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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.
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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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