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Theoretical calculation of EOS and conductivity o(r) ® average magnetic energy over a spherical surface verified that it is indeed flat
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s (Ryy 1075 —osR . ein the interior (away from the core), F;(r) becomes L L spectrum (Connerney et al.
(French, Becker, Lorenzen and Nettelmann 2012) : shallow and maintains roughly the same shape = N 2018) that is steeper than that
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