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ABSTRACT

The J-region asymptotic giant branch (JAGB) method is a new standard candle that is based on

the stable intrinsic J-band magnitude of color-selected carbon stars, and has a precision comparable

to other primary distance indicators such as Cepheids and the TRGB. We further test the accuracy

of the JAGB method in the Local Group Galaxy M33. M33’s moderate inclination, low metallicity,

and nearby proximity make it an ideal laboratory for tests of systematics in local distance indicators.

Using high-precision optical BV I and near-infrared JHK photometry, we explore the application of

three independent distance indicators: the JAGB method, the Cepheid Leavitt Law, and the TRGB.

We find:

µ0(TRGBI) = 24.72± 0.02(stat)± 0.07(sys) mag,

µ0(TRGBNIR) = 24.72± 0.04(stat)± 0.10(sys) mag,

µ0(JAGB) = 24.67± 0.03(stat)± 0.04(sys) mag,

µ0(Cepheid) = 24.71± 0.04(stat)± 0.01(sys) mag.

For the first time, we also directly compare a JAGB distance using ground-based and space-based

photometry. We measure:

µ0(JAGBF110W ) = 24.71± 0.06(stat)± 0.05(sys) mag

using the (F814W−F110W) color combination to effectively isolate the JAGB stars.

In this paper, we measure a distance to M33 accurate to 2% and provide further evidence that

the JAGB method is a powerful extragalactic distance indicator that can effectively probe a local

measurement of the Hubble constant using spaced-based observations. We expect to measure the

Hubble constant via the JAGB method in the near future, using observations from JWST.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Within the past decade, a distinct 10% difference has

arisen between the increasingly precise measurements

of the Hubble constant inferred from fits of the stan-

dard Λ cold dark matter (ΛCDM) model to the mea-

sured power spectrum of cosmic microwave background

(CMB) anisotropies (e.g. Planck Collaboration et al.

2020; Aiola et al. 2020) and local type Ia supernovae

(SNe Ia) distance ladders calibrated by Cepheids (e.g.

Hubble Space Telescope (HST) Key Project: Freedman

et al. 2001, 2012; Supernovae and H0 for the Equation

of State of dark energy (SHoES) group: Riess et al.

2021). While this agreement is actually quite extraor-

dinary, given that the two independent measurements

span from the early universe to billions of years later

today, the value of the Hubble constant is so intrinsi-

cally covariant with other cosmological parameters that

it remains critical that we understand the divergence.

The 5-σ tension points to either unknown systemat-

ics affecting any or all of the probes, (Di Valentino et

al. 2021; Singh 2021) or a necessary extension to the

ΛCDM model. However, using the Tip of the Red Gi-

ant Branch (TRGB) as the SN Ia calibrator, Freedman

(2021) recently found no statistically significant differ-

ence between the values of H0 measured locally and in-

ferred from observations of the CMB, and only a 2-σ

tension with the SHoES group (Riess et al. 2016; Riess et

al. 2019, 2021). The J-region Asymptotic Giant Branch

(JAGB) method, a standard candle in the near-infrared,

can provide not only a third independent calibration of

SNe Ia for a measurement of H0, but can also serve as

a cross-check for Cepheid and TRGB-based distances.

These types of independent evaluations are a pivotal

step toward understanding and then resolving the Hub-

ble tension.

In earlier papers of this series, we introduced the

JAGB method and determined a provisional zero point

(Paper I: Madore & Freedman 2020a); we then applied

the method to 14 galaxies whose distances range from

50 kpc to 4 Mpc (Paper II: Freedman et al. 2020). De-

spite the fact that all of the data for the JAGB stars

in those galaxies were obtained using a variety of tele-

scopes and for different scientific objectives, a compar-

ison of the JAGB distances with the TRGB distances

to those same galaxies found agreement in the mean

to within ±0.025 mag (using MJ = −6.20 mag for the

JAGB, Freedman & Madore 2020; and MI = −4.05 mag

for the TRGB, Freedman et al. 2020). Furthermore,

the inter-sample scatter found from the JAGB−TRGB

comparison also indicated that the precision of either

method must be better than ±0.05 mag. The two meth-

ods have little in common with respect to known sys-

tematics, given that they are drawn from two entirely

different stellar populations. The TRGB stars are the

oldest, lowest-mass, low-metallicity Population II stars,

and are deliberately sampled only in the outer gas- and

dust-free halos of their parent galaxies where crowd-

ing is minimized by experimental design. In contrast,

the JAGB stars are intermediate-age, intermediate-mass

stars and are found in the thick/extended disks of galax-

ies with recent (but not necessarily ongoing) star forma-

tion. JAGB stars are also prolific enough that large

samples can be obtained in the outermost regions of the

extended disks, minimizing both reddening and crowd-

ing. Furthermore, the small observed inter-sample scat-

ter in the distance moduli calculated with the JAGB

method with respect to the TRGB method must in-

clude differences resulting from host galaxy type, metal-

licities, and star formation histories, hinting that none

of these effects produce significant systematics hinder-

ing the JAGB method. In Paper III (Lee et al. 2021a),

we further confirmed the accuracy and precision of the

JAGB method. In that case we measured and compared

the distances to the Local Group galaxy WLM using the

Cepheid Leavitt Law, near-infrared and optical TRGB,

and JAGB method, finding better than 3% agreement.

In Paper IV (Madore et al. 2022), we provided a provi-

sional JAGB zeropoint in the Hubble Space Telescope

WFC3/IR F110W filter.

With this paper we continue the process of uniformly

observing all highly-resolvable galaxies within reach of

ground-based telescopes in the near-infrared, obtaining

photometry of the JAGB stars in the least-crowded re-

gions in each of these galaxies. We also test the HST ze-

ropoint determined in Paper IV by comparing the JAGB

distance modulus obtained from ground-based imaging

using the conventional J band with (J −K) color cuts,

to that obtained from space-based imaging using the

F110W filter with (F814W−F110W) color cuts. To

date, a direct comparison of the two has been unex-

plored, and it will be a valuable test for the accuracy of

future space-based JAGB distance determinations.

We start here with M33 (NGC 598), a nearby spiral

galaxy of type Sc II-III and the third brightest member

of the Local Group. M33’s low metallicity, minimal red-

dening, and moderate inclination of 56◦ (Zaritsky et al.

1989) make it an ideal laboratory for testing distance

indicators. The distance to M33 was first measured by

Hubble (1926), and was one of the first galaxies he mea-

sured using Cepheids as distance indicators. The first

effort at using TRGB stars to measure distances in M33

came more than half a century later from Mould & Kris-

tian (1986), who utilized the observed brightness of the

tip of the giant branch as a standard candle. And fi-
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nally, about 15 years ago Rowe et al. (2005) found the

carbon star luminosity function (LF) in M33 to be sim-

ilar to that of M31 and the SMC, “suggesting that C

stars should be useful distance indicators.” These three

distinct types of stars (Cepheids, TRGB stars, and car-

bon stars) and their refined methods for determining ab-

solute stellar magnitudes each have different strengths

and largely independent systematics. Together they are

three equally solid, interlocking pillars, establishing the

basis of an Astrophysical Distance Scale.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we

describe the photometry utilized in this study. In Sec-

tion 3, we present our JAGB measurements using both

ground-based and space-based HST data. In Section

4, we give an overview of the multi-wavelength TRGB

method and apply it to M33. In Section 5, we iden-

tify Cepheids previously published in the literature and

measure a Leavitt law distance to M33. In Section 6, we

compare our measured distances to M33 with distances

in the literature. And finally in Section 7, we give a

summary of this work and look to the future.

2. MULTI-WAVELENGTH OBSERVATIONS OF

M33

2.1. Optical BVI Photometry

Our optical BV I photometry was obtained from and

described in detail in Scowcroft et al. (2009), used for the

purposes in this study for measuring the I-band TRGB

and a multi-wavelength Leavitt law distance. Imag-

ing was obtained between 1998 and 2001 on the 3.5-

m WIYN telescope using the S2KB imager and Mini-

Mosaic camera, which have resolutions of 0.195 and

0.141 arsec/pixel, respectively. This imaging study tar-

geted Cepheids in the inner and outer regions of the

galaxy, with the goal of quantifying metallicity effects

on the Cepheid period-luminosity relation.

The TRGB is best measured in the outer, less crowded

regions of galaxies where effects of population blend-

ing, reddening, and metallicity are decreased. Further-

more, several studies have found significant differences

between distance moduli measured from Cepheids in the

outer and inner regions of M33. Scowcroft et al. (2009)

found differences on the order of 0.17 mag between

reddening-free distance moduli measured by Cepheids

in the inner and outer regions of M33, respectively, but

whether this difference is due to blending/crowding or

metallicity is still debated (Chavez et al. 2012; Gieren

et al. 2013). Thus, we utilized the Scowcroft et al. 2009

“outer field” data set in the southern part of the galaxy,

which targeted the sparser metal-poor populations.

2.2. Near-Infared JHK Photometry
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WFCam: U/05B/18, U/06B/40, U/07B/17

Figure 1. Digitized Sky Survey image of the Local Group
galaxy M33. The outlines of the regions covered in the
four near-infrared catalogs used to measure the JAGB are
marked. The locations of the 60 Cepheids used in this study
are shown as blue dots, described in Section 5.

While JAGB stars are indeed variable with an intrinsic

dispersion in their population mean of ±0.2 mag (Wein-

berg & Nikolaev 2001), averaging over multiple epochs

of data decreases the intrinsic scatter of their observed

J-band luminosity function as ±1/
√
Nobs mag, where

Nobs is the number of observations. Therefore, to reduce

the observed scatter, we utilized four near-infrared JHK

imaging data sets in this study, from: (1) the Wide-

Field CAMera (WFCam) on the 3.8 m UK InfraRed

Telescope (UKIRT; previously published by Cioni et al.

2008 and further post-processed by Massey et al. 2021),

(2) UKIRT/WFCam (previously published by Javadi et

al. 2015), (3) the UIST/UFTI imagers on UKIRT (pre-

viously published by Javadi et al. 2011), and (4) the

Wide-Field InfraRed CAMera (WIRCam) on the 3.6

m Canada-France-Hawaii Telescope (CFHT; published

here for the first time). A visual representation of the

areas targeted in each of the four catalogs is shown in

Figure 1. We discuss each of these data sets in turn

below.

2.2.1. WFCam: U/05B/7

The first dataset, described in Cioni et al. 2008 (here-

after C08), used the WFCam on the UKIRT in 2005 un-

der program U/05B/7 to survey the luminous red stellar

populations of M33. These observations were part of a

program to probe the near-infrared properties of Local

Group galaxies (Irwin 2013).

The WFCam makes use of four 2048×2048 pixel de-

tectors arranged in a 2×2 pattern. Each detector is
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spaced apart by approximately 90% of a detector width

in both axes. By combining four stepped exposures into

one mosaic, an area (tile) of approximately 0.75 deg2 is

covered. The pixels are 0.4 arcsec in size. This dataset

consists of four tiles covering the central 3 deg2 of M33.

Each tile was observed in total for 150s in J and 270s

in H and K, including multiple slightly shifted (jitter

and/or microstepping) exposures. The average seeing

during the observations was 1.07±0.06 arcsec. The data

were reduced using the WFCam pipeline, which provides

PSF photometry, and then calibrated with respect to

2MASS. The JK photometry was then further cleaned

and combined in Massey et al. 2021 (hereafter M21) for

a study on the red supergiants in M33, and kindly pro-

vided to us by Philip Massey. The final photometry list

included 121,328 stellar objects.

2.2.2. WFCam: U/05B/18, U/06B/40, U/07B/17

The next dataset, described in more detail in Javadi et

al. 2015 (hereafter J15), also utilized WFCam at UKIRT

under observing programs U/05B/18, U/06B/40, and

U/07B/17. Observations of M33 were obtained from

September 2005 to October 2007 to study variable red

giant stars in the disk of M33. The data were reduced

and calibrated to the 2MASS photometric using the

WFCam pipeline. Their catalog originally contained

403,733 stars. We cleaned the catalog using the pho-

tometric J-band uncertainty, using the following con-

stant+exponential function for the photometric uncer-

tainty σJ as a function of the J-band magnitude, con-

sistent with CCHP procedure (e.g., see the appendix of

Beaton et al. 2019):

σJ < 0.035 + 0.003× emJ−16.7. (1)

The final cleaned catalog contained 129,028 stars.

2.2.3. UIST/UFTI

The third dataset we utilized is described in Javadi

et al. 2011 (hereafter J11), and was obtained to also

study the variable red giants in M33. Observations were

taken from October 2003 to July 2007, using UKIRT’s

UIST and UFTI imagers. Photometry was obtained us-

ing DAOPHOT (Stetson 1987). Non-stellar objects were

removed based on their χ value in J11, with the final

catalog having 18,398 objects. The photometry had also

been previously transformed to the 2MASS photometric

system using transformations from Carpenter (2001).

2.2.4. WIRCam

The fourth catalog was extracted from the observing

program 18BD94 (PI: Rousseau-Nepton), that used the

WIRCam on the CFHT for infrared follow up of the SIG-

NALS survey of nearby galaxies (Rousseau-Nepton et al.

2019). This dataset consisted of a mosaic of 6 fields cov-

ering the disk of M33 using the dithering pattern DP20

with 20 positions and a total exposure time averaging

23m20s, 33m20s and 35m00s for J, H and K band re-

spectively. Note that overlaps due to the mosaic nature

of the observations increased the signals in some of the

area covered. Data were initially calibrated with stan-

dard stars’ derived zero-points, and the image quality

averaged between 0.5 and 0.9 arcsec. Astrometry, pho-

tometric variability corrections, and stacking were per-

formed using the AstrOmatic.net suite of packages

(SExtractor, SCAMP, SWarp: Bertin & Arnouts

1996; Bertin 2006; Bertin et al. 2002). A catalog of all

the sources was then extracted over the final stacked mo-

saic for each band using SExtractor again. For this

extraction, we opted for an aperture of 12 WIRCam pix-

els (corresponding to 3.7 arcsec) and then used weight

maps to recover properly the statistical significance of

all sources over a detection threshold of 3-σ. The cat-

alog contained initially 193,647 sources from which the

following selection criteria were applied to keep only the

stellar sources, after which 72,375 sources remained:

JELONG, HELONG,KELONG < 1.4

JRADIUS , HRADIUS ,KRADIUS < 2

JFLAGS , HFLAGS ,KFLAGS = 0

Then, we transformed our photometry to the 2MASS

photometric system using equations provided by the

WIRwolf image stacking pipeline.1

J2MASS = JWIRCam + 0.071× (JWIRCam−HWIRCam)

H2MASS = HWIRCam−0.034×(JWIRCam−HWIRCam)

K2MASS = KWIRCam − 0.062× (HWIRCam −KWIRCam)+

0.002× (JWIRCam −HWIRCam)

2.2.5. Merging the Catalogs

To merge the four catalogs, we first measured the JK

photometric offsets with respect to the M21 catalog, as

it had been the most extensively calibrated to 2MASS.

To derive the offsets, we first matched the four cata-

logs using a matching radius of 1′′ in Topcat. We then

compared the photometry of the bright sources in the

1 http://www.cadc-ccda.hia-iha.nrc-cnrc.gc.ca/en/wirwolf/docs/
filt.html

http://www.cadc-ccda.hia-iha.nrc-cnrc.gc.ca/en/wirwolf/docs/filt.html
http://www.cadc-ccda.hia-iha.nrc-cnrc.gc.ca/en/wirwolf/docs/filt.html
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magnitude range 15 < J < 16.5 mag.2 We calculated

the median photometric offsets with respect to M21, re-

jecting stars that deviated more than 2-σ from the me-

dian. As expected, the J15 and J11 catalogs showed only

small offsets as they had previously been nominally cali-

brated to 2MASS, whereas the WIRCam catalog needed

slightly larger corrections. We then applied the deter-

mined photometric corrections to the three respective

catalogs. All of the derived offsets and photometry com-

parisons are shown in Figure 2. Finally, we merged the

four catalogs; if a star was found in two or more cat-

alogs, we adopted the weighted mean magnitude. If it

was only found in one, we kept that single magnitude

point. Photometric uncertainties were also updated for

the mean magnitudes (i.e. σ =
√∑N

i=1 σ
2
i /N).

2.2.6. H-band Photometry

The primary purpose of this paper was to measure

a JAGB method distance modulus to M33, for which

we only need JK-band photometry. However, we also

measured TRGB and Leavitt law distances as a cross-

check. To measure JHK TRGB and multi-wavelength

Leavitt law distances, we also needed to create a merged

H-band catalog. In section 2.2.5, we treated the M21 as

fiducial, as it had been subject to the most cleaning and

post-processing. However, the M21 catalog did not post-

process the H-band photometry, so we instead treated

the original C08 H-band photometry as fiducial (which

was obtained from the same pipeline and observations

as the M21 data).

We merged the C08, J15, and WIRCam catalogs (the

J11 was located in the crowded inner disk and thus

unsuitable for our TRGB and Leavitt law measure-

ments). Using the same cleaning/calibration procedure

from M21, we only selected objects from the C08 cata-

log classified as “stellar” or “marginally stellar” in the

H band by the standard Cambridge Astronomy Survey

Unit (CASU) pipeline (Irwin et al. 2004), which uses the

star’s curve of growth to calculate a stellarness-of-profile

statistic. Next, a comparison of the H-band source list

with that of 2MASS showed an additional correction

of +0.027 mag was needed. We then derived the ad-

2 In Figure 2, it appears as if there are magnitude dependent off-
sets for the fainter stars. This results from the well-documented
fact that sources near to the detection threshold of a photomet-
ric survey are less likely to be found in a comparison between
two different photometric systems, especially if one survey has
a brighter detection threshold (Eddington 1940). Therefore, we
chose to use the bright stars to calibrate our photometry, rather
than the stars in the TRGB or JAGB star magnitude ranges, to
avoid any biases incurred by incompleteness at faint magnitudes.
The bright stars showed no evidence of any magnitude dependent
offsets.

ditional H-band offsets between the C08 catalog and

the J15 WFCam and WIRCam catalogs as in Section

2.2.5. The photometry comparisons and derived offsets

are shown in Figure 3. Finally, we applied the deter-

mined corrections to the two catalogs, and merged the

three catalogs.

2.3. HST Photometry

To measure the JAGB magnitude in M33 using space-

based photometry, we used HST photometry of M33

from the PHATTER survey (Williams et al. 2021),

whose aim was to provide resolved stellar photometry

for 22 million stars in the entire extended disk of M33.

We utilized their WFC3/IR F110W (wide J-band equiv-

alent) and ACS/WFC F814W (I-band equivalent) filters

in order to identify the JAGB stars. In addition, we

applied their “good star” quality requirements in the

F110W and F814W filters. To avoid the inner disk re-

gions, we limited our photometry to three of their outer

disk fields3 : the SE section of brick 3, and the NW and

NN sections of brick 1.

3. THE JAGB METHOD

JAGB stars are thermally-pulsating, intermediate-age

AGB stars that have accumulated enough carbon in

their atmospheres that they are red enough to be pho-

tometrically distinct in color-magnitude space. JAGB

stars are double-shell burning, with helium and hydro-

gen shells that surround a degenerate carbon core. Their

He-shell produces carbon via triple-α reactions, and is

subject to thermonuclear pulses (Schwarzschild & Härm

1965). At the beginning of each pulse, the He-shell be-

gins to burn strongly with luminosities up to 108L�
(Habing & Olofsson 2003). The resulting energy, which

cannot be transported by radiation alone due to the
opaqueness of the He-rich layers, creates a convective

shell above the He-shell which lasts for a few hundred

years. As the He-shell powers down, the convective shell

shrinks and the outer convective envelope then pene-

trates deeper layers, bringing material up with it, With

each thermal pulse, which happen every 103−105 years,

the H-rich convective envelope penetrates deeper into

the star, until it reaches the C-rich layer after about

∼ 10− 20 thermal pulses (depending on the initial mass

and molecular opacity of the star), in what is known

as ‘the third dredge-up.’ Carbon is brought up into the

surface, thus giving rise to carbon stars (Habing & Olof-

sson 2003)

3 See this link for a full visual of the bricks layout: https://archive.
stsci.edu/hlsp/phatter

https://archive.stsci.edu/hlsp/phatter
https://archive.stsci.edu/hlsp/phatter
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Figure 2. Comparison of photometry in the J and K bands between the C08/M21 WFCam catalog and: (top) J11 UIST/UFTI
catalog, (middle) WIRCam catalog, and (bottom) WFCam catalog from J15. The median magnitude offsets and errors on the
mean are labeled in each panel. ∆J and ∆K are defined as “M21 − catalog.”

Twenty years ago Weinberg & Nikolaev (2001) set

the wheels in motion for JAGB stars to be identified

as powerful and precise distance indicators in the near

infrared, convincingly demonstrated by their ability to

differentially map out the detailed 3-dimensional (back-

to-front) geometry of the LMC by employing thousands

of these stars distributed across the entire face of that

galaxy. In the J band, the absolute peak luminosity

of the JAGB luminosity function is remarkably stable

throughout a variety of galaxy morphologies and incli-

nations, and empirically has been shown to be an ef-

fective standard candle (Freedman & Madore 2020). In

this section, we employ the JAGB method as a distance

indicator in M33.

3.1. Ground

To assess potential reddening, population blending,

and crowding effects, we measured the JAGB appar-

ent magnitude in four regions delineated by concen-

tric elliptical rings, each with approximately the same

number of JAGB stars. The spatial selection is shown

in Figure 4, where the ellipses have been centered on

(α, δ) = (23.46◦, 30.66◦) with a position angle of the

major axis of each ellipse of 23◦ (van den Bergh 2000).

Each region contained ∼ 6, 860 JAGB stars, a more than

sufficient statistical sample. Region 1, the innermost re-

gion, is comprised of the inner disk of M33. Region 2,

the next most innermost region, encompasses the rest

of M33’s inner disk. Region 3 encloses M33’s extended

outer disk and region 4 covers its halo4.

The color magnitude diagrams and luminosity func-

tions for each region are shown in Figure 5, created from

the merged JK catalog. The luminosity function was

generated by first finely binning the J-band magnitudes

over a color range of 1.5 < (J − K) < 2.0 mag with

4 We nominally call the outer region ”the halo,” although the exis-
tence of the stellar halo around M33 is controversial (McMonigal
et al. 2016).
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Figure 3. Comparison of photometry in the H band between
the C08 catalog and J15 and WIRCam catalogs, used for
measuring the H-band TRGB. The median offsets and errors
on the mean are labeled in each panel. ∆H is defined as “C08
− catalog.”

Figure 4. The regions delineated by concentric elliptical
rings used in this study. Each region contains an approxi-
mately equal number of JAGB stars.

bins of 0.01 mag.5 To control for Poisson noise in the

binned LF, we implemented the GLOESS (Gaussian-

windowed, locally weighted scatterplot smoothing) al-

gorithm. GLOESS smoothing is a data-smoothing in-

terpolating technique that is effective at suppressing

false (noise-induced) edges and peaks in luminosity func-

tions, especially in the case of low or empty bins. The

GLOESS algorithm has been previously used in an as-

trophysical context for fitting variable-star light curves

(Persson et al. 2004; Monson et al. 2017) and for de-

termining the position of the TRGB (e.g. Hatt et al.

2017).

We note that other groups have used a slightly differ-

ent procedure for measuring the apparent JAGB mag-

nitude than that described above. Ripoche et al. (2020)

and Parada et al. (2021) fit a modified Lorentzian dis-

tribution to the observed JAGB LF using a maximum

likelihood estimator to measure the median magnitude.

Zgirski et al. (2021) also fit a model to the observed

JAGB LF, although using instead a Gaussian quadratic

function. We chose rather to measure the apparent

JAGB magnitude as the peak of the GLOESS-smoothed

luminosity function, with the only user input being the

smoothing parameter σs, which we discuss later in this

section. We plan to further explore the accuracy of this

method in a program to obtain high-precision JHK data

for nearby galaxies, all obtained with the same tele-

scope/instrument combination (Lee et al. in prep).

The smoothed luminosity function of the JAGB stars

in each of the four regions provides some insight into

effects due to blending of other populations, crowding,

and reddening. First, the peak of the JAGB luminos-

ity function is the sharpest and clearest in the outer

disk in region 3. Region 4 encompasses the halo of

M33 and contains a high number of objects fainter than

J = 18.5 mag in the same color region of the JAGB stars

(or K ∼ 17 mag), which C08 and M21 both corrobo-

rate in their Figures 6 and 7 respectively as non-stellar

sources (mostly blends but also some HII regions, stel-

lar associations, and background galaxies). These ex-

tended sources were most prevalent in region 4 likely

because it covered the most area, and there were fewer

5 Traditionally, we have used a blue color cut of (J−K) > 1.4 mag,
but we found the M33 O-rich AGB population extends farther
into the blue, so we instead adapted the color cut to 1.5. Zgirski
et al. (2021) found the same in their study of JAGB stars in
M33, choosing a color cut of (J − K) > 1.45 mag. C08 also
used (J − K) > 1.5 mag as their blue color cut to delineate C
and M AGB stars in M33. We plan to thoroughly investigate
how the color selection of the JAGB stars changes in different
environments in an exploration of the JAGB method in 13 nearby
galaxies using observations obtained at the Magellan Telescope
(Lee et al. in prep).
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Figure 5. Color magnitude diagrams for the four regions. The JAGB stars are located in the color range 1.5 < (J − K) <
2.0 mag. The smoothed luminosity functions for the JAGB stars are shown in red. The values for the peak of the JAGB
luminosity function for each region is printed at the top of each panel. The smoothing parameter σs was chosen to be 0.22 mag
for visualization purposes.

stars to mask the extended sources. Because we utilized

archival photometry from other studies, most of the cat-

alogs lacked the “sharp” or “roundness” parameters that

are typically used to easily cull extended sources. For

future studies using space-based data, we plan to per-

form our own PSF photometry, where the “sharp” and

“roundness” parameters will be readily available from

our own photometry pipelines. For a detailed discussion

on the potential contamination from background galax-

ies on the JAGB magnitude, we refer the reader to an

earlier companion paper, Madore et al. (2022). Rowe

et al. (2005) also speculated that as the ratio of C to

M stars begins to drop off outside of the outer disk,

these objects may also be reddened M-type AGB stars.

Second, the JAGB star luminosity function in region 2

appears to be smeared out with less of a clearly defined

peak, with region 1’s LF even more so, likely from a

confluence of higher crowding, blending, and reddening

effects. The peak value of region 2’s luminosity function

is also the brightest of the four luminosity functions, po-

tentially indicating issues with crowding, which can bias

individual star magnitudes brighter. This is clear evi-

dence that JAGB method measurements should avoid

being made in the crowded inner disks of galaxies. Even

with high-precision multiple-epoch catalogs, the peak of

the JAGB luminosity function is still not clearly defined

in the crowded inner disk.

Thus, to measure the JAGB apparent magnitude in

M33, we used regions 3 and 4, which had a combined

total of 13,701 JAGB stars. The peak magnitude of

the smoothed luminosity function was measured to be

mJ = 18.50± 0.01 mag (error on the mean). Changing

the smoothing parameter from a range of [0.10, 0.20] var-

ied the JAGB apparent magnitude by at most 0.03 mag,

which we thus adopted as a statistical uncertainty. To

measure the true distance modulus, we used the ab-

solute calibration from Madore & Freedman (2020a):

−6.20± 0.01 (stat) ±0.04 (sys) mag.6 We also adopted

the reddening due to the Galactic foreground from the

online IRSA Galactic Dust Reddening and Extinction

tool7 that queries the Schlegel et al. (1998) full-sky

Galactic dust map recalibrated by Schlafly & Finkbeiner

(2011). The extinction value for M33 was determined to

be AJ = 0.030 mag. Similar to Hatt et al. (2017); Jang

et al. (2021), we adopted half of the reddening, 0.015

mag, as its systematic uncertainty.

3.1.1. Internal Reddening for the JAGB Stars

Measuring the contribution from reddening internal

to M33 and from the dust in the atmospheres of JAGB

stars themselves are both challenging. That being said,

internal reddening is not expected to be a significant sys-

tematic for the JAGB method in the outer disk of M33.

6 The Madore & Freedman (2020a) calibration is set by the LMC
and SMC geometric DEB distances. We chose not to utilize the
Lee et al. (2021b) calibration, which combines the aforementioned
LMC/SMC JAGB zeropoint with a calibration based on MW
parallaxes because of the large systematic uncertainties on the
Gaia parallaxes used in that study.

7 https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/applications/DUST/

https://irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/applications/DUST/
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Table 1. JAGB Error Budget (Ground)

Source of Uncertainty σstat σsys

(mag) (mag)

Galactic Extinction · · · 0.015

Internal Reddening · · · 0.01

Scatter in Observed LF (error on the mean) 0.01 · · ·
Zeropoint 0.01 0.04

Choice of σs 0.03 · · ·
Cumulative Errors 0.03 0.04

In a study of carbon star distances to M33, Battinelli &

Demers (2005) quoted negligible internal reddening for

the carbon stars because of their large radial distance

in the northern outskirts of M33 (δ > 31◦, also where

region 3 is located). Further indication that internal

reddening is not significantly affecting the peak of the

JAGB luminosity function in the outer disk of M33 is

evidenced in regions 3 and 4, where the JAGB apparent

magnitude is roughly constant, and where the statisti-

cal uncertainty on the individual measurements is equal

to the difference between them (0.01 mag). Therefore,

internal reddening is likely not a significant systematic

for the JAGB stars in the outer disk. Nevertheless, we

adopt 0.01 mag as the systematic uncertainty due to

internal reddening.

The circumstellar dust around the JAGB stars also

does not likely contribute a significant systematic

bias in the JAGB distance scale. In a compari-

son of TRGB−JAGB derived distances in 34 galaxies,

Madore et al. (2022) found an inter-method scatter of

±0.08 mag. Because circumstellar reddening has a neg-

ligible contributions on RGB stars, a significant bias

resulting from circumstellar (or internal reddening to

the host galaxy, metallicity, star formation history, etc.)

would be reflected as a large scatter between the TRGB

and JAGB derived distances, and it is not. That be-

ing said, we still plan to explore effects of reddening on

JAGB stars in greater detail in the next paper in this

installment (Lee et al. in prep).

Adding the uncertainties in quadrature resulted in

a final distance modulus to M33 based on the JAGB

method of µ0 = 24.67 ± 0.03 (stat) ± 0.04 (sys) mag.

The error budget for this measurement can be found in

Table 1.

3.2. HST

While the 2MASS (J − K) and (J − H) colors have

been shown to be effective in isolating the carbon-rich

JAGB stars from their bluer O-rich AGB predecessors,

the HST color of F110W−F160W (similar to J − H)

pushes the carbon stars bluer than the O-rich stars, ef-

fectively making the two populations indistinguishable

in color-magnitude space (Dalcanton et al. 2012). Thus,

we instead use the HST filter combination F814W-

F110W to isolate the JAGB stars. At the end of this

section, we demonstrate the effectiveness of our adopted

color limits by comparing the resulting space-based dis-

tance modulus with that from the ground using the con-

ventional (J −K) color.

In Madore et al. (2022), we provisionally adopted

1.5 < (F814W − F110W ) < 2.5 mag as the JAGB

color limits. However, in this paper and moving for-

ward we opted to more robustly determine the JAGB

color limits in the HST photometric system. To ac-

quire an approximate first sense of where the JAGB stars

are in (F814W − F110W ) color, we utilized theoretical

isochrones to map the JAGB stars from the 2MASS pho-

tometric system to the HST photometric system. Pas-

torelli et al. (2019, 2020) recently constrained detailed

models of TP-AGB isochrones by matching them to ob-

servations of the LMC and SMC. We examined these

isochrones, which include the JAGB stars in their evo-

lutionary progression, in the different photometric sys-

tems: 2MASS’s J vs. (J − K) and HST’s F110W vs.

(F814W − F110W ) to compare their expected evolu-

tionary tracks.

We generated the theoretical stellar isochrones us-

ing the PARSEC-COLIBRI software8 (CMD Version 3.6;

Bressan et al. 2012; Marigo et al. 2017) to study the

JAGB’s expected theoretical behavior, similar to the

analysis performed by Parada et al. (2021). We gen-

erated isochrones of stars in the TP-AGB phase with a

range of metallicities spanning −1 < [M/H] < 0 dex

and ages spanning 1.5 − 2.5 × 109 years, where car-

bon star formation is strongly favored (Marigo 2015;

Marigo et al. 2017), shown in Figure 6. The dots mark

points along a given isochrone. The resolution of the

thermal pulse cycles, ninTPC , was set to 100, where

Marigo et al. (2017) state that for detailed population

studies aimed at accurately reproducing star counts,

ninTPC should be increased to > 20. We then mapped

the JAGB stars within the color and magnitude lim-

its of 1.4 < (J − Ks) < 2.0 mag into the F814W

and F110W filters, shown in red in Figure 6. The

O-rich AGB stars are also shown in blue, defined by

1.0 < (J −Ks) < 1.3 mag and J < −5.3 mag. Extreme

carbon stars (also known as extreme AGB stars), in the

8 Publicly available at http://stev.oapd.inaf.it/cgi-bin/cmd

http://stev.oapd.inaf.it/cgi-bin/cmd
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last stage of a typical main-sequence star’s lifetime, lie

at the reddest end of the CMD at (J −K) > 2.0, where

the majority of them are likely in the ‘superwind’ phase

with high mass-loss rates in excess of Ṁ > 10−6M� yr−1

(Marigo et al. 2017; Pastorelli et al. 2019).

In Figure 7, we show the PHATTER F110W vs.

F814W-F110W color-magnitude diagram and luminos-

ity function. To choose the new HST color limits,

upon inspection of the COLIBRI isochrones and PHAT-

TER CMD, we iterated through a blue color cut from

[1.40,1.45,1.50] mag and a red color cut from [1.65,

1.70, 1.75, 1.80] mag (i.e. 12 possible combinations).

The peak of the 12 possible smoothed JAGB luminosity

functions deviated by at most 18.97+0.03
−0.04 mag (using a

σs = 0.20 mag), so we adopted 0.04 mag as a system-

atic uncertainty due to our color selection. We adopted

the largest range of 1.4 < F814W − F110W < 1.8 mag

for the JAGB stars’ new color limits, and then binned

the JAGB star F110W LF at the 0.005 mag level. We

then smoothed the binned LF using the GLOESS al-

gorithm as in Section 3.1. Changing the smoothing

parameter from a range of [0.05, 0.20] mag varied the

JAGB apparent magnitude by at most 18.97+0.01
−0.06 mag

(using a σs = 0.20 mag), so we adopted 0.06 mag as the

systematic uncertainty due to the smoothing parameter

choice. The peak magnitude of the smoothed LF (using

an σs = 0.20 mag) was measured to be 18.97±0.02 mag

(error on the mean) based on 1,400 JAGB stars. As the

three PHATTER fields used in this study were located

further into the disk than the ground-based JK data

used in Section 3.1; they are mostly situated in region

2, we chose to adopt a slightly larger internal redden-

ing uncertainty of 0.03 mag. Using the calibration from

Madore et al. (2022), −5.77 ± 0.02 (stat) mag, and an

extinction value of AJ ∼ AF110W = 0.030 ± 0.015, we

measured a final JAGB distance modulus in the HST

F110W data of 24.71 ± 0.06 (stat) ± 0.05(sys) mag, in

agreement with our ground JAGB measurement. The

error budget for this measurement can be found in Ta-

ble 2.

We also examined how potential contamination from

the blue O-rich stars affect the JAGB peak magnitude

in F110W. Using the isochrones from Figure 6, we com-

pared the peak of the luminosity function for only the

red stars (i.e. the stars with 1.4 < (J −K) < 2.0 mag)

with the peak of the luminosity function for all the stars,

in the color range 1.4 < (F814W −F110W ) < 1.8 mag.

The smoothed luminosity functions (σs = 0.2 mag) for

the two are shown in red and black, respectively. The

peak of the luminosity function for all the stars was

0.05 mag fainter, meaning the O-rich stars biased the

peak slightly fainter. However, empirically, our ground-

Table 2. JAGB Error Budget (HST)

Source of Uncertainty σstat σsys

(mag) (mag)

Galactic Extinction · · · 0.015

Internal Reddening · · · 0.03

Scatter in Observed LF (error on the mean) 0.02 · · ·
Zeropoint 0.02 · · ·

Choice of σs 0.06 · · ·
Color Selection · · · 0.04

Cumulative Errors 0.06 0.05

based JAGB measurement agrees with our space-based

JAGB measurement to within the quoted uncertainties,

demonstrating two things: (1) The F110W zeropoint

provisionally adopted in Madore et al. (2022) appears

robust (2) Our newly adopted color limits are also ef-

fective at isolating the JAGB stars and for rigorously

determining distances in the HST photometric system.

These new color limits will be invaluable as we continue

to explore and push the application of the JAGB method

to farther and farther distances using space-based facil-

ities. We plan to continue to empirically test these new

color limits in future papers using HST data.

4. TIP OF THE RED GIANT BRANCH

The TRGB has emerged in the past several decades

as a highly accurate and precise local distance indi-

cator. The TRGB has a well-understood theoretical

basis, marking the core helium-flash for all low-mass

red giant stars (Salaris & Cassisi 1997). At this point

in the red giant star’s lifetime, the temperature of its

electron-degenerate helium core has reached ∼ 108 K

from hydrogen-shell fusion, lifting the electron degen-

eracy and triggering the onset of core-helium fusing

through the triple-α process. This results in an abrupt

decrease in the star’s luminosity as the star settles onto

the horizontal branch. Empirically, this transition in a

red giant’s evolution reveals itself as a sharp disconti-

nuity in a galaxy’s luminosity function, from which the

TRGB can be accurately and robustly determined (Lee

et al. 1993; Freedman et al. 2019). In the I band, the

TRGB is remarkably constant over a range of metal-

licities and ages (Freedman et al. 2020), providing an

excellent standard candle, capable of measuring highly

accurate distances out to about ∼ 30 Mpc (Jang & Lee

2017).

Recent studies have also shown the NIR TRGB, while

color-dependent and upward-sloping, has advantages to
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Figure 6. Color magnitude diagrams generated using COLIBRI isochrones for TP-AGB stars. The blue O-rich AGB stars
were photometrically selected using a color of 1.0 < (J − K) < 1.3 mag and magnitude of J < −5.3 mag. The red JAGB
stars were selected using a color of 1.4 < (J − K) < 2.0 mag. The luminosity functions for all the stars in the color range
of 1.4 < (F814W − F110W ) < 1.8 mag is shown in black. The luminosity function for only the red stars in color range of
1.4 < (F814W − F110W ) < 1.8 mag is shown in red.

the I-band TRGB (e.g. Dalcanton et al. 2012; Wu et

al. 2014; Hoyt et al. 2018; Madore et al. 2018; Durbin

et al. 2020). Red giant stars are brighter in the NIR

wavelengths than in the optical, and therefore can be

used to probe farther distances. Furthermore, effects

of dust extinction and reddening are significantly de-

creased in the NIR. Using JWST, the infrared TRGB

can be extended out to > 40 Mpc (i.e. a volume five

times greater than currently possible with HST; Freed-

man 2021). Continuing to explore the NIR TRGB will
be increasingly relevant as JWST’s launch nears. In this

paper, we measure the distance modulus to M33 based

on both the I-band and NIR TRGB.

4.0.1. JHK-band TRGB

It has been well established that TRGB measure-

ments should avoid being made in the disks of galaxies

where contamination from younger stellar populations

and dust can significantly bias the tip detection (Jang

et al. 2021; Hoyt 2021). Therefore, we first performed a

spatial cut on our JHK data, only selecting stars in the

lower-dust and sparser outer regions of M33, shown by

the area inside the white dotted lines in Figure 8. Also

in Figure 8, we show color magnitude diagrams of the

M33 TRGB stars. The upward-sloping TRGB is marked

by the black lines, determined by RGB stars with the

color 0.7 < (J − K) < 1.3 mag. The TRGB was de-

termined in the following way, consistent with Madore

et al. (2018); Cerny et al. (2020).9 Using the J band

as a first illustrative example, we first visually made a

first approximation of the zeropoint of the TRGB locus,

using predetermined TRGB slopes from Freedman et al.

(2020). The data were then “rectified”, i.e. transformed

into the T [J, (J −K)] plane as first introduced and im-

plemented in Madore et al. (2009), so that the TRGB

appeared flat as a function of color. The T-band lu-

minosity function was then created by first binning the

color-selected T-band magnitude of the RGB stars using

bins of 0.01 mag. The binned LF was then smoothed us-

ing the GLOESS algorithm with a smoothing parameter

of σs = 0.10 mag. The tip was then detected using a

Sobel edge detection filter in the same manner as in the

I-band TRGB, which is further described in Section 4.1.

The independent tip detections for each of the recti-

fied JH luminosity functions gave the following appar-

ent magnitude relations for the TRGB in M3310:

9 We chose not to use the tracer star method as employed in Lee
et al. (2021a); Freedman et al. (2020), which maps tip stars in
the I band into near-infrared wavelengths, as our VI dataset only
covered a small section of M33 (see Figure 8).

10 We omit K because mTRGB
J and mTRGB

K are not independent
by requirement, see Madore & Freedman (2020b).
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Figure 7. F110W vs. (F814W−F110W) color magnitude
diagram and smoothed luminosity function in black, over-
plotted on the binned luminosity function in grey. The
JAGB stars can be seen from 1.4 < (F814W − F110W ) <
1.8 mag. The NIR TRGB can also be seen clearly at around
F110W = 19.5 mag. We measured the JAGB apparent mag-
nitude where the smoothed luminosity function was greatest,
marked by the dotted line.

mTRGB
J = 19.62− 0.85× [(J −K)o − 1.00] (2)

mTRGB
H = 18.79− 1.62× [(J −K)o − 1.00] (3)

The average photometric uncertainty of the stars J =

19.7± 0.2 mag was 0.08 mag and 0.06 mag for J and H

respectively, which we adopted as systematic errors on

the final NIR TRGB measurement. The width of the fil-

ter response at the measured T-band, i.e. the statistical

uncertainty in measuring the peak, was approximately

±0.04 mag for both J and H. We also applied foreground

extinction corrections: AJ = 0.030 ± 0.015 mag and

AH = 0.019± 0.0095 mag.

Several studies have quoted negligible internal redden-

ing for the TRGB stars in the outer regions of M33, such

as Galleti et al. (2004) and U et al. (2009), with the

former’s assumption based on detailed FIR dust maps

from Hippelein et al. (2003). Later in Section 5, we mea-

sure an internal extinction for the Cepheids in the outer

disk of E(B − V ) = 0.12 mag, which translates into an

AJ = 0.10 mag. As our TRGB measurement is even far-

ther out into the halo and RGB stars are expected to be

significantly less affected by reddening than Cepheids,

Table 2. NIR TRGB Error Budget

TRGBJ TRGBH

Source of Uncertainty σstat σsys σstat σsys

(mag) (mag) (mag) (mag)

Extinction · · · 0.015 · · · 0.0095

Zeropoint 0.01 0.06 0.01 0.06

Photometric Uncertainties · · · 0.08 · · · 0.06

Width of Edge Response 0.04 · · · 0.04 · · ·
Cumulative Errors 0.04 0.10 0.04 0.09

we also assumed negligible contribution from internal

reddening for the TRGB stars in the halo of M33.

We then determined distance moduli based on the ab-

solute calibrations from Hoyt et al. (2018), which we re-

peat below. The errors on these zeropoints were quoted

as ±0.01 (stat) and ±0.06 (sys).

MTRGB
J = −5.14− 0.85× [(J −K)o − 1.00] (4)

MTRGB
H = −5.94− 1.62× [(J −K)o − 1.00] (5)

Our final measured NIR TRGB distance moduli were

then: µ0(TRGBJ) = 24.73 ± 0.04 (stat) ± 0.10

(sys) and µ0(TRGBH) = 24.71 ± 0.04 (stat) ± 0.09

(sys), for a final combined NIR TRGB measurement of

µ0(TRGBNIR) = 24.72± 0.04 (stat) ± 0.10 (sys).

4.1. I-band TRGB

To detect the I-band TRGB, we followed the CCHP

approach first described in Hatt et al. (2017). First,

we spatially excluded data in the spiral arm of M33 by

only using the data in the southern-most part of our

sample, shown in Figure 8 by the orange panel. This

spatial selection ensured we were avoiding crowding and

dust effects in the star-forming spiral arm region of that

dataset, also where the Cepheids reside. Then, we color-

selected the metal-poor blue TRGB stars; the selection

box is shown by the pink shaded area in the left panel of

Figure 10. We then finely binned their I-band luminosity

function using bins of 0.01 mag. The binned luminosity

function was then smoothed using a GLOESS algorithm

to reduce Poisson noise peaks, using a smoothing param-

eter of σs = 0.075 mag. Next, the smoothed luminos-

ity function was convolved with a Sobel kernel [-1,0,+1]

(first derivative) edge detection filter, resulting in an

edge response function which measured the gradient of

the smoothed luminosity function. The greatest value
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Figure 8. NIR TRGB color magnitude diagrams for stars in the outer region of M33. Only 1 star in 3 is plotted so the TRGB
discontinuity can be easily seen. The solid black line in each plot shows the adopted TRGB. The spatial selection for the NIR
TRGB stars is shown in the upper left hand panel by the region between the dashed contours. The orange area marks where
our I-band TRGB measurement was performed.

of the edge response function is the point of the largest

discontinuity in the luminosity function and marks the

TRGB.

In Figure 10, we show the I vs. (V − I) color mag-

nitude diagram, luminosity function, and edge response

function, with the measured TRGB marked by a red

dashed line. The width of the edge response function

is extremely clear and narrow. Thus, we conserva-

tively adopted a 0.01 mag statistical uncertainty and a

0.01 mag systematic uncertainty on our TRGB measure-

ment based on previous artificial star experiments per-

formed by the CCHP (e.g. Hatt et al. 2017; Jang et al.

2021). The median photometric uncertainty ±0.10 mag

above and below the TRGB was ±0.023 mag, which

we also adopted as a systematic uncertainty. We also

added ±0.019 mag as an additional systematic uncer-

tainty on the photometric zeropoint used to calibrate

the data, following Table 3 of Scowcroft et al. (2009).

All of the tabulated errors were added in quadrature to

obtain the final systematic and statistical errors. The re-

sulting I-band TRGB magnitude in M33 was measured

to be mTRGB
I = 20.73± 0.01 (stat) ± 0.03 (sys) mag.

To measure the distance modulus, we utilized

the TRGB calibration from Freedman et al. (2020):

MTRGB
I = −4.05±0.02 (stat) ± 0.04 (sys), and a galac-

tic extinction value of AI = 0.063 ± 0.032 (sys) mag.
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Figure 9. Rectified J and H vs. (J −K) color-magnitude diagram for stars in the outer regions of M33. Star magnitudes were
rectified based on the slopes from Freedman et al. (2020), so that the TRGB discontinuity is flat. The TRGB is then determined
using an edge detector as is normally done with the I-band TRGB.
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Figure 10. (Left) I vs. (V−I) color magnitude diagram. The color selection used to measure the TRGB is marked by the
pink shaded region. (Middle) Binned I-band luminosity function in grey, with the GLOESS smoothed LF over-plotted in
green. (Right) Sobel Filter Edge Response function: its greatest value marks the largest discontinuity in the smoothed I-band
luminosity function and thus empirically marks the TRGB, indicated by the dotted red line. The smaller, less prominent peak
at I ∼ 22 mag visually lies firmly with the RGB itself and does not correspond to any known features; thus, we associate only
the brighter (and more prominent) peak with the TRGB.
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Table 3. I-band TRGB Error Budget

Source of Uncertainty σstat σsys

(mag) (mag)

Galactic Extinction · · · 0.032

Internal Reddening · · · 0.03

Zeropoint 0.02 0.04

Photometric Uncertainty · · · 0.023

Photometric Zeropoint · · · 0.019

Artificial Star tests · · · 0.01

Width of Edge response function 0.01 · · ·
Cumulative Errors 0.02 0.07

Because the I-band TRGB field is closer into the disk

than the NIR TRGB, we conservatively added an addi-

tional systematic uncertainty for internal reddening of

0.03 mag to the I-band TRGB error budget. In con-

clusion, our final measured apparent distance modulus

to M33 based on the I-band TRGB was determined to

be µ0(TRGBI) = 24.72± 0.02 (stat) ± 0.07 (sys) mag.

The error budget is tabulated in Table 3.

5. CEPHEID PERIOD-LUMINOSITY RELATIONS

In this section, we determine a distance to M33 based

on its Cepheid period-luminosity relation. Cepheids

are young, yellow supergiants found in the disks of

star-forming, late-type spiral galaxies. They have a

well-defined relation between their period, luminosity,

and color, and for many decades have served as the

gold standard of local distance measurements (e.g., the

HST Key Project: Freedman et al. 2001 and Saha

et al. 1999). Furthermore, Cepheids have many well-

established strengths that make them powerful distance

indicators: (a) Their high intrinsic brightness (−2 <

MV < −6) have allowed distances up to ∼ 40 Mpc to be

probed. (b) Due to their variability, Cepheids are easily

identified and classified, and their periods are sufficiently

stable over a human lifetime. (c) In the infrared, their

PL relations have small intrinsic dispersion.

However, several potential systematic effects unique

to the Leavitt law become serious challenges at farther

distances, including photometric errors due to crowd-

ing/blending in the inner disks of galaxies (especially at

infrared wavelengths), dust contamination in the disk,

and a potential additional uncertainty in a metallicity

dependence of the Leavitt law (e.g., Efstathiou 2020;

Freedman 2021; Romaniello et al. 2022). Many of these

concerns remain unresolved and may be sources of po-

tential systematic uncertainty for the Cepheid distance

scale. We measured a Leavitt law distance to M33 to

use for comparison with the TRGB and JAGB, and to

emphasize empirically that for relatively nearby galaxies

like M33, the TRGB, Leavitt Law, and JAGB method

agree very well. It is only for farther distances that the

TRGB and Leavitt law begin to diverge, and where the

JAGB will help to act as an arbitrator.

5.1. The Cepheid Sample

To measure a Cepheid distance modulus to M33, we

targeted Cepheids in the outer regions of M33, where ef-

fects of crowding and blending are smaller. We identified

two catalogs of outer region Cepheids in M33. The first,

which comes from the outer field sample of Scowcroft

et al. (2009), contained BVI photometry and periods

for 40 Cepheids ranging from 20.3 < V < 23.0 mag

in the southern spiral arm of M33. The second, comes

from Pellerin & Macri (2011) and contained BVI pho-

tometry for 564 Cepheids ranging from 17.8 < V <

22.8 mag distributed across M33’s entire disk. There

were 4 Cepheids in common between the two catalogs,

for which we averaged the periods and VI magnitudes.

We chose to exclude the B band in this analysis because

of its potential strong metallicity dependence (Madore

& Freedman 1991).

We restricted our catalog to Cepheids in the outer re-

gions of M33 (see Figure 1, about 5 kpc away from the

center of M33 on the major axis)11. We also chose to

only use Cepheids with periods greater than 10 days,

given the contamination by overtone pulsators and the

possibility that the Cepheid P-L relation may exhibit

nonlinearities for Cepheids with periods less than 10

days (Sandage et al. 2004; Ngeow et al. 2009). In the

end, 60 Cepheids remained. As the width of the P-

L relation drastically decreases in going from the opti-

cal to the near infrared, random-phase observations of

Cepheids in the near-infrared are comparable in accu-

racy to complete time-averaged magnitudes in the blue

(Madore & Freedman 1991). Thus, we were able to sup-

plement the BVI observations with our JHK photome-

try. In the end, we were able to locate 53 of the Cepheids

in our JHK photometry using a matching radius of 1′′.

5.2. Cepheid P-L Relations and Reddening Curve Fit

VIJHK P-L relations for Cepheids in M33 are shown

in Figure 11. The P-L fits were determined using

fixed slopes from Monson et al. 2012 (hereafter M12).

Using the M12 intercepts, we determined wavelength-

dependent apparent distance moduli, plotted in Figure

11. The correlated magnitude residuals are also plotted

11 See Section 2.1 for more details.
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in Figure 12, demonstrating that the width of the P-L

relations in JHK are being more influenced by individ-

ual photometric errors than in V and I. This was to be

expected as the VI photometry was time-averaged over

many epochs, and the JHK photometry was not.

We then fit the Cardelli et al. (1989) extinction law

to the wavelength-dependent distance moduli to simul-

taneously solve for the E(B − V ) color excess and true

distance modulus: A(λ)/AV = a(x) + b(x)/Rv, with

Rv = 3.1, and where a = 0.574x1.61, b = −0.527x1.61,

and x = 1/λ. For λ, we used V IJHK = 0.55, 0.80, 1.24,

1.66, and 2.16 µm, following M12. The best-fit true dis-

tance modulus was measured to be µ0 = 24.71 ± 0.01

(stat) mag with a color excess of E(B−V ) = 0.12 mag,

shown in Figure 13. We note that sigma-clipping the

P-L relations, specifically the two Cepheids with resid-

uals of ∆H < −0.6 (see Figure 12) resulted in a fainter

distance modulus of 24.74 mag.

5.3. Bootstrap Error Analysis

As shown in Figure 13, the scatter about the extinc-

tion curve fit, measured to be 0.01 mag, was appreciably

smaller than the errors on the individual wavelength-

dependent distance moduli, which ranged between 0.04

and 0.05 mag. This indicated either that the errors on

the distance moduli were overestimated, or the scatter

on the fit was underestimated. To diagnose this prob-

lem, we performed an additional bootstrapping error

analysis to ascertain an accurate statistical error on the

measured true distance modulus and reddening.

We used random sampling with replacement to gen-

erate 1,000 samples of 53 Cepheids from the original

Cepheid dataset. Then, for a given sample, we refit the

P-L relations and then re-measured the true distance

modulus and reddening. The mean distance modulus

was measured to be µ0 = 24.71±0.04 mag in agreement

with the actual measured distance modulus in Section

5.1; albeit its standard deviation was more comparable

with the errors on the individual wavelength-dependent

distance moduli. The total color excess was measured

to be E(B − V ) = 0.12 ± 0.01 mag. We adopted the 1

σ uncertainties determined by our bootstrapping analy-

ses as the uncertainties on the distance modulus µ0 and

reddening E(B − V ). We also adopted the uncertainty

on the reddening as the systematic uncertainty on our

true distance modulus. Thus, our final adopted distance

modulus derived from the M33 Cepheids was measured

to be µ0 = 24.71± 0.04 (stat) ±0.01 (sys) mag.

6. INDEPENDENT DISTANCE COMPARISONS

In this section, we compare our distance measure-

ments to those compiled from the literature. We show a

visual compilation of previous Leavitt Law, TRGB, and

JAGB measurements in Figure 14 and tabulate them in

Table 4.

Since 1990, there have been 10 Leavitt Law distances

to M33 published. We found their average to be µ0 =

24.63 ± 0.04 mag, which is about 1.4 σ away from our

measurement.

There has only been one JAGB distance modulus mea-

sured to M33 thus far by Zgirski et al. (2021). They used

Gieren et al. (2013) inner disk near-infrared data and

measured µ0 = 24.57 ± 0.06 mag, in ∼ 1.3σ agreement

with our ground-based measurement. We note that their

CMD (their Figure 6) looks visually similar to our CMDs

in regions 1 and 2, with less of a clearly-defined peak

than in regions 3 and 4. Moving farther out into the

disk may mitigate some of the disagreement between

the Zgirski et al. (2021) measurement and ours.

For the I-band TRGB (there have been no NIR TRGB

distances yet measured to M33), we found 12 distances

in the literature, resulting in an average distance mod-

ulus of 24.72 ± 0.04 mag, in excellent agreement with

both our NIR and I-band TRGB measurement.

We also note that the mean distances from the liter-

ature to M33 derived from the Leavitt law and TRGB
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Figure 12. Magnitude residuals from the P-L relations for IJHK vs V. The correlated scatter shows the influence of the
Cepheids’ intrinsic positions in the instability strip. The increased scatter in JHK compared to I indicate that the widths of
their P-L relations are also likely being influenced by random photometric uncertainties.

disagree at the 1.6-σ level, with the Leavitt law distances

being 0.09 mag brighter on average (corresponding to a

non-negligible distance of 35.7 kpc). The reason(s) for

this difference are not known at this time.

For context, we also provide the average distances de-

termined from other distance indicators:

• U et al. (2009) used the flux-weighted gravity-

luminosity relationship (FGLR) to measure a dis-

tance modulus of 24.93± 0.11 mag.

• Modeling observed CMDs, Barker et al. (2011)

measured a distance modulus of 24.69± 0.09 mag.

• Bonanos et al. (2006) presented a distance modu-

lus based on detached eclipsing binaries in M33 to

be 24.92± 0.12 mag.

• The average estimate from planetary nebula lu-

minosity functions (PNLFs) yields 24.74+0.13
−0.14 mag

(Ciardullo et al. 2004; Magrini et al. 2000).

• Kim et al. (2002) measured a distance using the

red clump (RC) of 24.80± 0.06 mag.

• By monitoring the proper motions of water masers

in M33, Brunthaler et al. (2005) measured a geo-

metric distance modulus of 24.31+0.51
−0.18 mag.
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Table 3. Leavitt Law, TRGB, and JAGB Distance Moduli to M33

Study Method µ0 [mag] Notes

Freedman et al. (1991) Leavitt Law 24.64 ± 0.09

Metcalfe & Shanks (1991) Leavitt Law 24.80 ± 0.10

Freedman et al. (2001) Leavitt Law 24.58 ± 0.10

Lee et al. (2002) Leavitt Law 24.52 ± 0.19

An et al. (2007) Leavitt Law 24.55 ± 0.28

Scowcroft et al. (2009) Leavitt Law 24.53 ± 0.11

Pellerin & Macri (2011) Leavitt Law 24.76 ± 0.02 Reddening-free Wesenheit relation (WV I) for their cleaned sample

Gieren et al. (2013) Leavitt Law 24.62 ± 0.07

Bhardwaj et al. (2016) Leavitt Law 24.62 ± 0.06

This paper Leavitt Law 24.71± 0.04

Wilson et al. (1990) TRGB 24.60 ± 0.30 Central disk

Lee et al. (1993) TRGB 24.81 ± 0.04

Salaris & Cassisi (1997) TRGB 24.82 No uncertainties given

Ferrarese et al. (2000) TRGB 24.93 ± 0.18

Kim et al. (2002) TRGB 24.81+0.19
−0.07 Disk field

McConnachie et al. (2004) TRGB 24.50 ± 0.06

Tiede et al. (2004) TRGB 24.69 ± 0.07 Outer disk

Brooks et al. (2004) TRGB 24.72 ± 0.14 Outer halo

Galleti et al. (2004) TRGB 24.64 ± 0.15 Outer halo

Rizzi et al. (2007) TRGB 24.71 ± 0.04 Disk Field

U et al. (2009) TRGB 24.84 ± 0.10 Halo

Conn et al. (2012) TRGB 24.57 ± 0.05

This paper TRGB 24.72± 0.07 I-band

This paper TRGB 24.72± 0.11 JHK-band

Zgirski et al. (2021) JAGB 24.57 ± 0.06 Inner disk

This paper JAGB 24.67± 0.05 Ground-based, outer disk

This paper JAGB 24.71± 0.08 Space-based, outer disk

• And finally, averaging the five RR Lyrae distance

moduli (Sarajedini et al. 2000, 2006; Yang et al.

2010; Pritzl et al. 2011; Dambis et al. 2013) to M33

yields 24.62± 0.06 mag.

Given the uncertainties, our measured distance mod-

uli agree at the 1 σ level with estimates from the CMD

modeling, PNLFs, and water masers, and disagree with

estimates from the FGLR, DEBs, and red clump. The

distance modulus derived from RR Lyrae agrees at the

1 σ level with both our JAGB method distance moduli

and at the 2 σ level with the TRGB and Leavitt law.

7. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have determined the distance mod-

ulus to M33 using three independent methods: the

TRGB, JAGB method, and Leavitt law. All of the dis-

tance moduli agree to within 2%, providing further evi-

dence in addition to Lee et al. (2021a), that the JAGB

method is as precise and accurate as the TRGB and

Leavitt law distance indicators. We found the four mea-

sured distance moduli to be µ0 (Cepheids) = 24.71 ±
0.04 (stat) ±0.01 (sys) mag, µ0 (TRGBI) = 24.72±0.02

(stat) ±0.07 (sys) mag, µ0 (TRGBNIR) = 24.72± 0.04

(stat) ±0.10 (sys) mag, and µ0 (JAGB) = 24.67± 0.03

(stat) ±0.04 (sys) mag. We also measured a distance

modulus to M33 based on the JAGB method using

HST photometry from the PHATTER survey, mea-

suring µ0 = 24.71 ± 0.06 (stat) ± 0.05 (sys) mag.

We showed that selecting JAGB stars using the color

(F814W − F110W ) is suitable for future space-based

JAGB studies in two ways: (1) Theoretically, using stel-

lar isochrones and (2) Empirically, as the values deter-

mined using ground-based and space-based agreed well.

Currently the Leavitt law and TRGB provide the most

robust local determinations of H0, each with the high-

est number of SN Ia calibrators and both having been
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well-scrutinized and dissected for systematics. The two

methods agree very well for nearby galaxies (< 10 Mpc);

Freedman et al. (2019) found the scatter in a galaxy-to-

galaxy comparison for the TRGB and Cepheid distances

to be 2%. However, the two methods begin to diverge

in their estimations of greater distances, explaining the

2-σ disagreement in their respective computations of the

Hubble constant. The JAGB method may help to reveal

hidden systematics or evidence for new physics in either

or both methods.

We also reiterate here that the methods for measur-

ing distances based on the TRGB, Cepheids, and JAGB

stars are completely independent. The RGB stars are

an older, metal-poor population, found in the halos of

galaxies. Cepheids are young, metal-rich stars found in

the star-forming disks. JAGB stars are intermediate-age

stars that can be found in the outer disks. The mecha-

nisms by which they are effective distance indicators are

also entirely separate; for the TRGB: the helium flash,

for Cepheids: mechanical pulsation cycles; and for the

JAGB stars, thermal instabilities that lead to dredge-

up episodes. Thus, many of the systematics that afflict

each distance indicator are independent and can be un-

earthed through inter-comparison.

We emphasize that the data used in this study were

individually optimized for each independent distance in-

dicator measurement. The TRGB measurements (both

I-band and NIR) were analyzed in the outer regions of

M33 to avoid the crowded, higher-reddening parts of

the disk. The Cepheid measurement was performed in

the least-crowded star-forming spiral arms in M33. The

JAGB measurements, both space-based and ground-

based, were performed in the outer disk of M33, where

crowding and reddening are both reduced, but where

intermediate-age AGB stars still reside. We find the

measured distance moduli in this study are in excellent

(2%) agreement, likely a result of our deliberate imaging

selections.

The upcoming launch of JWST will provide high-

quality data for a variety of distance indicators, but

will be incredibly advantageous for the JAGB method

in particular. NIRcam boasts increased angular res-

olution in the near-infrared (0.07′′/pixel) over HST’s

WFC3/IR camera (0.13′′/pixel) which will help with

blending/crowding effects. NIRcam also possesses the

ideal filter combination (F115W−F150W) to distinguish

the JAGB stars in color-magnitude space. With an ex-

pected reach of 100 Mpc using JWST (the current dis-

tance limit of the TRGB and Leavitt law with HST is

about ∼ 40 Mpc), the JAGB method will have the abil-

ity to observe significantly more SN Ia calibrators and

even provide a direct measurement of H0 in the more

distant Hubble flow itself.
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