
The Seismic Structure 
of the Sun 

D. 0. Gough, A. G. Kosovichev, J. Toomre, E. Anderson, 
H. M. Antia, S. Basu, B. Chaboyer, S. M. Chitre, 

J. Christensen-Dalsnaard, W. A. Dziem bowski, A. Eff -Darwich, 
J. R. Elliott, P. M. Giks, P: R. Goode, J. A. Guzik, J. W. ~ a & ,  

F. Hill, J. W. Leibacher, M. J. P,. F. G. Monteiro, 0. Richard, 
T. Sekii, H. Shibahashi, M. Takata, M. J. Thompson, S. Vauclair, 

That model now serves as a reference with 
which to compare the sun and as a guide to 
interpretation of the differences we find. 

Analysis of the frequencies of modes of 
oscillation is one means whereby the struc- 
ture of the sun can be inferred. One can also 
study the shapes of the oscillating distur- 
bances-the so-called eigenfunctions-or 
one can investigate, over a limited region of 
the sun, the propagation of the component 
waves that constitute those eieenfunctions 
(5). Such studies are best suite2 to the in- 
vestigation of lateral inhomogeneitv. Never- 

S. V. V O ~ O ~ ~ S O V  theleis, most of the inferences to clate have 
been obtained from global mode frequen- 

Global Oscillation Network Group data reveal that the internal structure of the sun can be cies, and it is accordingly to these that we 
well represented by a calibrated standard model. However, immediately beneath the restrict our attention in this article. 
convection zone and at the edge of the energy-generating core, the sound-speed variation 
is somewhat smoother in the sun than it is in the model. This could be a consequence Seismic Waves 
of chemical inhomogeneity that is too severe in the model, perhaps owing to inaccurate 
modeling of gravitational settling or to neglected macroscopic motion that may be present Acoustic seismic waves propagate through 
in the sun. Accurate knowledge of the sun's structure enables inferences to be made the solar interior along ray paths that are 
about the physics that controls the sun; for example, through the opacity, the equation almost in planes through the center of the 
of state, or wave motion. Those inferences can then be used elsewhere in astrophysics. sun (Fig. 1). After reflection at the surface, 

the waves propagate downward, to be re- 
fracted by the sound-speed gradient back to 
the surface, where they are reflected again. 

O n e  of the principal purposes of the against which to compare the seismic model. The paths are not closed, so that after many 
Global Oscillation Network Group The traditional manner of inferring the reflections the waves sample essentially the 
(GONG) project is to determine the in- structure of the sun is to calibrate a theo- entire region outside a central zone of 
ternal structure of the sun. Helioseismol- retical model; that is, to adjust a set of avoidance and therefore provide a global 
ogy is used to model the stratification of uncertain parameters that specify the model diagnostic of that region. Indeed, if there 
density p and the internal stress that sup- until a best fit with the data is obtained. were no attenuation by dissipation, a single 
ports the star, as well as the relation be- Difficulty arises when the model cannot be ray would fill the accessible space. The 
tween them when they are adiabatically adjusted to fit all the data within the esti- waves of particular interest are those whose 
perturbed (1 ). In the absence of a magnet- mated measurement errors, which indicates frequencies are such that on neighboring 
ic field or small-scale turbulence, the a fundamental error in the model. Various paths the waves are essentially in phase. 
stress is the gradient of the pressure p. techniques, known as inverse methods, This leads to constructive interference and 
Then perturbations of p and p are related consider a wider class of possible structures the formation of a resonant mode of oscil- 
via she adiabatic exponent y, (2). The by relaxing some of the basic assumptions lation with a well-defined frequency (6). 
variation of these quantities with position on which the theoretical models are based For a wave to be observed, the distur- 
is determined by seismology and consti- (3). By so doing, one can come closer to bance must pass from the interior of the sun 
tutes what we call the seismic structure of explaining what the data might imply and to the photosphere through the ill-under- 
the sun. One must use properties of theo- hence obtain a representation of the sun stood surface layers that influence the oscil- 
retical solar models for inferring other that is in better accord with those data. lation frequencies in a substantial but partly 
quantities such as temperature (2). Theo- Many inverse methods seek differences unknown way. That influence must be 
retical models also provide a reference between certain aspects of the sun and a eliminated from the data. 
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es the resonant frequency is proportional to 
the time spent in that region by an imagi- 
nary point traveling with the wave (8). This 
is represented in Fig. 1, A and B, by the 
intensity of the brown and red shading. The 
shading is dense near the surface of the star, 
where the wave speed is low. It is also 
relatively dense near the edge of the zone of 
avoidance, for although the wave speed is 
relatively high, the ray density is large be- 
cause the imaginary point passes through 
the region many times. Indeed, the ray den- 
sity is formally infinite at the boundary of 
the zone of avoidance, to which the rays are 
tangent. This boundary is called a caustic. 

The difference between a measured os- 
cillation frequency of the sun and that of a 
corresponding mode of a theoretical model 
can be represented as an average of the 
difference between the solar and the model 
wave speeds (9). However, the implications 
of such averages are not easy to compre- 
hend, because they are made up of contri- 
butions from many parts of the sun. What 
we would prefer is to be told the actual 
sound-speed difference 6c at each point, but 
that is not possible. What is possible, how- 
ever, is to be given a sequence of averages, 
each of which is localized in space. To 
understand how such an average is ob- 
tained, consider the difference between the 
frequencies of the modes in Fig. 1, A and B: 
It provides an average of the sound-speed 
difference weighted with the difference be- 
tween the corresponding weight functions 
(Fig. 1C). The new weight function is 
meatest in the vicinitv of the caustics. there .., 
having been substantial cancellation else- 
where. Thus, the frequency difference pro- 
vides localized information about the sound 
speed. A sequence of such averages can be 
thought of as a blurred representation of the 
function 6c. More highly localized averages 
can be obtained from appropriate combina- 
tions of a greater number of frequencies. 
With enoueh modes. one can eliminate the 
contributiok from the surface, whereas in 
Fig. 1C cancellation was far from complete. 
Some examples of well-localized weight 
functions are shown in Fig. 2A. 

One can instead represent the sound- 
speed difference in terms of a predeter- 
mined set of functions. choosine the linear - 
combination that best fits the data. Because 
the emphasis here is on reproducing the 
data, the method is akin to the calibration 
of solar models, except that the representa- 
tion is not constrained to satisfy the equa- 
tions that govern those models. Moreover, 
the number of adjustable parameters is typ- 
ically much greater. When one has a wide 
ranee of modes such as those in the GONG u 

dataset, the value of the resulting function 
at any point is an average of the actual 
sound-speed difference, which is usually lo- 
calized in the vicinity of that point (10). 

A third technique has the advantage of 
not relying on a reference model (Fig. 2B). 
If the structure of the sun were known 
above the caustic of the shallower mode, 
the frequency of that mode could be calcu- 
lated. The structure of the more deeply 
penetrating wave could be calculated above 
the caustic of the shallower mode, and its 
frequency would then be calculable in terms 
of the unknown sound speed in the thin 
region between the two caustics. A mea- 
surement of the frequency would therefore 
determine the sound speed averaged over 
this thin region. From the frequencies of a 
succession of modes that penetrate more 
and more deeply, it is evident that in prin- 
ciple one can build up a picture of the 
sound-speed variation (1 1 ). 

Inferences from GONG Data 

In Fig. 3, we plot the square of the sound 
speed in the sun against radius r, obtained 
from GONG data, as well as that in a 
reference model (1 2). The agreement is 

Fig. 2. (A) Localized averaging kernels, which 
weight averages of sound-speed differences be- 
tween the sun and a theoretical reference model. 
(B) Portions of the ray paths depicted in Fig. 1A 
(blue) and Fig. 1 B (red). The dotted circles are the 
corresponding caustics. 

close. Only near the base of the convection 
zone and in the energy-generating core are 
there discrepancies. The former is evident 
in the enlargement of the vicinity of the 
base of the convection zone (inset, Fig. 3). 

The adiabatic stratification in the sun 
appears to penetrate about 0.002R more 
deeply than in the model (13) (R is the 
radius of the sun). Also. the values of u = b/ x ,  

p, and consequently c2 (2), converge quickly 
at greater depths (Fig. 4). Part of the differ- 
ence in u between the sun and the model 
could be associated simply with the fact that 
the model convection zone may be too shal- 
low. However, the excess u caused by that 
property is of lesser magnitude than that in 
Fig. 4 and extends more deeply (3). The 
small ~ositive value of 6u/u between 0.3R 
and 0 . k ~  might therefore be accounted for in 
this way, but the relatively sharp bump be- 
tween 0.6R and 0.7R cannot. The decrease 
in u locally may indicate that immediately 
beneath the convection zone the accumula- 
tion of helium, which augments the mean 
molecular mass u (2). has been overestimat- , . ,, 
ed in the reference model. This is consistent 
with recent computations (14-17), some re- 
sults of which are compared with the sun in 
Fig. 5. The bump could in principle have 
been produced by an opacity error that drops 
abruptly to zero immediately beneath the 
base of the convection zone. However, such 
a fortuitous occurrence is unlikely. 

The discrevancv in the core is the third . , 
prominent feature. Most secure is the neg- 
ative region of 6u/u between about 0.1R and 
0.2R, which implies that the variation of u 
itself is flatter than in the model (see Fig. 
3). Once again, this would be a symptom of 

Fig. 3. The dashed curve is the square of the 
spherically averaged sound speed in the sun. The 
solid curve corresponds to a standard theoretical 
model. The magnitudes of the slopes of the 
curves are lower immediately beneath the con- 
vection zone, where the temperature gradient is 
too small to drive the instability. The inset shows 
that the convectively unstable region of relatively 
high slope extends somewhat more deeply into 
the sun than it does in the model. 
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there being too steep a colnposition gradi-
ent in the model. The  density in\:ersion 
(Fig. 4 )  is consistent with this interpreta-
tion: The regions of relatively steep positive 
slope in Sp/p in the core and immediately 

-0.02-0'01 i 
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 

rlR 

Fig. 4. Relative d~fferences6u/u (A)and 6p/p (B) 
between the sun and the standard model w~th 
gravitatonal settling of helium and heavy elements 
(3),where u = pip. 

beneath the convection zone imply that the 
magnitude of the (negative) gradient of 
density is too high in the model (18). 

A certaln amount of turbulent mixing" 
reduces the discrepancy immediately be-
neath the convection zone (Flg. 5, A and 
B). We have constr~~ctedmodels with 
sornewhat different helium redistribution 
that reduce the discrepancy f~lrther,but this 
does not imply that mixing is necessarily 
the solution. A nod el that also well repre-
sents the sun near the base of the convec-
tion zone (Fig. 5C)has no such mixing but 
instead suffers Inass loss during the course of 
its evolution. The upward flow of lnaterlal 
into the convection zone, and subsequently 
out into the solar wind. counteracts the 
settling of helium, leaving a smaller helium 
concentration between 0.6R and 0.7R. We 
estimate the helium abundance to be 0.248 
2 0.005 in the convection zone where the 
stratlfication is adiabatic. This value is sim-
ilar to Drevlous estinlates (19). 

Deviations from spherical symmetry split 
the degeneracy of the mode frequencies 
with respect to azimuthal order m. The  
colnponent of the splitting that is odd ill m 
1s produced by those aspects of rotation that 
depend on oJd powers of the angular veloc-
ity R, whereas the even conlponent is pro-
duced by everything else (including phe-
nomena such as centrif~~galforce, which" 

depend on even powers of R and which 
cannot distinguish east from west). Here we 
consider only the even splitting, leaving 
discussion of rotation to (20). 

We determine the component of the 
deviation from spherical syrnrnetry that is 
axisvmnletric about the rotation axis. Onlv 
prodesses that produce a deviation in the 
wave propagation speed, or a distortion to 
the shape of the cavity within a,hich the 
waves propagate, influence the freiluencies 

of the modes. Wave speed can be modified 
by sound-speed deviations and by a magnet-
ic field, or the wave can be advected by the 
component of large-scale materlal flow in 
meridional planes (21 ). Unfortunately, one 
cannot distinguish between them bv seis~nlc" 
freiluenc\. analysis alone (22). Therefore, 
we slmply express the outcome of our anal-
ysis as a scalar wave-speed variation. Inver-
sions are carried out in a manner analogous" 

to those for the spherically averaged struc-
ture, except that now the latitudinal depen-
dence of the waves must be taken into 
account (23). 

The only significant aspherical variation 
is confined to a shallow layer immediately 
beneath the solar surface (Fig. 6) .  This find-
ing is consistent with previous inferences 
(24). Moreover. the variation of wave sueed 
k i th  latitude is very similar to the bright-
ness temperature of the solar atmosphere, 
a,hlch confirlns previous flndi~lgs(24).The  
wave-speed variation (Fig. 7 )  is less well 
resolve2 than the spherically averaged 
sound speed (Figs. 3 through 5 )  and is 
therefore less reliable. This 1s because it 
depends on very snlall frequency differenc-
es, which are of order 0.1 mHi, rather than 
on the full mode frequencies. As GONG 
continues, the results will irnorove. Howev-
er, the precision will be limited by the 
structural changes that the sun ~lndergoesin" u 

the course of the solar cycle. 
There is no significant asphericity (Figs. 

6 and 7) beneath r = 0.9R. Therefore, we 
find no evidence for a deeply seated thermal 
perturbation or magnetic field. If there were 
a field concentrated in a layer of thickness 
0.1R. say. as some dvnamo theorists have , 1 ,  

post~~lated(25), we could set an upper 
bound to its average intensitv over that 
layer of a few tens c;f teslas. hat bound is 
not inconsistent with dynamo models (25). 

< 0 0 < 0 
u ffi ffi 

-0.005 -0.005 -0.005 

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 

Fig. 5. Relative dfferences 6u/u between u n the sun and in various theoret- - v, - (v, - v,), where v ,  is solar frequencies, v, IS the frequencies of the 
ical models. The theoretcal models are (A)a model with weak mixing (75), standard solar model used in F I ~ .4 ,  and v,, and v, are frequenciescomputed 
presumed to be generated by rotationally Induced turbulence: (6)a smarly with the same computer code with and w~thoutmixing (ormass loss),respec-
mixed model (76);and (C)a model with mass loss ( 7  7)In order to produce a tively.Thus, they represent the effect incorporating mixing (or mass loss)into 
homogeneous comparison,the inversions are of the frequency differencesv, the reference model used n Fig. 4. 
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We have made two suggestions that 
might possibly account for the discrepancies 
in the sound speed: mass loss and material 
mixing. Both require that material now in 
the convection wne was previously at high- 
er temperature. That could have caused the 
light chemical elements Li and Be to have 
been partially destroyed by nuclear reac- 
tions. Both possibilities have been proposed 
before to ex~lain the observed Li and Be 
deficiencies in the atmospheres of the sun 
and other similar stars; now we have evi- 
dence that one of them might be correct. 
The model in Fig. 5C has lost 10% of its 
mass, most of it in the first lo9 years, and it 
reproduces the observed Li deficiency in the 
solar photosphere. However, there are also 
plausible mechanisms for material mixing, 
including weak convective overshooting 
(26), nonlinear wave transport (27), rota- 
tionally induced shear turbulence (28), and 

-0.doo2 -0.ooo1 o.oboo 0.0001 o.ooo2 
Sound speed perturbatton (6clc) 

Fig. 6. Effective sound-speed deviation from the 
spherical average. 

0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1 
rlR 

Fig. 7. Relative sound-speed deviation from the 
spheridal average, plotted against radius, at the 
equator (continuous curve), latitude 45" (dotted 
lines), and the poles (dashed lines). Thick lines 
represent the expected solutions; thin lines devi- 
ate from those solutions by + l SD of the estimat- 
ed data errors. 

Ekman circulation (29). Distinguishing the 
different possibilities., will require a more 
highly resolved picture of the transition at 
the base of the convection zone (30), includ- 
ing the shear in the angular velocity (20). 

The discrepancy in the energy-generat- 
ing core might also be a symptom of mac- 
roscopic motion, which transports the prod- 
ucts of the nuclear reactions from their sites 
of ~roduction. That would modifv the neu- 
trino emission rates and thereby change the 
status of the solar neutrino problem, despite 
evidence that at least part of the problem 
lies in elementary-particle physics (31). It 
would also lengthen the life expectancy of 
the sun, by replenishment of spent hydro- 
gen fuel. The implications are far-reaching; 
for example, if other stars behave similarly, 
the conflict between the aee estimates for - 
globular clusters and some lesser age esti- 
mates for the universe would be exacerbat- 
ed. Such motion would also transport angu- 
lar momentum and would therefore leave a 
signature in the variation of angular veloc- 
ity in. the core. 
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htheesseo~fullyionizedcore,8In&'o:dInpo: 
d In p: a local increase h &' tends to be asxciated 
with corresponding relative decreases in p and p. 

SCIENCE VOL. 272 31 MAY 1996 



19 W A Dz~embowsk~,A, A Pamjatnykh, R S~enk-
iew~cz.Mon Not. R Astron Soc 249, 602 (1991). 
W Dappen et ai., In Chaiienges to Theories o f  the 
Structure of Moderate-Mass Stars. D O Gough and 
J Toomre. Eds (Lecture Notes in Phys~cs388. 
Springer, Heidelberg. Germany, 1991), pp 111 1 2 0  
A Kosov~chevet ai.. Mon Not. R. Atron. Soc. 259, 
536 (1992) H M Antla and S Basu Astrophys J. 
426, 801 (1994) A G Kosov~chev,Adv Space Res 
15, 95 (1995) 

20 M J Thompson et ai  , Science 272, 1300 ( I996) 
21 The wave IS also advected by azimuthal flow, but the 

axlsymmetrlc component of that flow 1s rotation. 
whch IS addressed In (20) 

22 E G Zweibe and D O Gough, in Procedings of the 
Fourth SOH0 IVJorksho,~:Helioseismoiogy, J T. 
Hoeksema et ai., Eds [European Space Agency 
(ESA) Spec~al Publicat~on (SP)-379, Noordw~jk. 
Netherlands, 19951 Although one cannot dlst~gush 
between poss~blesources of aspher~cityby analyz-
n g  frequences alone, the dfferent ansotropes of 
the wave-speed perturbat~onsfromd~fferentsources 
renders t poss~bleIn prncple to dstnguish them by 
the~re~genfunctionsThat might be poss~bleIn the 
future w ~ t hthe use of technques such as tme-ds-
tance seismology 

23. The averagng kernels In t hs  case are quadratic in 
the hor~zontalstructure of the e~genfunctons.They 
are therefore even functons of latitude and are sen-
s~ t~veonly to the north-south symmetrc component 
of the aspher~city.It requlres some knowledge of the 
form of the e~genfunctionsto determne the asym-
metrc component 

24. D 0 .  Gough and M. J Thompson, In Advances in 
Heiio- and Asteroseismoiogy, J. Chr~stensen-Dals-
gaard and S. Frandsen. Eds. (Reidel Dordrecht, 
Netherlands, 1988). pp  175-1 80; J R. Kuhn. As-
trophys. J. Lett. 331, L131 (1988); P. R Goode and 
J. R Kuhn, Astrophys. J. 356, 310 (1990), K. G 
L~bbrechtand M. F Woodard, ibid. 402, L77 (1993) 

25 E. A Sp~egeand N O Weiss, Nature 287, 616 
(1980) C. A. Morrow, P. A G~lman,E E. DeLuca, in 
Seismoiogy o f  the Sun and Sun-Like Stars, V Do-
ningo and E. J. Rofe, Eds, (ESASP-286. Noordw~jk, 
Netherlands, 1988), v o  2, pp. 73-76: S. Moreno-
Inserts in Suns,oots. Theoryand Obsewation. J. H 
Thomas and N. 0 .  We~ss,Eds (Kluwer, Dordrecht, 
Netherlands, 1994). 

26. D 0. Gough and T. S e k ,  Astron. Soc. Pac. Conf. 
Ser 42, 177 (1993); M J. P. F. G. Monte~ro,J. 
Chr~stensen-Dalsgaard.M. J. Thompson, ibid., p.  
253, A. G. Kosovichev, n Advances in Soiar Physics, 
Proceedings of the Seventh European Meet~ngon 
Solar Physlcs, G. Belvedere, M. Rodono, G. M. Slm-
nett, Eds, (Lecture Notes In Physcs 432, Sprnger-
Verlag, Germany, 1994), pp. 47-52; S. Basu and H 
M. Antla, Mon. Not. R. Astron Soc. 269, 1137 
( I995). 

27. D. 0 .  Gough, In Soiar-Terrestriai Reiationships and 
the Earfh Environment in the Last Miiienia, G. Cast-
agno l -Cn,  Ed. (Italana F~sca,Bologna, Italy, 19881, 
pp. 90-132 ; E. Knoboch and W. J. Merryiied. As-
trophys J. 401 , 196 (1992). 

28. J P.Zahn,Astron. Astrophys. 265, 115 (1992). 
29. E. A. Spegel and J.-P. Zahn, ibid., p.  106. 
30. We have investgated the structure of the transton 

between the convecton zone and the radlatve nte-
rlor by f~rstcons~deringhow mode frequency varies 
w th  the phase dfference between the surface of the 
sun and the base of the convecton zone, after hav-
n g  fltered out surface effects, and then comparing t 
with theoret~calmodels (32).The signature of the 
trans~t~onosc~llatesw~ thphase, In step w~ ththe 
egenfunctons, w t h  an amplitude that IS smallerthan 
that of the reference mode, confrmng that, if spher-
ical, the transt~onIS smoother than that of the model 
The apparent smoothness might have come about 
because what has been observed IS actually the 
spherlca average of an aspherical structure. Adia-
bat~cconvect~veovershoot~ngis hkely to Increase the 
ampl~tude;therefore, f such overshootng occurs in 
the sun, the physcal discrepancy 1s actually greater 
than t appears at frst sight. There IS some indcation 
that the amplitude of the osclatory ssgna varies with 
the ratio mlP of azmuthal order to degree This sug-
gests that the structure of the lower boundary layer 

of the convecton zone mght vary wlth latitude Al- (19941, S Basu H M Antla, D Naras~mha,ibid 
though at present this IS no more than a hnt ,  it points 267,207 (1994) 
to an exc~t~ngdrectlon of research w t h  further l o n g  33 GONG IS managed by the Natonal Solar Observato-
term seismc data ry, a d v ~ s ~ o nof the Nat~onalOpt~calAstronomy Ob-

31 J N Bahca and H A Bethe, Phys Rev. D47, 1298 servatories, operated by AURA under a cooperat~ve 
(1993) agreement wlth NSF We acknowledge f~nanciai 

32 M J P F G Monte~roand M J Thompson,Astron support from the U K Partcle Physlcs and Astrono-
Astrophys 283, 247 (19941, J Chr~stensen-Dals- my Research Councl, NSF. NASA, and Danmarks 
gaard, M J. P F G Monte~ro,M. J Thompson, Grundforskn~ngsfond 
Mon Not R Astron Soc 276, 283 (19951, I W 
Roxburgh and S V Vorontsov, ibid 268, 880 18 March 1996, accepted 9 May 1996 

Differential Rotation and 
Dynamics of the Solar Interior 
M. J. Thompson, J. Toomre, E. R. Anderson, H. M. Antia, 

G. Berthomieu, D. Burtonclay, S. M. Chitre, 
J. Christensen-Dalsgaard, T. Corbard, M. DeRosa, 

C. R. Genovese, D. 0. Gough, D. A. Haber, J. W. Harvey, F. Hill, 
R. Howe, S. G. Korzennik, A. G. Kosovichev, J. W. Leibacher, 
F. P. Pijpers, J. Provost, E. J. Rhodes Jr., J. Schou, T. Sekii, 

P. B. Stark, P. R. Wilson 

Splitting of the sun's global oscillation frequencies by large-scale flows can be used to 
investigate how rotation varies with radius and latitude within the solar interior. The nearly 
uninterrupted observations by the Global Oscillation Network Group (GONG) yield os-
cillation power spectra with high duty cycles and high signal-to-noise ratios. Frequency 
splittings derived from GONG observations confirm that the variation of rotation rate with 
latitude seen at the surface carries through much of the convection zone, at the base of 
which is an adjustment layer leading to latitudinally independent rotation at greater depths. 
A distinctive shear layer just below the surface is discernible at low to mid-latitudes. 

O n  the time scale of stellar evolution, the losing angular momentum over its l ifetl~ne 
sun is a middle-agecl star. T h e  ohserved through its lnagnetized wind, thereby grad-
surface rotation rates of young solar-type ually spinning d o ~ v nits outer convection 
stars are up to 50 tlrnes that  of the  sun. I t  is zone and probably the  bulk of its interior. 
therefore believed that the sun has been T h e  effectlr7eness of the overall s p ~ ~ ~ - c l o v , ~ ~  

of the  star is difficult to estimate from stellar 
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evolution theory, because clelicately bal-
anceci circulations and instabilities that 
would tend to lnis the  interior-and mag-
netlc fielcls that may retarcl or nlodlfy such 
processes-must he taken into account (1  ) .  
This  has led to suggestions that  the  sun 
might still have a rapidly rotating core, 
perhaps highly magnetized, reflecting its 
primorclial past. T h e  apparent deficit of 
neutrinos conling fro111 the  sun's energy-
generating core has also prolnpted ideas for 
readjusting the  che~nicalco~npositionancl 
stratification in lnodels of the nuclear-hurn-
ing core, and such acliustlnents have impli-
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