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ABSTRACT

Photometrically derived stellar masses are known to suffer from systematic uncertainties, particularly

due to nebular emission contributions to the spectral energy distribution. Using JWST NIRCam

imaging from the CAnadian NIRISS Unbiased Cluster Survey (CANUCS), we introduce a comparison

study of photometrically-derived redshifts and stellar masses based on two photometric catalogs of

the same field spanning ∼0.4-4.5µm: one consisting solely of wide band photometry, and another

employing a combination of wide and medium band photometry. We find that ∼70% of galaxies have

consistent photometric redshifts between both catalogs, with median stellar mass difference between

the two catalogs of < 0.2 dex across all redshift bins. There are however a subset of galaxies (5% at

z∼2 up to 15% at z∼6) where wide bands underestimate star formation rates and infer older stellar

populations, leading to median stellar mass differences of ∼0.7 dex. Examination of the SEDs for

galaxies with inconsistent photometric redshifts shows this is caused by the inability of the wide bands

to distinguish continuum emission from emission lines. Computing a stellar mass density with our

sample we find that it is potentially underestimated using wide-band photometry by ∼10-20% at z <

4, and potentially overestimated by as much as a factor of 2-3 at z > 5. These systematic differences

caused by the poor spectral resolution of wide bands have implications for both ongoing and future

planned observing programs which determine stellar mass and other physical properties of high redshift

galaxies solely via wide band photometry.

Keywords: Galaxy properties (615), Medium band photometry (1021), Broad band photometry (184),

Galaxy masses (607), Spectral energy distribution (2129), Photometry (1234)

1. INTRODUCTION

Photometric surveys are instrumental to generating

large statistical samples of galaxies owing to their effi-

ciency compared to obtaining spectra. Photometric red-

shift and spectral energy distribution (SED) fitting has

become a primary tool in constraining galaxy properties

Loh & Spillar (1986), with numerous codes developed

to convert photometric measurements into redshifts and

physical properties (e.g. Brammer et al. 2008; Conroy
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et al. 2009; Kriek et al. 2009; Carnall et al. 2019; Iyer

et al. 2019; Johnson et al. 2021). To efficiently collect

data where spectroscopy is either impractical or infeasi-

ble, wide band photometry has been used ubiquitously

throughout space-based and ground-based surveys (e.g.

Koekemoer et al. 2011; McCracken et al. 2012; Lotz

et al. 2017) and is in continued use with the James Webb

Space Telescope (JWST ) owing to its wide spectral cov-

erage and broad sampling of the SED.

Key metrics of galaxy evolution (e.g. the stellar

mass function, the size-mass relation, the star formation

main sequence) typically rely on galaxy properties de-

rived from wide band photometry (see Robertson 2021

for a review). However, previous ground-based optical

medium band surveys (e.g. SHARDS, Pérez-González

et al. 2013; COMBO-17, Wolf et al. 2003) have shown

the inefficacy of wide band photometry to constrain

high-redshift SEDs in the presence of strong emission

or absorption lines.

Accurately modelling the strong nebular emission seen

by JWST in high redshift spectra (e.g. Withers et al.

2023; Boyett et al. 2022) is critical to accurately con-

straining galaxy properties of photometrically-derived

galaxy samples. Previous work has shown that nebu-

lar emission in the rest-frame optical region of SEDs at

z > 2 contaminates wide band photometric measure-

ments, biasing physical properties of galaxies at early

times (Stark et al. 2013; Smit et al. 2014). Nevertheless,

the largest ERS programs by area (CEERS, Finkelstein

et al. 2017) and depth (GLASS, Treu et al. 2022), as well

as some of the largest Cycle 1 programs in legacy fields

(COSMOS-Web, Casey et al. 2023; JADES in GOODS-

N/GOODS-S, Eisenstein et al. 2023a) only use up to two

medium bands. JEMS (Williams et al. 2023), a public

Cycle 1 program in the Hubble Ultra Deep Field, offers

deep medium band imaging at ∼2µm & ∼4.5µm in 5

filters. However the area of the survey is limited to a

single NIRCam pointing (∼10 arcmin2), and the lack of

continuous coverage across the near infrared spectrum

means the data set is only sensitive to particular spectral

features at particular redshifts. Multiple approved Cycle

2 programs are emphasizing medium band photometry,

including large follow up programs in the JADES (Eisen-

stein et al. 2023b), UNCOVER (ID: 4111, PI: K. Suess),

and CANUCS (ID: 3362, PI: A. Muzzin) fields. Fields

with a combination of wide and medium band photom-

etry will be instrumental in exploring systematic effects

between these two sets of measurements more fully and

understanding their relative utility.

Finkelstein et al. (2022) have shown that template fit-

ting codes such as EAZY (Brammer et al. 2008) lack suffi-

ciently blue templates to reflect the highly star forming

galaxies prevalent at high redshifts, leading to the de-

velopment of templates incorporating stronger emission

lines with CLOUDY (Ferland et al. 2017), binary stellar

evolution with BPASS (Stanway & Eldridge 2018) and

younger galaxy populations to better capture the ex-

pected bluer rest-frame UV color of such sources (Lar-

son et al. 2023). Resolving these spectral features is thus

imperative for ensuring the fidelty of photometrically-

derived data sets and the accuracy of the science that re-

sults. The intention of this study is to introduce a com-

parative analysis between photometric data sets which

include or exclude medium band photometry. Taking

a field with overlapping wide and medium band imag-

ing, we construct a purely wide band photometric data

set, and a second set which also includes all available

medium bands. The wide band photometry can then be

used as a baseline against which to compare differences

in derived properties, such as redshift or stellar mass

as in this work, resulting from the inclusion of medium

band photometry.

This work presents a comparison of JWST NIRCam

wide and medium band imaging, described in §2. Pho-

tometry, redshift/SED-fitting, and methodology is dis-

cussed in §3. Results are present in §4. This work as-

sumes a cosmology of H0= 70kms−1Mpc−1, Ωm = 0.30,

and ΩΛ = 0.70.

2. DATA

This work uses NIRCam imaging of the Canadian

NIRISS Unbiased Cluster Survey (CANUCS, Willott

et al. 2022) NIRCam Flanking field for MACS J0417.5-

1154 (MACS0417 NCF), using five wide band (F090W,

F115W, F150W, F277W, F444W) and nine medium

band (F140M, F162M, F182M, F210M, F250M, F300M,

F335M, F360M, F410M) photometric filters reaching 5-

σ depths for point sources of ∼29.3 and ∼29.0 mag

for wide bands and medium bands respectively, sup-

plemented with archival HST WFC3/UVIS imaging of

the same field in F438W and F606W to 5-σ depths of

∼28.3 mag for point sources (Program ID 16667, PI

M. Bradac). Together these provide continuous spectral

coverage from 0.4-4.5µm, with every NIRCam medium

band from 1.4-4.1µm. Gravitational lensing from the

nearby galaxy cluster is negligible and is ignored in this

analysis.

The NIRCam data were processed using a combina-

tion of the JWST pipeline (version 1.8.0 and CRDS con-

text jwst 1001.pmap) and grizli version 1.6.0 (Bram-

mer & Matharu 2021). Both JWST and HST data were

drizzled onto the same 0.04” pixel scale, and registered

to Gaia DR3 astrometry. Further details concerning

data reduction may be found in Noirot et al. (2023).
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Figure 1. Top: Photo-z distributions (left) and scatter plot (right) for the wide band (WB; orange) and medium band (MB;
purple) catalogs; Bottom: Stellar mass distributions (left) and scatter plot (right) for the WB and MB catalogs. Galaxies with
[OIII]/Hβ emission are shown as stars, and colour-coded by redshift bin.

We obtained follow-up NIRSpec spectroscopy of

MACS0417 NCF in multi-object spectroscopy (MOS)

mode using the low-resolution prism (R∼100) over ∼0.6-

5.3µm with ∼3ks integration times. Further details of

spectra reduction are provided in Withers et al. (2023).

3. METHODOLOGY

3.1. Photometry

The systematic differences of wide band (WB) vs.

medium band (MB) photometry on photometric red-

shifts and stellar masses are investigated by creating

parallel photometric catalogs from the full data set -

one catalog which includes medium band photometry

and one which does not. Point spread functions (PSFs)

are determined empirically by median-stacking bright,

non-saturated stars. We perform aperture photometry

on PSF-convolved images homogenized to the F444W

resolution using SEP (Barbary 2016). For photometric

redshift (photo-z) fitting, photometry is performed in

fixed circular apertures of 0.3” diameter to enhance the

S/N of the sample. Aperture corrections are applied to

total fluxes based on the F444W PSF. Extinction is cor-
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rected using a Fitzpatrick (1999) dust law with a selec-

tive extinction of Rv = 3.1 and E(B-V) from the Schlafly

& Finkbeiner (2011) dust map. For SED-fitting, total

fluxes are used to fit the overall normalization of the

SED, and are measured in elliptical Kron-based aper-

tures. Sources with circularized Kron radii <0.35” have

total flux measured in fixed circular apertures of 0.7”

diameter.

3.1.1. Synthesizing Wide Band Photometry From Medium
Band Photometry

The wide+medium band catalog (hereafter referred to

as the “medium band catalog”) utilizes all 16 filters in

the data set, whereas the wide band-only catalog uses

the seven JWST & HST wide band filters, leaving gaps

in the spectral coverage at 2µm & 3.5µm. To provide

full wide band coverage out to 4.5µm we estimate pho-

tometry for F200W from F182M & F210M and F356W

from F335M & F360M by synthesizing the total flux

through the missing wide band based on measured total

fluxes in the constituent medium bands, then dividing

by the bandwidth of the synthesized bandpass to obtain

flux density. Total flux in the missing wide band is syn-

thesized as follows: (I) We compute the average flux per

unit transmission element of the medium bandpasses,

equal to the flux density multiplied by the filter band-

width divided by the integral of the filter transmission

curve; (II) The wide bandpass is split into three regions:

blueward of the blue medium band pivot, redward of the

red medium band pivot, and the central region between

the two medium band pivot wavelengths; (III) Total flux

in the blue region of the wide band being synthesized is

equal to the average flux per unit transmission element

of the blue medium band multiplied by the area under

the transmission curve in the blue region of the wide

band. The same is done redward of the red medium

band pivot with the average flux per unit transmission

element of the red medium band; (IV) Total flux in the

central region is computed in the same manner, except

the contributions from each filter are weighted by the

relative transmissions of the two medium band trans-

missions at each wavelength.

3.1.2. Photometric Catalog Properties

The full photometric catalog for the combined

JWST/HST footprint contains 11,055 sources. Our sci-

ence sample is limited to the overlap of NIRCam and

WFC3/UVIS (6.9 arcmin2, ∼70% of the NIRCam foot-

print), ensuring all galaxies have optical coverage. In

order to not have our result dominated by low S/N

photometry, we remove all sources with SNR < 10 in

F277W. As the wide band catalog serves as the baseline

for our comparison, we restrict our analysis to sources

with redshifts out to z ∼10 and stellar masses (M*) of

106 < M*< 1012 M⊙using wide band photometry. The

final source catalog contains 3009 galaxies.

3.2. Redshift- and SED-fitting

Photometric redshifts are obtained with EAZY using

0.3” fixed-aperture photometry. The standard EAZY

template set (tweak fsps QSF 12 v3 ) is augmented with

3 templates from Larson et al. (2023) (Set 3) which in-

corporate synthetic BPASS spectra with CLOUDY nebular

and continuum emission, reduced Lyman alpha emission

(escape fraction ∼10%), with stellar population ages of

6, 6.5, and 7 Gyr respectively. A 2% systematic error

and a magnitude prior are applied when fitting redshifts

with EAZY. Note: as EAZY does not have magnitude prior

templates for JWST NIRCam filters at time of publica-

tion, the HST WFC3/IR F160W prior was used and

assigned to NIRCam F150W owing to the similarity of

their wavelength coverage (1.272-1.808µm for F160W;

1.183-1.819µm for F150W).

SED-fitting is performed using Dense Basis (Iyer

et al. 2019) with total fluxes at the best-fitting EAZY

redshift ±0.01. The Dense Basis atlas, which provides

a coarse mapping from the galaxy’s stellar population

parameters to their corresponding SEDs, was generated

with a flat star formation history prior, Calzetti et al.

(2000) dust law, Chabrier (2003) IMF, and an exponen-

tial reddening prior with scale value Av = 0.33 mag.

Figure 1 shows photometric redshift (“photo-z”; top)

and stellar mass (bottom) properties of the two cata-

logs, with distributions (left panel) and wide band vs.

medium band scatter plots (right panel). We measure

the degree to which photo-z’s agree between the wide

band and medium band catalogs using |∆z| = |zWB-

zMB|/(1+zWB) ≤ 0.15, and find good agreement for

83.8% of all sources. We measure agreement between

galaxy stellar masses as |∆M*| = |MWB-MMB| < 0.5

dex, where stellar masses agree for 88.8% of sources be-

tween catalogs.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Strong emission lines in high redshift galaxies are ex-

pected for those undergoing elevated rates of star for-

mation. This proves challenging for SED-fitting codes

with WB photometry alone as WBs may not distinguish

between strong, discrete emission lines from young stel-

lar populations at high redshift and generally more ele-

vated continuum emission from older stellar populations

at lower redshift, leading to an overestimation of stellar

masses at z∼6 of up to 30% (Schaerer & Barros 2009).

The right-hand column of Figure 1 shows coloured

stars for galaxies with [OIII]/Hβ emission likely detected
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Figure 2. Mass distribution of galaxies with strong [OIII]/Hβ emission lines by redshift bin, with corresponding photometric
wide band filter labelled. Clockwise from top left : z∼2 (F150W), z∼3 (F200W), z∼4.5 (F277W), and z∼6 (F356W). The number
of galaxies in each bin is shown along with the median stellar mass determined by wide (orange) and medium (purple) band
photometry. Solid vertical lines show median values. The filled histograms, dashed lines, and values in parentheses shows only
those galaxies in each bin with |∆z|<0.15.

as an elevated flux within the wide or either of its con-

stituent medium bandpasses, colour-coded by redshift

bin. Bin widths are set by the redshift range corre-

sponding to [OIII]/Hβ within each wide band filter (e.g.

∼1.6 < z < ∼2.4 for F150W), for all wide bands from

F150W to F356W. We find 1460 galaxies across all bins

and visually inspect the best-fit SEDs, rejecting any

galaxy whose SEDs do not show elevated flux likely

due to [OIII]/Hβ emission in either the wide or con-

stituent medium bandpasses. Our final sample of candi-

date strong line emitters consists of 1288 galaxies across

all bins, shown as stars in Fig. 1 and colour-coded by

redshift bin.

Figure 2 shows stellar mass distributions for wide (or-

ange) and medium (purple) band photometry in each

redshift bin at z ∼2 (F150W), ∼3 (F200W), ∼4.5

(F277W), and ∼6 (F356W). The filled orange and

purple-hatched histograms show distributions for galax-

ies in each bin with |∆z|<0.15. For the ∼70% of

galaxies where photo-z’s agree between the wide and

medium band catalogs, SED-fitting yields a median

|∆M*|<0.2 dex across all redshifts. From SED vi-

sual inspections we note that many of the discrepant

wide band redshift/SED-fitting solutions arise from the

wrong Balmer line being fit in the relevant wide band-

pass, or from low-redshift quiescent/dusty star forming

galaxies. This results in median |∆M*|>0.4 dex across

all bins for the ∼30% of galaxies with discrepant photo-

z’s.

4.1. [OIII]/Hβ with Wide versus Medium Band

Photometry
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Figure 3. Mass residuals versus photo-z residuals (abs. val-
ues). Boundaries demarcating mass and photo-z outliers are
marked by solid black lines (|∆M*|> 0.5 dex, |∆z|> 0.15 re-
spectively). Redshift bins are colour-coded as in Fig. 1.

Our final sample of strong line emitters contains 533,

334, 354, and 67 galaxies in bins at redshift ∼2, ∼3,

∼4.5, and ∼6 respectively, with 72%, 63%, 78%, and

85% of galaxies having consistent photo-z’s between cat-

alogs in each bin. When only considering galaxies with

|∆z| < 0.15, the median stellar mass residual |∆M*|
= |MWB-MMB | is < 0.2 dex across all bins, however

the high fraction of galaxies placed at discrepant red-

shifts with wide band photometry (∼15-40% depending

on redshift bin) can bias these median stellar mass resid-

uals within individual sample bins by 0.4-1.1 dex.

The treatment of the wide band filters for galaxies in

our sample varies from galaxy to galaxy, but in gen-

eral the [OIII]/Hβ lines are either detected by the wide

bands (and the photo-z’s are likely to be in agreement)

or not, and stellar masses derived at the fitted photomet-

ric redshifts either agree or not. Our expectation is that

in cases where photo-z fitting yields similar redshifts,

SED-fitting at those redshifts should yield similar stellar

masses. Similarly, SEDs fit at different redshifts should

in general yield inconsistent stellar mass estimates.

This is most clearly seen by considering mass residuals

as a function of photo-z residuals, as in Figure 3 (all

absolute values). Solid black lines at |∆M*|= 0.5 dex

and |∆z|= 0.15 split the residuals space into quadrants

where masses and photo-z’s agree between catalogs (to

the left and below the lines, respectively) or do not agree

(to the right and above the lines, respectively). Sources

in our final sample are colour-coded by redshift bin as

in Fig. 1.

In the lower left quadrant of Fig. 3 are galaxies for

which photo-z’s and stellar masses agree between both

catalogs (80.4% of all 3009 galaxies in this study; 66.8%

of all 1288 galaxies in our final sample), in line with our

initial expectation.

4.1.1. Redshifts Agree, Masses Disagree

Of the galaxies in our final sample we find 66 cases

(∼5%) where stellar masses between catalogs disagree

despite similar redshifts (top left quadrant in Fig. 3).

In these cases, owing to the coarser sampling of the SED,

wide band photometry distinguishes the emission lines

from continuum, but underestimates the strength of the

lines themselves, inferring lower instantaneous star for-

mation rates and older stellar populations, resulting in

higher WB stellar masses. This behaviour is more pro-

nounced at higher redshift, with 15% of galaxies in the

z∼6 bin having discrepant masses despite having con-

sistent photo-z’s, resulting in |∆M*|∼0.6 dex across all

bins.

4.1.2. Redshifts Disagree, Masses Disagree

For 7.7% of all galaxies in our study (233 out of

3009) we find that discrepant redshifts lead to discrepant

masses. Of these galaxies, 71% are included in our fi-

nal sample (top right quadrant in Fig. 3). In the cases

where the [OIII]/Hβ emission is not detected in the wide

band SED, it is confused either for another Balmer line

or continuum emission from older stellar populations

at lower redshift. This generally results in discrepant

photo-z’s, which in turn yields discrepant stellar masses

between the wide and medium band catalogs, with a

median |∆M*| across all bins of ∼1.2 dex.

4.1.3. Redshifts Disagree, Masses Agree

We note degenerate cases where stellar masses do not

change significantly despite a discrepancy in photo-z’s

in 8.5% of all galaxies (255 of all 3009 galaxies), of

which ∼75% are included in our final sample, mostly

in the z∼2 & z∼4.5 bins (lower right quadrant in Fig.

3, blue and gold stars). These sources are being placed

at the wrong cosmological epoch, artificially decreasing

the stellar mass density at earlier times while simultane-

ously contaminating the low-mass quiescent galaxy pop-

ulation at lower redshifts.

These degenerate cases are represented in the high

fraction of galaxies with |∆z| > 0.15 (∼30% of our fi-

nal sample across all bins), and we speculate that the

discrepancy in photo-z’s may be mitigated by better ob-

served frame optical coverage at λ < 1µm to rule out

lower-redshift solutions during photo-z fitting. Confir-

mation of this hypothesis, and the degree to which it af-

fects derived galaxy properties, we leave to future work

in the CANUCS Frontier Fields NCF.
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Figure 4. Top to bottom: Photometry and SEDs of sources with strong [OIII]/Hβ emission in bins of ascending redshift.
Wavelength coverage for each NIRCam wide bandpass is shaded, corresponding to the observed frame wavelengths of the
[OIII]/Hβ lines spanned by each redshift bin. Medium band photometry is shown in purple, synthetic wide band photometry
in orange, and common photometric points in black. Catalog IDs, F277W magnitudes, and spectroscopic redshifts are listed
for each source along with photometrically derived redshifts, masses, and χ2 from SED-fitting for both wide and medium band
catalogs. The position of the [OIII]/Hβ complex in each SED is marked by a vertical dotted line.
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4.1.4. Spectral Energy Distributions

Figure 4 presents examples of wide and medium band

SEDs of galaxies for which we obtained spectroscopic

redshifts in each bin, with the observed frame wave-

lengths corresponding to the redshift range of the bin

shaded in each panel, and labelled with the correspond-

ing wide bandpass. Medium band photometry is shown

in purple, synthetic wide band fluxes in orange, and

wide bands common to both catalogs are in black. Ver-

tical dotted lines mark the position of the [OIII]/Hβ

lines for each SED (when detected). 43 redshifts have

been confirmed with NIRSpec follow up spectroscopy

(see Withers et al. 2023 for details of spectroscopic data

reduction), with 10-11 redshifts per redshift bin. The

galaxy SEDs presented in Fig. 4 are representative ex-

amples reflecting the characteristic behaviour of wide

versus medium band photometry shown in Fig. 3 and

discussed in §4.1, and the availability of spectroscopic

redshifts allows us to better evaluate the quality of pho-

tometric measurements made with both filter sets. In

all cases the MB photo-z is closer to the spectroscopic

redshift than the WB photo-z.

The first panel (ID 1207257) shows [OIII]/Hβ de-

tected in both the wide and medium bands with sim-

ilar stellar masses, however the wide band photo-z is

nearly a catastrophic failure (|zspec-zphot|/(1+zspec)| =
0.14), demonstrating the power of the medium bands

to accurately constrain photo-z’s. The second panel (ID

1203415) shows strong [OIII]/Hβ emission in F182M not

being detected in the wide bands, and is confused for a

low-redshift quiescent galaxy. The confusion between

high-z star forming galaxies and low-z dusty/quiescent

galaxies is most common in the z∼3 bin (see top right

quadrant of Fig. 3). The last two panels (1207412 &

ID 1203215) show [OIII]/Hβ detected in both wide and

medium bands with consistent photo-z’s, however the

emission line is placed at the wrong position within the

wide bandpass and the strength of the emission lines

are underestimated due to the coarser sampling of the

SED, as discussed in §4.1.1 (top left quadrant of Fig.

3). This occurs in ∼5% of all galaxies in our sample

across all bins, and drives a median |∆M*| of ∼0.7 dex,

demonstrating that reasonably accurate photo-z’s do not

necessarily yield reliable stellar mass estimates.

4.2. Cumulative Effect on Stellar Mass Density

We have shown how medium band photometry can

yield significantly different photometric redshifts and

galaxy stellar masses as compared to wide band pho-

tometry for galaxies beyond z ∼ 2. Acknowledging the

limited statistics of our sample and the large uncertainty

due to cosmic variance, which will not capture the high-

Figure 5. Stellar mass density for both wide and medium
band catalogs as a function of redshift. NOTE: SMD based
on a single NIRCam pointing covering ∼7 arcmin2 and does
not account for cosmic variance (affecting both the overall
normalization and error budget), however the ratio of the
SMD between catalogs is the salient quantity. Shaded re-
gions denote the extent of each redshift bin.

mass end of the stellar mass function, and the modest

supporting data at λ < 1µm, we nevertheless consider

the impact this early result will have on a benchmark ob-

servable diagnostic of galaxy evolution: the stellar mass

density (SMD). While our SMD in this single field is

surely underestimated for both WB’s and MB’s, our pri-

mary interest is not in the absolute value of the SMD

for either photometry set but rather the ratio of their

SMDs, in order to investigate potential systematics in

the SMD revealed by the inclusion of medium band pho-

tometry.

Figure 5 shows the evolution of the SMD for the two

catalogs as a function of redshift for MACS0417NCF.

The results presented above show most [OIII]/Hβ emit-

ters move from low redshifts in the wide band catalog

to higher redshifts in the medium bands, and we might

naively expect the medium band SMD to be greater than

that of the wide bands at high redshift and lower than

the wide band SMD at low redshift. However, of these

[OIII]/Hβ emitters, the galaxies with discrepant stellar

masses mostly have M*< 108M⊙ (see lower-right panel

of Fig. 1) and their contribution to the SMD is neg-

ligible compared with the abundance of more massive

galaxies at lower redshifts.

The two principal behaviours seen with wide band

photometry presented in §4.1 are: (I) strongly star form-

ing galaxies at ∼1.5 < z < ∼3.5 are not fit at the ap-

propriate cosmological epoch, reducing the SMD below

z∼3.5; and (II) star formation rates can be underesti-
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mated and older stellar populations inferred at higher

redshifts, artificially inflating the SMD at earlier times.

This effect is most prominently seen in the highest red-

shift bin (red-shaded region in Fig. 5; bottom panel in

Fig. 4).

As a consequence of these two effects, the overall SMD

is 10-20% higher in the medium bands at z < 4, but at

z > 5 the opposite is true and the wide band photome-

try begins to systematically overestimate stellar masses,

driving a SMD that is up to 2-3 times higher than that

measured with medium band photometry. The ratio in-

creases significantly beyond z ∼5, consistent with the

literature (Schaerer & Barros 2009; Stark et al. 2013;

Smit et al. 2014), and indeed may help reconcile the

high number density of massive, high redshift galaxies

found in recent JWST surveys (e.g. Labbé et al. 2023).

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have introduced an analysis of sys-

tematic effects which arise between data sets employing

wide band photometry alone, versus a combination of

wide and medium bands. We find that:

• Elevated star formation beyond z>2 compromises

the ability of wide band photometric filters to de-

tect strong [OIII]/Hβ emission lines at λ>1.5µm

(observed), with failure rates of: 28% at z∼2, 37%

at z∼3, 22% at z∼4.5, and 15% at z∼6. The me-

dian |∆M*| for such cases is ∼0.4 dex.

• For galaxies where photo-z’s agree between wide

and medium band photometry, the |∆M*|is <0.2

dex across all redshifts/filters.

• Wide band photometry can underestimate star

formation rates and overestimate stellar masses

beyond z∼5, even when the photo-z agrees with

the medium band-derived redshift. This occurred

for 15% of our strong line emitters at z>5, driving

a median |∆M*| of ∼0.7 dex.

• The stellar mass density of the universe is poten-

tially overestimated with wide band photometry

by up to a factor of 2-3 at redshifts z > 4, consis-

tent with previous studies, and potentially under-

estimated at z < 4 by 10-20%.

We argue that inclusion of medium band photome-

try is integral to detecting strong emission lines beyond

1.5µm, properly constraining galaxy SEDs and obtain-

ing accurate physical properties, and should be included

in the design of photometric surveys with JWST target-

ing high-redshift galaxies, in particular for the epoch at

z>5 when such lines become ubiquitous in galaxy SEDs.
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Smit, R., Bouwens, R. J., Labbé, I., et al. 2014, Astrophys.

J., 784, 1, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/784/1/58

Stanway, E. R., & Eldridge, J. J. 2018, Mon. Not. R.

Astron. Soc., 93, 75, doi: 10.1093/mnras/sty1353

Stark, D. P., Schenker, M. A., Ellis, R., et al. 2013,

Astrophys. J., 763, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/763/2/129

Treu, T., Bradac, M., Brammer, G., et al. 2022, 110,

doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ac8158

Williams, C. C., Tacchella, S., Maseda, M. V., et al. 2023,

1. https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.09780

Willott, C. J., Doyon, R., Albert, L., et al. 2022, Publ.

Astron. Soc. Pacific, 134, 1,

doi: 10.1088/1538-3873/ac5158

Withers, S., Muzzin, A., Ravindranath, S., et al. 2023,

Astrophys. J. Lett., 14, doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/ad01c0

Wolf, C., Meisenheimer, K., Rix, H., et al. 2003, 98, 73

http://doi.org/10.1086/308692
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab04a2
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/acc2bc
http://doi.org/10.1086/376392
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/699/1/486
https://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:2306.02465v1
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.12340
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac966e
http://doi.org/10.1086/316293
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab2052
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/abef67
http://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/197/2/36
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/700/1/221
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-05786-2
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/acfed4
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/837/1/97
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201219507
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/762/1/46
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.13160
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/737/2/103
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/784/1/58
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty1353
http://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/763/2/129
http://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac8158
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.09780
http://doi.org/10.1088/1538-3873/ac5158
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ad01c0

	Introduction
	Data
	Methodology
	Photometry
	Synthesizing Wide Band Photometry From Medium Band Photometry
	Photometric Catalog Properties

	Redshift- and SED-fitting

	Results and Discussion
	[OIII]/Hb  with Wide versus Medium Band Photometry
	Redshifts Agree, Masses Disagree
	Redshifts Disagree, Masses Disagree
	Redshifts Disagree, Masses Agree
	Spectral Energy Distributions

	Cumulative Effect on Stellar Mass Density

	Conclusion

