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The stellar mass versus stellar metallicity relation of star-forming galaxies at 1.6 < » < 3.0 and
implications for the evolution of the a-enhancement
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Figure 4. Composite VIMOS spectrum of the entire sample of 1336 galaxies at 1.6 < z < 3.0. Top panel: the number of
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Figure 5. The BPASSv22.1 stellar population models.
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Figure 10. The stellar MZR for our sample (blue circle) at (z) = 2:22 in comparison with those for = ~ 0 galaxies: SDSS

Figure 9. Stellar metallicity as a function of stellar mass,
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Figure 16) are compared to the data for the individual
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