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Figure 4. Composite VIMOS spectrum of the entire sample of 1336 galaxies at 1.6 <
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Figure 9. Stellar metallicity as a function of stellar mass,
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Figure 2. Results of the SED fitting. Upper panel: «
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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 circles) at () = 2.22 in comparison with those for = ~ 0 galaxics: SDSS
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Figure 12.
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abundance [Fe/H] (left panel) and the oxygen abundance
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Figure 16. The calculated evolutionary tracks in the [Fe/H]-[O/Fe] (left) and [0/H]-[0/Fe] (right) diagrams in comparison
with the observations (same as Figure 12). Visualization of the evolutionary tracks are the same as in Figure 15. The horizontal
dotted line marks [O/Fe]= 0 (i.e., the solar value) in both panels.
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Figure 19. The observed data for z ~ 2 and z ~ 0 galaxies (same as in Figure 16) are compared to the data for the individual
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