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Figure S1. Plot of Zr against Ba (a), K (b) Rb (c), and Th (d) for the Nkout magnetite BIFs.
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Figure S2. Plot of Zr vs. Hf (a) and (b) Pr vs. Ce for the Nkout mica schists.
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Figure S3. Zr/Hf vs Y/Ho plot for the Nkout mica schists (adapted from Bau 1996).
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Figure S4. Plot of (a) TiO2 vs. Al2O3, (b) Y/Ho vs. Zr, (c) ΣREE-Y vs. Al2O3 and (d) ΣREE-Y vs. Zr for the Nkout magnetite BIFs.
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