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Fig. + Electron back-scattered di#raction

patterns (Kikuchi patterns) (A) A Kikuchi

pattern from olivine. (B) The same

Kikuchi pattern from olivine as (A)

showing the [+**] zone axis with Kikuchi

patterns made by a computer simulation.

(C) A Kikuchi pattern from orthopyroxene

showing the [**+] zone axis. (D) A

Kikuchi pattern from Cr-spinel showing

the [*++] zone axis.

���µ& ¶ ..�& 0-�00& ,*** 8Structural Geology, No. .., 0-�00, ,***9

· 63 ·



���� +�����	
 �� SEM-EBSP
���
���������������������� �
��!"#$%&'()#��


SEM-EBSP
�����* *., mm+,-��./
����0123�45	�)&��	
 6�&��
7894�:;6�<=>?@A4	BC�D�EF
#&2� GH4IJ�)���* ��� ����
�
4K�6* � ��	L�M46�N O� NP
45	�)Q'(��	
.���* SEM-EBSP
�
��4 R� NSTU OOrientation Image Micro-

scopePV )WX�)Q�	

-�* EBSP
4Y�Z�[\78N OFore-

scattered SEM imageP )]^�_�`	�)�* �
�� GH4a2�bcC�IJ�)&��	
 Y�
Z�[\78N�* ��� �de��	fAgh�
g4ij	 O�kl Fig. ,P
 Figure , B��J#m

n Osubgrain boundaryP ���� �o/�po1
� +q���#eQ�Q��*.�� �r`	GN,
�stu�Q���	 O�kl Trimby & Prior,

+333P


���� : �����	
���
������

vw6�xAhAy�* z{@Az|}zh~g1
2�Da/�Q���	
 �/-����12z{@
Az|}zh~g�xAhAy�* ��������
���J#���������~�������6�
��{Ag�����|��&������/41k
#&2��6* {Ag����|��)6����
�@g������6�Q�)�k2/�e	 O�k
l : Nicolas, +323 ; Nicolas et al., ,**+)�/2��
�� ¡¢P
 ���J#����@g)6��£¤
�z¥�¦
§A¨�©©ª«�£¤&¬�6�­�
`	
 ����* z{@Az|}zh~g�®�Qx
AhAy¯��£¤&�tp1��e	��°�±y
¯ OMichibayashi et al., ,***P 1252/�xAhA
y��e�²³C#Q�4´`


Fig. - (A) A photomicrograph of typical high-T type of hartzburgite in the Oman ophiolite. (B) A photomicrograph of

typical low-T type of hartzburgite (i.e. well-developed mylonite) in the Oman ophiolite.

Fig. , (A) A photomicrograph of a Cr-spinel grain with reflected light. (B) a fore-scattered image of the same Cr-spinel

grain as (A). Strong contrasts of the brightness within the Cr-spinel grain resulted from di#erences of crystallographic

orientations.
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Fig. . (A) Olivine pole figures for high-T type hartzburgite in Fig. - A. J-index is 2.-. (B) Olivine pole figures for low-T

type hartzburgite in Fig. - B. J-index is -.,. (C) Chromite pole figures for high-T hartzburgite in Fig. - A. (D) Chromite pole

figures for low-T hartzburgite in Fig. - B.
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