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Figure 3: Mass density in stars vs redshift. Values from our spectroscopic
sample are compared with previous estimates which are all based on pho-
tomefric redshifts*S (except for the local : = 0.1 point?®). We plot the
cumulative mass density of galaxies (converted to our Initial Mass Func-
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Galaxy Stellar Mass (Solar mass unit)

Table 1. Sample summary

............

Sample Parameter space covered Number of targets %
core sample stellar-mass & emission-line flux (SFR) limit ~ 5000 % ""
Extend-sample 1 complete stellar-mass limit for massive galaxies ~ 2000 in-deep survey
Extend-sample 2 passive galaxies < 100 fields
Extend-sample 3 low-mass galaxies (emitters) ~ 5000 Sample3
Extend-sample 4  dusty star-forming galaxies (MIR/FIR/submm sources) ~ 2000 . tad with
Extend-sample 5 AGNs (X-ray/radio sources) ~ 1000 - : B dic emission
Extend-sample 6 local density/environment (clusters) ~ 10 clusters -
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Figure 20: Schematic view of the input samples.
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