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Abstract 
The present study was set out to determine the insecticidal properties of different vegetative structures of 
Magnolia schiedeana Schltl. (Magnoliaceae) against adults of Anastrepha ludens (Loew) (Diptera: 
Tephritidae). To evaluate the insecticidal effect, a feed bio-essay was conducted on adult individuals 
using ethanol extracts of vegetative structures of M. schiedeana. Only seed and sarcotesta extracts 
showed insecticidal activity on flies. Extracts of other plant organs (leaves, flowers, bark, follicles) 
showed no significant biological activity. These results suggest that the sarcotesta of M. schiedeana has 
secondary metabolites with potential for the development of an insecticide for the control of adults of A. 
ludens. 
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1. Introduction 
Highly diverse ecosystems are very suitable for bioprospecting, for interesting biological 
compounds can easily be found among their many species. Among these ecosystems is the 
tropical montane cloud forest (TMCF, also known as “cloud forest”), characterized by long 
periods of foggy weather conditions and a flora composed of Neotropical as well as Holarctic 
species [1]. Mexico’s TMCF is known for its archipelago-type distribution, at an altitude 
between 1,000 and 3,000 m. The botanical richness of this ecosystem is unparalleled in the 
country. It concentrates the largest number of species per unit area, 6,790 vascular plant 
species, 1,625 genera and 238 families, including 2,361 endemic species [2]. The uses of these 
species are many and they include medicinal, ornamental, timber and food, of which local 
inhabitants benefit. However, in the absence of sustainable management programs, the 
conservation and proper utilization of these species is at risk. The TMCF in Mexico is highly 
disturbed and fragmented, and is currently in danger of extinction. Presently, 83 species are 
nearly extinct, 206 endangered, and 175 vulnerable [3]. 
In the case of the family Magnoliaceae, it comprises 220 species of deciduous and evergreen 
trees native to Asia and America. About 80 percent of these species are distributed in 
Southeast Asia, and the remaining 20 percent is distributed in America. Only two genera: 
Magnolia and Liriodendron, are present in America [4]. Species of the Magnolia genus are 
important in traditional and modern medicine in countries like China, Japan and Mexico, due 
to their biological and pharmacological effects in various organisms. These plants contain, for 
example, the biphenyls Magnolol and Honokiol, which intervene in the functions of the central 
nervous system, as well as the digestive, cardiovascular, skeletal-muscle and neurological 
systems [5]. So far, more than 255 different secondary metabolites have been isolated in the 
vegetative structures of different Magnolia species, chiefly among them alkaloids, flavonoids, 
lignans and terpenoids. The species with a greater number of isolated metabolites are M. 
grandiflora L., M. kobus DC, M. obovata Thunb., M. officinalis Rehder, and Wilson subsp. 
biloba and M. salicifolia (Siebold and Zucc) Maxim [6]. Biological activity has been registered 
following the application of these metabolites to insects, nematodes, fungi and bacteria [7], 
which suggests that Magnolia species have a potential for manipulating the biological 
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activities of these organisms, particularly as insecticides, as 
has been reported in the case of M. dealbata Zucc [8], M. 
fargesii Cheng [9] and M. salicifolia [10]. 
In Mexico there are 21 species of Magnolia associated to the 
TMCF. According to some authors [11], these species are 
representative and indicative of the state of conservation of 
this ecosystem. The M. schiedeana Schltl, a species endemic 
to the TMCF in the central portion of the watershed of the 
Gulf of Mexico [12], has been classified as endangered due to 
fragmentation of its natural habitat, as a result of changes in 
land use and the expansion of the urban area [13]. Due to its 
tolerance to shade, this species is associated to mature and 
advanced stages of forest succession, and needs a mature 
forest to get established. Moreover, this plant has a limited 
production of seeds, since it’s very specific reproduction 
system is associated only with two beetles Cyclocephala 
jalapensis Casey (Scarabaeidae: Dynastinae) and 
Myrmecocephalus sp (Staphylinidae) [14]. 
In view of the high risk of extinction of M. schiedeana due to 
exposure the continuous expansion of grasslands and the urban 
sprawl over the TMCF, sustainable management and habitat 
conservation programs are needed to protect the populations. 
One of the options at hand to finance conservation programs 
for endangered species is bioprospecting [15]. 
Bioprospecting of plants has a great potential for biodiversity 
protection through the sustainable management of biotic 
resources [16]. It is based on the identification of the properties 
of vegetative structures plant and their possible applications to, 
among other things, the pharmaceutical, biotechnology, food, 
and bioremediation industries [17]. As a result of their 
prolonged interaction with insects through their evolutionary 
process, plants contain a wealth of insecticide products that 
can be used to combat pests. Every year, about 70 percent of 
the fruit produced in Mexico is lost to the Mexican fruit fly 
(Anastrepha ludens Loew) either through direct damage to 
fruits or as a result of the quarantine barriers imposed to their 
commercialization [18]. Control of this pest has so far relied on 
the application to fruits of massive quantities of chemical 
insecticides with very high action spectrum compounds, such 
as Malathion and Spinosad [GF 120], an unsustainable practice 
whose effectiveness is likely to be compromised by the 
development of insecticide resistance by pests. It is therefore 
necessary to turn to insecticides derived from plant extracts, 
which are compatible with the natural environment [19]. 
The aim of this study was to determine the insecticidal 
properties of eight vegetative structures of M. schiedeana 
against adults of A. ludens. 
 
2. Materials and methods 
2.1 Collection of plant material 
The vegetative structures of M. schiedeana Schltl. 
(Magnoliaceae) were obtained from trees located at the 
Volcano of Acatlán, Veracruz, Mexico (19° 41’ 0.8” N and 96º 
51’ 14” W) at 1,998 masl. The average temperature in this 
sites is 20 °C and the average annual rainfall 1,570 
millimetres. Of the existing 23 mature trees, 10 were randomly 
selected for the study. Samples were collected during 2013 
according to plant phenology. The following structures were 
sampled: leaves (mature in February and young in April), 
flowers (May), bark fragments (June), and polyfollicles and 
seeds (July and August). The biological material was taken to 
the Instituto de Biotecnología y Ecología Aplicada 
(INBIOTECA) of the Veracruzana University in Xalapa, 
Veracruz, Mexico, where every structure collected was rinsed 
with distilled water and placed in paper bags for drying in a 
vacuum oven at 35-40 °C for 96 hours. To separate the 

polyfollicle, seeds were allowed to dry at room temperature for 
eight days. The sarcotesta was separated from fresh seeds and 
dried at room temperature. Each mature tree of M. schiedeana 
has in average 6 ± 3.7 polyfollicles with approximately 25 
seeds, therefore were available for the experiment a limited 
number of seeds. 
 
2.2 Insects 
Laboratory Mexican fruit flies, Anastrepha ludens (Loew) 
(Diptera: Tephritidae) were used for the experiment. They are 
mass-produced at the MoscaFrut breeding plant located in 
Metapa de Domínguez, Chiapas, Mexico. Samples in pupal 
stage were sent by air cargo to the Inbioteca’s Laboratory for 
Invertebrates. There they were kept in cages made of wood 
and cotton mesh measuring 9,000 cubic centimeters until the 
adult stage was reached. There were approximately 500 flies 
per cage. They were provided with purified water and food 
(table sugar) ad libitum. A light regime of 12:12 hours of light, 
and a temperature and relative humidity of 25 ± 1 °C and 70 ± 
10 percent respectively, were maintained in the laboratory. 
 
2.3 Preparation of crude extracts at the proportion of 1:5 p 
v-1 
Each vegetative structure was pulverized separately in an 
industrial Waring Commercial Blender (model 51BL31), 
except for the sarcotesta, which was ground in a mortar. A 
sample of 50 grams dry weight of powder was taken and 
macerated with 250 milliliters of ethanol at 95 percent (ratio of 
1:5 w v-1) for at least one week at cold temperature (4 °C), and 
then the solvent was decanted. The total solvent volume was 
reduced to 10 milliliters at a vacuum of 56 centimeters Hg-1 
using a rotary evaporator (Buchi, Model R-210, 40 °C). Crude 
ethanol extracts were kept refrigerated at 4 °C until evaluation. 
 
2.4 Preparation of crude extracts at the proportion of 2:10 
v p-1 
To double the concentration of the extracts with higher 
adjusted mortality (seed with sarcotesta and separate 
sarcotesta), the proportion was changed to 2:10 p v-1 (100 
grams dry weight of powder in 500 milliliters of ethanol at 95 
percent). Extracts were reduced by rotary evaporation with the 
same procedure to 12 milliliters, to obtain three dilutions (0.1, 
0.01 and 0.001 mg mL-1). The extract obtained from the first 
dilution (0.1 mg mL-1) was taken as reference, then one 
milliliter of extract was gauged at 10 milliliter for the second 
dilution (0.01 mg mL-1), and for the third one, one milliliter 
was taken from the extract and gauged at 100 milliliter 
capacity (0.001 mg mL-1). 
 
2.5 Treatments and experimental procedure 
In each cage, 50 Mexican fruit flies (25 females and 25 males, 
all between 10 and 20 days old) were placed. The water was 
placed in a container with cotton to prevent flies from 
drowning. To ensure a sufficient intake of the treatment 
mixture, flies were left without food for 24 hours before the 
mixture was applied. The treatment mixture consisted of 1 
gram of sugar mixed with two milliliters of the extract. A 
specific plant vegetative structure extract (1: 5 p v-1) was 
evaluated in each experiment. In order to reduce the risk of 
adherence of the flies to the sugar, the extract was applied to 
0.05 milligrams of cotton. A total of eight experiments with 
five replicates each in two different cohorts of flies were 
carried out. 
As a positive control, an ethanol extract of crude 
Chrysanthemum grandiflorum Kitam (Asteraceae) was used 
given its content of Pyrethrin, known for its insecticide 
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properties [20]. Chrysanthemums were bought locally at the San 
José market, in the city of Xalapa, and the same extraction 
method described above at a proportion of 1:5p v-1 was 
followed. For negative control, one gram of sugar was mixed 
with two milliliters of ethanol at 95 percent. The number of 
survivors of Mexican fruit flies per cage was recorded during 
five consecutive days. 
 
2.6 Statistical analysis 
A completely randomized experimental design was used. 
Natural mortality was corrected with Abbott’s formula (1925) 
[21] to determine the efficacy of treatments; CM (%) = (1- (X-
Y) / X × 100). Where CM is the corrected mortality, X is the 
number of control individual survivors, and Y the number of 
surviving individuals from treatment. 
The corrected mortality (CM) data of the treatments of each 
experiment were analysed by means of a nonparametric test 
(Kruskal-Wallis) with JMP 7.0.1 software [22]. Later, an 
analysis of the survival of flies exposed to extracts with higher 
CM was performed according to the Kaplan-Meier method, 
with the same software. 
 
3. Results and discussion 
The Abbott index indicated more effectiveness in the 
sarcotesta and seed with sarcotesta extracts in the proportion of 
1:5 pv-1, which resulted in an increased mortality in fruit flies 
(36.8 ± 16.4 and 35.5 ± 20.1 percent, respectively) (Chi-square 
= 21.25, GL = 7; P <0.003) (Table 1A). A similar effect was 
observed in crude extracts of sarcotesta of M. dealbata, which 
indicates that the biologically active substance is similar in 
both species and is present in the sarcotesta, possibly with a 
protective function against insect seed predators [8].  
 

Table 1: Abbott index of A. ludens exposed to ethanolic extracts of 
vegetative structures in M. schiedeana in A: proportion 1:5 p v-1 and 
B: proportion 2:10 p v-1 with three dilutions (0.1, 0.01 y 0.001 mg 

mL-1). Active extracts are presented in bold. Mean±SD. 
 

A: Treatments to 1:5  p 
v-1 

Concentration 
(gr/ml) 

Abbott 
index (%) 

Leaves mature 1.75 ± 0.6 30.8 ± 15.1 
Leaves young 3.78 ± 3.2 31.2 ± 22.9 

Flowers 0.46 ± 0 0.08 ± 9 
Bark 4.31 ± 0.3 0.54 ± 3.3 

Polyfollicles 3.66 ± 0 5.26 ± 17 
Seed with sarcotesta 1.73 ± 0.7 35.5 ± 20.1

Seed without sarcotesta 0.76 ± 0 12.6 ± 29.2 
Sarcotesta 0.62 ± 0 36.8 ± 16.4 

C. grandiflorum 1.38 ± 0.4 97.6 ± 2.6
B: Treatments to 2:10  

p v-1 
  

Seed with sarcotesta 0.1 
mg mL-1 

5.27 ± 1.7 59.3 ± 34.2 

Seed with sarcotesta 0.01 
mg mL-1 

0.52 ± 0.1 62.13 ± 30.8 

Seed with sarcotesta 
0.001 mg mL-1 

0.052 ± 0 9.86 ± 22.4 

Sarcotesta 0.1 mg mL-1 2.02 ± 0 64.7 ± 14.8
Sarcotesta 0.01 mg mL-1 0.202 ± 0 53.7 ± 12.1 
Sarcotesta 0.001 mg mL-

1 
0.0202 ± 0 13.4 ± 11.2 

C. grandiflorum 1.65 ± 0.6 99.9 ± 0 
 
Secondary metabolites have also been isolated in seeds of 
other species of Magnolia, these include neolignans (magnolol 
and honokiol), lignans (yangambine and syringaresinol) 
phenylpropanoids (coniferine, syringine), flavonoids (rutin) 
and sesquiterpenes (costunolid), but their activity has been 

associated mainly with pharmacological applications [6], rather 
than with insecticides. 
The extracts from the leaves, flowers, bark, polyfollicles and 
seeds without sarcotesta of M. schiedeana generated lower 
mortality among adult A. ludens individuals (Table 1A). 
However, other species of Magnolia have been proven to have 
an insecticidal effect. Miyazawa et al. (1994) [9] reported that 
the lignan, (+) - epimagnoline A, obtained from flower buds of 
M. fargesii inhibits the growth of larvae of Drosophila 
melanogaster Meigen. Other studies report that the geraniol 
and nerol obtained from bark and the trans-anethole, methyl 
eugenol and iso-methyl eugenol obtained from leaves, flowers 
and polyfollicles of M. salicifolia, showed 100 percent 
mortality in Aedes aegypti L. (4 instar) in a concentration 
range of 20-100 parts per million after 24 hours [10]. It may be 
that the compounds in these vegetative structures are effective 
on holometabolous insects at their immature stages, when their 
digestive metabolism differs from that of adults [23]. 
At a proportion of 2:10 p v-1, an Abbott index of 64.7 ± 14.8 
percent was obtained from sarcotesta, and 59.3 ± 34.2 percent 
from seed with sarcotesta at a dilution of 0.1 mg mL-1, with a 
significant difference between dilutions (P <0.0001) (Table 
1B). In this study, increasing the proportion of the active 
extracts allowed for greater biological activity [24]. The highest 
mortality (Abbott index) was found at the dilution of 0.1 mg 
mL-1, which corresponds to the minimum lethal concentration 
for both crude ethanol extracts. 
The Kaplan-Meier survival analysis showed that flies exposed 
to an ethanol extract of seed with sarcotesta in two dilutions 
(0.1 and 0.01 mg mL-1) died mostly over the first 3 days, as 
opposed to the control with C. grandiflorum (Log- Rank, Chi-
square = 159.56, GL = 4; P <0.0001) (Figure 1A). This 
indicates that the efficiency of the seed with sarcotesta extract 
is higher than that of C. grandiflorum in the early days, and 
has a good potential for obtaining substances with insecticidal 
properties to control of A. ludens. 
The sarcotesta extract was less effective than that of C. 
grandiflorum (Log-Rank, Chi-square = 895.05; DF = 4; P 
<0.0001) (Figure 1B). This result contrast with that of Flores-
Estévez et al. (2013) [8] in M. dealbata. These authors found 
no differences in biological activity between extract of 
chrysanthemum and the extract of sarcotesta of M. dealbata. 
This difference may be because the concentration of active 
ingredients with insecticidal properties in the seeds and 
sarcotesta of M. schiedeana is lower. Differences in the life 
history of these species of plants may explain the contrasting 
result. For example, M. schiedeana is evergreen, while M. 
dealbata is deciduous. It may indicate that plant resources are 
assigned in a different way [25]. Additionally, the seeds are 
larger in M. dealbata and produced in larger numbers every 
year [26, 27]. 
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Fig 1: Kaplan-Meier survival plot for A. ludens exposed to ethanolic 
extracts of A) seed with sarcotesta and B) sarcotesta in three dilutions 

(mg mL-1) of M. schiedeana during 5 days. 
 

It has been demonstrated that different species of the genus 
Magnolia have a different production of secondary 
metabolites. More than 40 metabolites have been isolated in 
M. salicifolia and M. obovata Thunb., while in M. ashei 
Weath., M. sprengeri Pamp., and M. thompsoniana de Vos, 
only one has been found [6]. However, so far no chemical 
studies have been conducted on the secondary metabolites 
present in the vegetative structures of certain species. One of 
them is M. schiedeana, whose possible applications have been 
explored in the present study. 
Our results show that M. schiedeana has a potential for 
developing a bioinsecticide for the control of certain tephritids 
that are regarded as pests. To evaluate the extent of the 
insecticidal properties of the species, further studies with 
isolated compounds of M. schiedeana seeds, including the 
sarcotesta, are necessary. 
 
4. Conclusion 
The evaluation of the vegetative structures of M. schiedeana 
indicates that the seeds contain compounds with insecticidal 
properties for adult individuals of A. ludens. Sarcotesta 
extracts in concentration of 0.1 mg mL-1 (minimum lethal 
concentration at the proportion of 2:10 p v-1) caused 64 percent 
mortality over five days. A mean mortality was observed with 
other extracts: seeds with sarcotesta 59 percent, mature leaves 
30 percent, and young leaves 31 percent mortality in five days. 
 
5. Acknowledgments 
The authors would like to thank Ing. José Manuel Gutiérrez-
Ruelas, Director of the Campaign for Fruit Flies (Secretaría de 
Agricultura, Ganadería, Pesca y Alimentación-DGSV), for his 
support on many fronts. Also, our thanks must go to Biol. Dina 
Orozco-Dávila, Director of the Moscafrut Plant, for her 
support in the shipment of flies. Finally, the first author 
received a scholarship for doctoral studies from the 
CONACYT (No. 229 667), as well as support for the projects 
CB-2010-01-000000000156053 and Fomix-Conacyt-Veracruz 
(No. 37502). 
 
6. Reference 
1. Rzedowski J. Análisis preliminar de la flora vascular de 

los bosques mesófilos de montaña de México. Acta Bot 
Mex 1996; 35:25-44. 

2. Villaseñor JL. El bosque húmedo de montaña en México y 
sus plantas vasculares: catálogo florístico-taxonómico. 
Comisión Nacional para el Conocimiento y Uso de la 
Biodiversidad, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de 
México, México, D.F., 2010, 38. 
 

3. González-Espinosa M, Meave AJ, Lorea-Hernández FG, 
Ibarra-Manríquez G, Newton AC. The Red List of 
Mexican Cloud Forest Trees, Fauna y Flora International, 
BGCI, Cambridge, 2011, 148. 

4. Watanabe K, Ikegami F, Horie S. Introduction The Genus 
Magnolia. In: Satyajit SD, Yuji M. (Eds). Magnolia. The 
Genus Magnolia. Taylor & Francis, New York, 2002, 1-7. 

5. Zhang PK, Harris A, Shao Y. Quality Control of Magnolia 
Bark. In: Satyajit SD, Yuji M. (Eds). Magnolia. The 
Genus Magnolia. Taylor and Francis, New York, 2002, 
128-155. 

6. Sarker SD, Latif Z, Stewart M, Nahar L. Phytochemistry 
of the genus Magnolia. In: Satyajit DS, Yuji M. (Eds). 
Magnolia. The Genus Magnolia. Taylor and Francis, New 
York, 2002, 21-74. 

7. Elbadri AAG, Lee DW, Park JC, Yu HB, Choo HY, Lee 
SM et al. Nematocidal screening of essential oils and 
herbal extracts against Bursaphelenchus xylophilus. Plant 
Pathol J 2008; 24:178-182. 

8. Flores-Estévez N, Vásquez-Morales SG, Cano-Medina T, 
Sánchez-Velásquez LR, Noa-Carrazana JC, Díaz-
Fleischer F. Insecticidal activity of raw extracts from 
Magnolia dealbata Zucc on a tephritidae pest. J Environ 
Sci Health B 2013; 48:585-589. 

9. Miyazawa M, Ishikawa Y, Kasahara H, Yamanaka J, 
Kameoka H. An insect growth inhibitory lignan from 
flower buds of Magnolia fargesii. Phytochemistry 1994; 
35:611-613. 

10. Kelm AM, Nair MG, Schutzki RA. Mosquitocidal 
compounds from Magnolia salicifolia. Pharma Biol 1997; 
35:84-90. 

11. Vázquez GJA, Muñiz-Castro MA, de Castro-Arce E, 
Murguía-Araiza R, Nuño-Rubio AT, Cházaro-Basáñez 
MJ. Twenty new neotropical tree species of Magnolia 
(Magnoliaceae). In: Salcedo-Pérez E, Hernández-Álvarez 
E, Vázquez-García JA, Escoto-García T, Díaz-Echevarría 
N. (Eds). Recursos Forestales del Occidente de México: 
Diversidad, Producción, Manejo, Aprovechamiento y 
Conservación. Universidad de Guadalajara, Centro 
Universitario de Ciencias Biológicas y Agropecuarias-
Centro Universitario de Ciencias Exactas e Ingenierías, 
México, D.F, 2012, 91-130. 

12. Jiménez-Ramírez J, Vega-Flores K, Cruz-Duran R, 
Vázquez-García JA. Magnolia guerrerensis 
(Magnoliaceae), una especie nueva del bosque mesófilo 
de montaña del Estado de Guerrero, México. Bol Soc Bot 
Mex 2007; 80:73-76. 

13. Cicuzza D, Newton A, Oldfield S. The Red List of 
Magnoliaceae. Fauna & Flora International, Botanic 
Gardens Conservation International, The Global Trees 
Campaign, The IUCN/SSC Global Tree Specialist Group, 
Cambridge, 2007, 52. 

14. Dieringer G, Espinosa SJE. Reproductive ecology of 
Magnolia schiedeana (Magnoliaceae), a threatened cloud 
forest tree species in Veracruz, Mexico. Bull Torrey Bot 
Club 1994; 121:154-159. 

15. Firn DR. Bioprospecting – why is it so unrewarding? 
Biodivers Conserv 2003; 12:207-216. 

16. Souza PA, Marques MR, Mahmoud TS, Caputo BA, 
Canhete GM, Leite CB et al. Bioprospecting insecticidal 
compounds from plants native to Mato Grosso do Soul, 
Brasil. Acta Bot Bras 2008; 22:1136-1140. 

17. Verpoorte R, Contin A, Memelink J. Biotechnology for 
the production of plant secondary metabolites. Phytochem 
Rev 2002; 1:13-25. 
 



 

~ 5 ~ 

Journal of Entomology and Zoology Studies 
 

18. SAGARPA. (Secretaría de Agricultura, Ganadería, 
Desarrollo Rural, Pesca y Alimentación). Propuesta de 
estrategia técnica para la campaña contra moscas de la 
fruta de ejecución nacional en áreas productoras de 
mango. Dirección general de sanidad vegetal, Dirección 
de moscas de la fruta, SENASICA, México, 2011. 

19. Aluja M. Manejo integrado de moscas de la fruta. Ed. 
Trillas, México, 1993, 241. 

20. Soderlund DM, Bloomquist JR. Neurotoxic actions of 
pyrethroid insecticides. Annu Rev Entomol 1989; 34:77-
96. 

21. Abbott WS. A method of computing the effectiveness of 
an insecticide. J Econ Entomol 1925; 18:265-267. 

22. SAS. SAS Stat User´s Guide for Personal Computers, 
version 6.08, SAS Institute, Cay, Nc, 2007. 

23. Law HJ, Ribeiro JMC, Wells MA. Biochemical Insights 
Derived From Insect Diversity. Annu Rev Biochem 1992; 
61:87-111. 

24. Hwang EI, Kwon BM, Lee SH, Kim NR, Kang TH, Kim 
YT et al. Obovatols, new chitin synthase 2 inhibitors of 
Saccharomycetes cerevisiae from Magnolia obovata. J 
Antimicrob Chemother 2002; 49:95-101. 

25. Givnish TJ. Adaptive significance of evergreen vs. 
deciduous leaves: solving the triple paradox. Silva 
Fennica 2002; 36:703–743. 

26. Vásquez-Morales SG, Sánchez-Velásquez LR. Seed 
ecology and pre-germinative treatments in Magnolia 
schiedeana Schlecht, an endangered species from México. 
JFAE 2011; 9:604-608. 

27. Sánchez-Velásquez LR, Pineda-López MR. Comparative 
demographic analysis in contrasting environments of 
Magnolia dealbata: an endangered species from Mexico. 
Popul Ecol 2010; 52:203-210. 


