Model comparison: CESAM — CLES

Effects on oscillation frequencies
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2 My model without overshooting

We present the difference in internal structure between CESAM and CLES task1.5 models for three evolutionary stages
(Xc=0.60,0.30, and 0.01). We present the results for two evolutionary tracks: without overshooting (left panels), and with
overshooting and adiabatic temperature gradient. Even if the HR location of models is very close (see poster |) the differences on

the internal structure are clearly reflected on the difference of frequencies for the p- and g- modes. We also show the effect of
the thermodynamic inconsistence in the equation of state (see poster I).

2 My model with overshooting ov=0.15Hp

Differences at fixed mass as a function of radius
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Brunt-Vaisala frequency at the stellar centre
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Continuous lines correspond to CESAM models, and dashed lines to CLES models
How the differences in the boundary of the
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Equation of State
As described in poster I, Cles used
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