmYm
l (θ, ϕ)eiωnlmt, (4)

the amplitude correction factor is
√
E(i) given by (Dziembowski

1977; Toutain & Gouttebroze 1993)

E(i) =
(l − |m|)!
(l + |m|)!

[
P|m|l (sin i)

]2
. (5)

This framework allows for the simultaneous fitting of both fre-
quency and amplitude. Throughout this work, we use a reference
frame with polar axis equal to the rotation axis of the star.

We considered a fossil magnetic field topology as described
in Duez & Mathis (2010), where we parametrized the field by its
maximum magnetic field strength Bmax and used the solutions
with the largest radial scales. By assuming a fixed topology, we
reduce the number of free parameters considerably. We mini-
mize the impact of the chosen topology on the results by mod-
elling the modes independently as different modes have different
sensitivity kernels in the stellar interior. The magnetic field was
constrained to the radiative envelope of the star in a dipole-like
configuration having a poloidal and a toroidal component. As
the magnetic field topology is assumed to be axisymmetric along
the magnetic axis, we extended the calculation of the elements
of Mmag and corresponding eigenfunctions to 2 dimensions. Ap-
pendix B discusses the sensitivity of the modes on the selected
magnetic field geometry.

4. New modelling results
Vanlaer et al. (2025, their Table 2) revisited the asteroseismic
modelling of HD 192575 and determined six sets of acceptable
models with different identifications for four multiplets. We re-
lied on these models in all the sets but for the sake of brevity
we only report results from Set 5. The full results are available
in Vandersnickt (2025) and summarised in Table E.1. Our novel
discovery and modelling results do not depend on the chosen set.

For each equilibrium model in the sets, we calculated the
eigenfrequencies (ω0) and eigenfunctions (ξ) in absence of ro-
tation and internal magnetic fields using GYRE (Goldstein &
Townsend 2020). For each mode, we subsequently calculated the
change in frequency and the relative amplitudes using Eq. (C.3).
This was done using an iterative process, starting from a wide
range of magnetic field strengths, rotational frequencies, and
obliquity angles and refining as needed.

Extensive testing showed proper convergence, where a mod-
ified χ2-type metric, d2, defined as

d2 =

n∑
j=1

(
∆ f j,theo − ∆ f j,obs

σ∆ f j,obs

)2

+ c ·
N∑

j=0

(
A j,theo − A j,obs

σA j,obs

)2

, (6)

was used, where the sum included the n observed frequencies
and the N ≥ n predicted frequencies among all independent pre-
dictions in the multiplet to explain the 9 observed frequencies

Fig. 1: Predictions of the best fitting magneto-gravito pulsation
model from Set 5 and its uncertainties (dark blue). The black
cross designates a predicted frequency that is not detected in
the data. The blue shaded area shows all possible locations of
unidentified frequencies. The horizontal red dashed line shows
the local average noise level in the data. The 95% confidence in-
tervals for the predicted frequency differences are smaller than
the size of the markers.

and ∆ fi ≡ fi − fcen for a chosen central frequency fcen with se-
lected azimuthal order m. We selected f 5

g as the central frequency
and assume an azimuthal order m = 0. This choice is justified as
there are frequencies present for each azimuthal order in the ro-
tational splitting, which suggests f 5

g and f 6
g to have azimuthal

order m = 0. Correspondingly, we consider only the theoreti-
cal frequency differences relative to a predicted frequency with
m = 0, drastically decreasing computation time by limiting the
azimuthal identification of the different frequencies. The weight
c is a free parameter to fit the observed amplitudes. The differ-
ence in summation between the frequencies and amplitudes is
to penalize the fit for predicted signals that are not observed.
For the predicted amplitudes with no observed counterpart, we
set Ai,obs = 0 µmag and σAi,obs = 1.6 µmag, which is the un-
certainty on the extracted amplitudes according to the red noise
corrected formulae of Montgomery & O’Donoghue (1999). Us-
ing this metric, we calculated the corresponding confidence in-
tervals using the F-statistic. We expand upon this method in Ap-
pendix D.

We applied our fitting process to the split g-mode in Fig. A.2,
which was identified to be a g1 (Sets 1 and 2) or g2 mode (Sets
3 to 6) by Vanlaer et al. (2025). In doing so we set the fitting
weight parameter to c = 104. This value is necessary to avoid
overfitting in frequencies as the different relative uncertainties
between the frequencies and amplitudes would otherwise lead to
solely frequency optimization in the (2l + 1)2 available frequen-
cies. Our new magneto-gravito-asteroseismic modelling can ex-
plain all the observed frequencies in the multiplet, as illustrated
for a model from Set 5 in Fig. 1. The predicted frequencies show
a good agreement with the observed frequencies and amplitudes.
As there were only 9 observed frequencies and our best pulsa-
tion model has a minimum of 10 predicted frequencies when
two independent (2l + 1) solutions are considered, an explana-
tion of at least one missing frequency was required. The black
cross in Fig. 1 shows this unidentified frequency for the best fit-
ting model. This frequency and its uncertainty is mostly low in
amplitude and close to the mean noise level of the periodogram.
The best fitting solution for Set 5 has a maximum magnetic field
strength of 24+651

−15 kG. While the uncertainty on this value is
large, the detection of the internal magnetic field follows from
the detection of 9 frequencies for the l = 2 multiplet in the up-
dated frequency list. We calculated the sensitivity kernels of the
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best fitting mode following Das et al. (2020) and found the sen-
sitivity to peak at Rpeak = 0.994 Rstar, indicating that the mode
mostly probes the magnetic field in the near-surface region. The
mean magnetic field strength at that radius is Bpeak = 6.85 kG.
The large uncertainty on Bmax is connected to the large diver-
sity of magnetic kernel sensitivities for the models in Set 5, with
a significant fraction of models probing the near-core magnetic
field. Following Fuller et al. (2015) and Stello et al. (2016), the
quadrupole mode can only propagate in the magnetic interior if
the magnetic field strength is below the critical value Bcrit, which
ranges from ∼107 kG near the core to ∼102 kG near the surface,
well above the magentic field strengths of all accepted models
in the 95% confidence interval. This is an additional validation
of the perturbative approach. It reinforces the importance of the
Coriolis force and the value of including the centrifugal force in
furture modelling of the modes.

The obliquity angle β and the inclination angle i are con-
sistent between the different model sets, with Set 5 giving β =
65◦+24
−25 and i = 24◦+26

−17. The inclination angle has no dependence
on the radial order of the mode, and only depends on the az-
imuthal order m of the frequencies and the angular degree l of
the mode. The value of β is determined by the small splitting
and relative amplitudes, while the inclination angle is sensitive
to the relative amplitudes between the frequencies.

The rotational frequency estimation of frot = 0.19+0.03
−0.01 d−1

corresponds closely to the results of Vanlaer et al. (2025). We
additionally computed the projected rotational velocity v sin i of
the star. This includes the uncertainties on the inclination angle
i, the rotational frequency frot, and the stellar radius. The out-
come is consistent with the spectroscopic result of 27+6

−8 km s−1.
We find the near-core rotational velocity of the star to be around
∼ 20% of the Kepler critical velocity, in line with the results of
Aerts & Tkachenko (2024). All the best fitting model parame-
ters are listed in Table E.1 with the 95% confidence intervals per
model set. We find that the stellar parameter estimates based on
our magnetic description are in agreement with the earlier mod-
elling results by Burssens et al. (2023) and Vanlaer et al. (2025)
based on a rotating non-magnetic star.

5. Conclusions
In this Letter, we presented the asteroseismic detection of an in-
ternal magnetic field inside a massive pulsator. We explained the
9 observed frequency components of the quadrupole g-mode of
the βCep star HD 192575 as the combined effects of an internal
magnetic field and rotation, where the magnetic and rotation axes
are inclined with each other. The detected 9-frequency signature
of this l=2 mode cannot be explained by any currently available
pulsation theory for low-order low-degree (l < 3) modes in a
single star without invoking an internal magnetic field.

We focused our novel modelling work on the only multiplet
detected in the TESS light curve of the star having more than the
usual 2l + 1 components induced by internal rotation, after ex-
cluding the possibility of an avoided crossing between low-order
modes. The star also reveals several p-mode multiplets which are
well explained by the forward models used here when ignoring
the magnetic field. We did not focus on these multiplets to as-
sess the internal magnetic field because the theory we developed
is not optimal to model p-modes with rotation kernels peaking
in a stellar envelope deformed by the rotation of the star. In-
deed, as shown by Vanlaer et al. (2025), the centrifugal force
needs to be included for a proper description of the low-order p-
modes of HD 192575. This requires a more complex theoretical
description of the rotation based on coupling between modes of
different degrees, which is currently under construction. Never-

theless, we already applied our perturbative magnetic pulsation
model to the quadrupole p-mode centered at 6.5 d−1 as a sanity
check. The results presented in Appendix E show that such sim-
plified magneto-acoustic modelling is able to explain the four
frequencies in this multiplet, with stellar parameters and rotation
in agreement with those found from the quadrupole g-mode mul-
tiplet. This good result for the p-mode encourages us to extend
the current theoretical pulsation model by including the centrifu-
gal deformation. Such novel theoretical development is under-
way and will be used to improve the modelling presented here.
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Appendix A: Relevant frequencies of HD 192575

Fig. A.1: Lomb-Scargle periodogram of the TESS Cycle 2,4,5, and 6 light curve of HD 192575. The indicated areas are discussed
in this Letter.

Fig. A.2: Excerpt of the Lomb-Scargle periodogram of HD 192575 zoomed in on the g-mode (left) and p-mode (right) multiplet
under study. The dotted lines indicate the frequencies extracted from the data and the mode labels refer to Table A.2.

Table A.1: Best stellar parameters for the different sets of stellar models used in this work, as determined by Vanlaer et al. (2025).

Parameter Set 1 Set 2 Set 3 Set 4 Set 5 Set 6
Mini [M⊙] 13.0+0.5

−2.5 11.5+2.0
−1.0 11.0+1.0

−2.0 12.5+1.0
−2.0 12.0+1.5

−1.5 12.0+1.5
−1.5

Zini [dex] 0.014+0.002
−0.002 0.012+0.004

−0.000 0.016+0.000
−0.004 0.014+0.002

−0.002 0.014+0.002
−0.002 0.012+0.004

−0.000
fCBM 0.035+0.000

−0.030 0.035+0.000
−0.030 0.025+0.010

−0.020 0.010+0.025
−0.005 0.10+0.025

−0.005 0.015+0.020
−0.010

Xc 0.236+0.025
−0.220 0.136+0.175

−0.120 0.251+0.160
−0.235 0.016+0.285

−0.000 0.026+0.225
−0.010 0.016+0.395

−0.000
g-mode (2,−1) (2,−1) (2,−2) (2,−2) (2,−2) (2,−2)
p-mode (2,+2) (2,+3) (2,+0) (2,+1) (2,+2) (2,+3)

Table A.2: Extracted frequencies, amplitudes, and SNR of the quadrupole g- and p-mode under study.

frequency [d−1] amplitude [µmag] SNR frequency [d−1] amplitude [µmag] SNR
f 1
g 3.445953(6) 71.2(1.6) 17.3 f 1

p 6.3509313(2) 1835.6(1.6) 702.8
f 2
g 3.449320(10) 45.5(1.6) 11.0 f 2

p 6.5250052(2) 2331.9(1.6) 878.1
f 3
g 3.625411(9) 50.9(1.6) 12.3 f 3

p 6.6968226(6) 731.8(1.6) 268.3
f 4
g 3.642091(5) 86.0(1.6) 20.9 f 4

p 6.8670011(5) 952.8(1.6) 337.4
f 5
g 3.819262(11) 43.4(1.6) 10.7

f 6
g 3.833089(11) 40.4(1.6) 10.1

f 7
g 4.032025(6) 71.1(1.6) 19.6

f 8
g 4.210734(13) 34.8(1.6) 10.4

f 9
g 4.221790(15) 30.3(1.6) 9.1

Notes. The full, electronic table including all extracted signals, including uncertainties and SNR, is available at https://github.com/
Mathijs-Vanrespaille/Vandersnickt_2025/blob/main/table_A1_complete.txt.
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Appendix B: Kernel sensitivity

Following the results of Das et al. (2020), the sensitivity of the modes to the internal magnetic field can be decomposed as a product
of the magnetic stress tensor BB and the sensitivity kernel K as

⟨δF (ξ), ξ⟩ =
∫

V
BB : KdV, (B.1)

where ":" denotes the tensor product. Figure B.1 shows an example of the magnetic sensitivity kernel. The sensitivity peak is near
the surface for this example and varies multiple order of magnitudes throughout the interior. Other cases are possible where the
sensitivity is strongly peaked near the core, leading to higher magnetic field strengths required for a similar effect on the modes.

Figure B.2 shows the magnetic stress tensor for an example magnetic field topology used. These figures show that the maximum
magnetic field value is not at the edges of the field. The magnetic field strength peak is, however, deep in the envelope close to the
core.

Fig. B.1: Magnetic sensitivity kernel of an example g mode with n = −1, l = 2.
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Fig. B.2: Magnetic stress tensor of an example magnetic field used following the prescription of Duez & Mathis (2010).
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Appendix C: Perturbative formulation

The perturbation as a consequence of rotation is given by

δFrot = −2iω0Ω × ξ, (C.1)

where Ω is the rotation vector of the star.
The magnetic perturbation operator for an internal magnetic

field B0 is given by

δFmag ξ =
1
ρ0

[
B0 ×

[
∇ × (−B0(∇ · ξ) + (B0 · ∇)ξ − (ξ · ∇)B0)

]]
+

1
ρ0

[
(∇ × (ξ × B0)) × (∇ × B0)

]
−
ρ′

ρ2
0

(∇ × B0) × B0.

(C.2)

These first order approximations require the rotational frequency
Ω ≪ ω0 and the Alvén wave frequency ωA ≪ ω0 and addition-
ally ignore any deformation of the star.

We allowed for an obliquity angle β between the rotation axis
and the magnetic field axis. The change in the eigenfrequency is
consequently given by

δω2 r =Mrotr + DMmag D⊺r, (C.3)

where we have

Mrot =
diag

(
⟨δFrot (ξ(m)

rot ), ξ(m)
rot ⟩| for m = −l, · · · , l

)
⟨ξ0, ξ0⟩

, (C.4)

Mmag =
diag

(
⟨δFmag (ξ(m)

mag), ξ(m)
mag⟩| for m = −l, · · · , l

)
⟨ξ0, ξ0⟩

(C.5)

with l the angular degree and m the azimuthal order and where
D(β) is the Wigner d-matrix describing the change in frame be-
tween the oblique rotation and magnetic field frames, such that
each matrix M is calculated in its respective reference frame.
⟨., .⟩ denotes the inner product of the eigenvectors ξ over the star.
Equation (C.3) is obtained by projecting the magnetic modes to
the corotating frame.

Appendix D: Calculating the likelihood function
confidence regions

For each combination of parameters, we obtain a distance d2 be-
tween the observed and predicted frequencies and amplitudes.
The best fitting model minimizes this distance to d2

min. For each
model, we can calculate the F-statistic to compare with the best
fit. This statistic is a measure of the difference in the explained
variance expressed by the distance and is given by

F(d2) =
d2 − d2

min

d2
min

N − K
K

∼ FK,N−K , (D.1)

for a number of observables N, and a number of free parameters
K. The F-statistic is distributed as an F-distribution with K and
N − K degrees of freedom. This leads to an asymptotic 100(1 −
α)% confidence region of the parameters θ, given by{
θ

∣∣∣∣∣d2(θ) ≤ d2
min

(
1 +

K
N − K

Fα
)}
. (D.2)

We take K = 4 to estimate the parameters connected to rota-
tion and the internal magnetic field. The uncertainty intervals in
Tables E.1 and E.2 show these parameters of the magnetic field

Fig. E.1: As Fig. 1 but for the four observed components of the
quadrupole p-mode.

and rotation. The uncertainties on the other parameters can be
interpreted as the interval necessary to obtain the corresponding
uncertainty in the magnetic field and rotation parameters.

Equation D.1 gives the expected distribution of the F-statistic
based on the metric d2. We can use this distribution to define a
likelihood function for a set of parameters θ, given by

L(θ) = FK,N−K

d2(θ) − d2
min

d2
min

N − K
K

 . (D.3)

Appendix E: Results for each model set for both
quadrupole modes

The fitting process of the p-mode centered on 6.5 d−1 shown in
Figs A.2 and A.1 differs slightly from the one for the g-mode,
as we can only consider four observed frequencies in the multi-
plet. We identified f 3

p as the central frequency fcen by comparing
the relative amplitudes to the g-mode. We additionally required
the predicted set of frequencies to consist of a single indepen-
dent magnetic solution, as no clear splittings aside from those
expected from rotation are available. The weight parameter was
set to c = 103.

Figure E.1 shows the best fitting frequencies and amplitudes
for the models in Set 5. There is a good agreement between the
observed and predicted frequencies. The best fitting model pre-
dicts an additional frequency that is not identified in the observed
frequencies, but it has a low amplitude. The narrow frequency
confidence interval on the predicted frequencies can be immedi-
ately connected to the low uncertainty on the predicted rotational
frequency reported in Table E.2, as this factor has the largest and
most direct impact on the predicted frequencies. All predicted
parameters are similar to the values derived from the g-mode fit-
tings described in the main text.

The probing depth of the kernel for the best model in Set 5
peaks at Rpeak = 0.996 Rstar with a magnetic field strength av-
erage of Bpeak = 1.86 kG at that radius. The maximum field
strength is Bmax = 6.5+20.0

−5.1 kG. The current framework ignores
the centrifugal force, the deformation it induces in the stellar
envelope, and the accompanying couplings between spheroidal
and toroidal components caused by that force. In addition to this
omission, the internal magnetic field could also be more complex
than a dipole-like field. These effects will be especially impor-
tant to model p-mode splittings for HD 192575, which has been
classified as a moderate rotator by Aerts & Tkachenko (2024).

The predicted projected rotational velocity v sin i is again
consistent with the previous estimate by Burssens et al. (2023),
with a larger uncertainty due to the larger uncertainty on the in-
clination angle i.
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Table E.1: Best model parameters and 95% confidence intervals for the asteroseismic modelling of the g-mode.

Parameter Set 1 Set 2 Set 3 Set 4 Set 5 Set 6
M [M⊙] 13.0+0.5

−1.5 12.5+0.5
−1.0 12.0+0.5

−1.5 12.5+1.0
−1.0 11.5+2.0

−1.0 12.5+1.0
−1.0

R [R⊙] 9.0+1.0
−0.9 10.6+0.1

−0.7 7.7+0.3
−0.5 10.8+0.0

−2.9 8.7+2.3
−0.7 10.5+0.5

−1.5
log L/L⊙ 4.446+0.002

−0.182 4.435+0.013
−0.100 4.284+0.041

−0.134 4.422+0.024
−0.197 4.241+0.207

−0.044 4.410+0.038
−0.125

log Teff/K 4.40+0.01
−0.05 4.35+0.01

−0.01 4.390+0.005
−0.028 4.351+0.058

−0.004 4.353+0.054
−0.007 4.354+0.035

−0.008
log g 3.64+0.07

−0.12 3.48+0.04
−0.01 3.74+0.03

−0.04 3.47+0.28
−0.00 3.62+0.12

−0.17 3.49+0.14
−0.04

Age [Myr] 14.1+3.2
−2.4 16.0+3.4

−1.6 14.6+5.7
−2.0 16.1+0.5

−4.7 16.6+5.2
−5.2 15.9+1.9

−3.5
Xc 0.231+0.010

−0.210 0.136+0.030
−0.120 0.241+0.040

−0.020 0.026+0.150
−0.010 0.056+0.140

−0.040 0.051+0.115
−0.040

Mcc [M⊙] 3.55+0.03
−1.51 2.96+0.21

−0.97 2.85+0.09
−0.51 2.30+0.90

−0.31 1.86+1.20
−0.12 2.37+0.66

−0.52
Rcc [R⊙] 0.117+0.004

−0.046 0.089+0.007
−0.022 0.120+0.004

−0.007 0.0699+0.0449
−0.0007 0.080+0.034

−0.010 0.076+0.027
−0.009

Bmax [kG] 24+48
−21 3.2+17.2

−0.5 698+865
−398 5.1+776.5

−0.7 24+651
−15 31+65

−28
frot [d−1] 0.19+0.02

−0.01 0.19+0.02
−0.01 0.19+0.02

−0.01 0.19+0.02
−0.01 0.19+0.03

−0.01 0.19+0.02
−0.01

β [◦] 61+25
−17 63+25

−22 60+28
−20 60+28

−21 65+24
−25 61+30

−13
i [◦] 24+24

−12 24+25
−12 24+24

−10 24+24
−10 24+26

−17 24+15
−10

Rpeak [Rstar] 0.989 0.994 0.144 0.994 0.994 0.994
Bpeak [kG] 6.76 0.88 248 1.44 6.85 8.75
s = 2 frot/ fcen 0.100+0.010

−0.007 0.100+0.013
−0.007 0.100+0.009

−0.007 0.100+0.009
−0.007 0.100+0.013

−0.007 0.100+0.012
−0.007

Ω/Ω
Kepler
crit 0.16+0.06

−0.01 0.21+0.02
−0.02 0.14+0.01

−0.01 0.22+0.01
−0.09 0.17+0.07

−0.03 0.21+0.03
−0.05

v sin i [km/s] 35+37
−32 42+35

−19 30+27
−13 42+35

−24 34+44
−21 41+38

−20

Table E.2: Best model parameters and 95% confidence intervals for the asteroseismic modelling of the p-mode.

Parameter Set 1 Set 2 Set 3 Set 4 Set 5 Set 6
M [M⊙] 12.5+1.0

−1.0 12.0+1.0
−0.5 11.0+1.5

−0.5 13.5+0.0
−2.0 12.51.0

−2.0 13.5+0.0
−2.0

R [R⊙] 8.4+1.6
−0.4 10.4+0.3

−0.5 7.7+0.3
−1.1 8.6+0.2.2

−0.7 8.2+2.8
−0.2 9.3+1.7

−0.3
log L/L⊙ 4.362+0.086

−0.099 4.390+0.058
−0.056 4.205+0.119

−0.056 4.447+0.000
−0.221 4.321+0.127

−0.124 4.445+0.003
−0.159

log Teff/K 4.39+0.02
−0.04 4.340+0.018

−0.004 4.370+0.030
−0.009 4.406+0.003

−0.059 4.39+0.02
−0.04 4.39+0.00

−0.04
log g 3.68+0.03

−0.16 3.478+0.041
−0.008 3.708+0.161

−0.005 3.70+0.05
−0.22 3.71+0.03

−0.25 3.63+0.00
−0.17

Age [Myr] 14.2+3.1
−2.5 17.5+1.9

−3.1 18.1+2.3
−5.4 12.6+4.0

−1.2 13.2+8.6
−11.8 12.4+5.39

−0.0
Xc 0.226+0.015

−0.205 0.126+0.040
−0.110 0.261+0.080

−0.040 0.191+0.010
−0.175 0.191+0.000

−0.175 0.141+0.025
−0.125

Mcc [M⊙] 3.12+1.02
−1.10 2.74+0.43

−0.75 2.75+0.33
−0.41 3.18+0.01

−1.19 2.69+0.37
−0.95 2.90+0.13

−1.05
Rcc [R⊙] 0.116+0.005

−0.045 0.086+0.428
−0.019 0.118+0.026

−0.005 0.114+0.001
−0.044 0.111+0.003

−0.041 0.101+0.001
−0.034

Bmax [kG] 6.4+17.1
−4.9 0.86+6.68

−0.11 13+66
−7 10+15

−8 6.5+20.0
−5.1 2.3+5.3

−1.5
frot [d−1] 0.172+0.002

−0.003 0.172+0.002
−0.003 0.172+0.002

−0.003 0.172+0.002
−0.003 0.172+0.002

−0.003 0.173+0.002
−0.003

β [◦] 67+22
−35 72+17

−40 68+21
−47 67+22

−36 67+22
−36 74+15

−41
i [◦] 27+30

−24 29+38
−17 27+32

−25 26+30
−24 27+28

−24 27+29
−15

Rpeak [Rstar] 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.996 0.996
Bpeak [kG] 1.81 0.23 3.67 2.97 1.87 0.65
s = 2 frot/ fcen 0.0515+0.0007

−0.0009 0.0515+0.0007
−0.0009 0.0515+0.0007

−0.0008 0.0515+0.0007
−0.0009 0.0515+0.0007

−0.0009 0.0515+0.007
−0.0009

Ω/Ω
Kepler
crit 0.139+0.043

−0.007 0.195+0.010
−0.016 0.128+0.003

−0.033 0.139+0.067
−0.017 0.139+0.070

−0.014 0.155+0.054
−0.003

v sin i [km/s] 33+38
−30 29+48

−26 30+25
−30 33+42

−30 31+44
−27 37+41

−34
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