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Fig.1 Map showing the location of the Bamei mylonlte hoodoos in Daofu County, Sichuan Province
x1 MIEZNEFEEARBMRI N B
Table 1 Microgeomorphology landscape classification of the ‘TR, LF ﬁ;j&% 7T s %ﬁﬁ( M—
Bamei mylonite hoodoos in Daofu County, Sichuan e 7K 25 A1 AR ,
Province (2) ﬂ%%?ﬁ?ﬁ%%k%%,m%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%
BE B T M o . IR WIPIR
Tk wx f ik R I  FE 43 A B AR R AT LS TR AR B
5}:? /i ’ K Té'?‘g‘ 30 ’ Elé‘ 1 7/j V ]
poppg DRI AL S 7015 JAVATII AT 29 30m J 2 Lm PR
Rk, KM R AW 200,
— TR K SOk T3 -l (3) 1%k - WU BE T F o7 P % Sl 4R, T
WA ST IT, B —ERE SRS,
| mESTEDYEEE R 15 20 /«Eﬁﬁﬁ/ﬁmw Hi
s o ‘; (1) TrHE 0 6 8 lﬁ 90° )m&jﬂﬁﬁ
i g e WM. G B T BEb R
T EACe S TN Sy v BID TP RS AT .
E{ et ‘ NFEME T 20m, S5 25 8m, AT T A
s S8 T Bk 4 TR 2 B TR I SE R i B
% L WEECVIRSRCUTE —RERER L F5 2 2. 6m, 2 1. 5m, FEZ0. 65m,
o yaors 00 e ‘
e AR E 2y 1. T, 8 i B A AR IR AN BN —
(ENIBNIE YL e
MEF(HE 26,
7 7
g I ITEEAE ) sy LI AR Sk - IR U REIR B 00— 26 R BE 7 H e 1)
= .
HEA L ERTRKHME .,
BRI B A o

(5) Al - A UT BE AR A e M T 5 3 07 4R el



EHEE I R T A B P\ SR BE R A 0 MR SRR AE S 25 5 PRI 231

&2 N3 ML B B o A MO A8 R AIE
Fig.2 Typical morphological characteristics of the Bamei mylonite hoodoos
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Table 2 Evaluation factors and weight of the geological relics landscape resources
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Morphological characteristics and comprehensive evaluation of the
Bamei mylonite hoodoos in Daofu County, Sichuan

GAO Zhu-jun, LI Zhong-dong, LU Zhi-ming, YANG Jin-shan
(Geophysical Exploration Party, Sichuan bureau of Geology exploration and Mineral Resources Exploration
Chengdu 610072, China)

Abstract ; Bamei hoodoos, located on the eastern side of the Qinghai-Tibet plateau, is only mylonite hoodoos
discovered in China. The Bamei mylonite hoodoos, which can be compared with the karst stone forest, has a u-
nique geologic origin and natural environment. The classification for stone forest, especially for mylonite hoodoos,
has had no consensus in China at present. In this study, the Bamei hoodoos is divided into seven types based on
geomorphology, relative elevation and tourism aesthetics perspective: sharp edged, blade-shaped, stone walls,
stone pillars, stone trough, pyramid-shaped and bell-shaped. This study has important implications for the re-
search of the genesis and comprehensive evaluation of mylonite hoodoos.

Key words: Bamei mylonite hoodoos; morphological characteristics; comprehensive evaluation; Daofu

County; Sichuan Province



