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Hubble residuals

Betoule et al. 2014
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Fainter
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Hubble constant tension
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Age steps
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Age tracers

Reference

e | Local Specific Star Formation Rate (LsSFR) }
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Age tracer : stellar mass
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Age tracer : colors

SN1990N, z = 0.0046, r-band
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Age tracer : colors

3 kpc radius environment fitted SED spectrum
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Age tracer : morphology

Inverse Concentration Index:

" Petro Rs509
IC| = ————
Petro Roow



Age tracer : morphology
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Age tracers : morphology
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Preliminary results

Contaminations
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Preliminary results

Age step vs contamination

Briday et al. in prep.
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Steps from literature
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Conclusion

Still working on MCMC
Apply on SHOES sample
Fit the LsSFR contamination

Global mass ?

Questions?
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step value
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