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Fig.l Map showing the location of the Bamei mylonite hoodoos in Daofu County , Sichuan Province
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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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Table 3 Integrated evaluation criterion 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



