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Abstract. The main goal of this study is to document the biogeographical patterns, current status
and conservation of 24 species of vascular plants in Mexico, all of them recorded in some risk
category in the Mexican official publication named ‘Norma Oficial Mexicana 059’ (NOM-059) and
some of them in the IUCN red lists (the World Conservation Union) and CITES (Convention on
International Trade in Endangered Species); many of these species are linked to Mexican cloud
forests and other temperate vegetation types. Distribution maps of these 24 species were generated
with information obtained from specialized literature, herbarium specimens, institutional data-
bases, and field work; with this information, the patterns of richness and endemism of these species
were obtained. For this, the Mexican territory was divided using a grid system based on a chart
index (scale 1:50,000 system composed by grids of 15" x 20). Also, we up to date the knowledge of
these species and their populations and current habitats, and evaluate their geographic distribu-
tion in relation to the current Mexican National Parks and Reserves System and Mexican Priority
Regions for Conservation. We also discuss some changes of categories in the NOM-059 and
suggest the urgent incorporation of some of the species in the recent IUCN Red Data List of
Threatened Species (2003). Most of the species studied require special policies for their conser-
vation due to problems that affect their natural populations; also we consider that these taxa are
underrepresented in the current Mexican System of Natural Protected Areas, especially those with
restricted distributions.

Introduction

The Mexican vascular flora is represented by roughly 22,000 species, 9300
of them endemic to the country; 2500 species inhabit exclusively or are
characteristic of Mexican cloud forests (Rzedowski 1991, 1996). These
species constitute 10% of the total number of vascular plants estimated for
Mexico, representing great species richness in a relatively small area
(Rzedowski 1991). Many of these species inhabit this vegetation type,
which by itself is diagnosed as threatened and relictual, and with popu-
lations composed of very scarce individuals located in few isolated patches.
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Approximately 70 of these taxa have been included in some risk category
in the more recent version of the Mexican official publication named
‘Norma Oficial Mexicana 059’ (‘NOM-59’, Secretaria del Medio Ambiente
y Recursos Naturales 2002), which includes native and introduced taxa in
some risk category.

Mexican temperate forests are closely associated with mountain chains;
ecosystems of this kind are among those most preferred for the estab-
lishment of villages and towns, for activities such as agriculture and
animal husbandry. This has led to temperate areas being among the
habitats that have been most disturbed. For this reason they are consid-
ered among the most threatened and, in most of cases, they lack con-
servation policies.

Mexican cloud forest (‘bosque mesofilo de montafia’ sensu Rzedowski 1978)
exhibits a highly fragmented distribution pattern that is exacerbated by heavy
deforestation, agriculture, and animal husbandry (Luna et al. 1989, 1994,
2000). This fragmentation, reduction and disturbance has recently increased to
an alarming rate. The disturbance and exploitation of cloud forest is well
documented in some sites of Central Mexico (Peterson and Peterson 1992;
Conserva and Byrne 2002). Human occupation (villages) and deforestation
(mainly for agriculture) have produced erosion and decline in soil fertility for
thousands of years. The floristic richness of the Mexican cloud forest makes
this vegetation type the most diverse per unit area in the country (Rzedowski
1978). Likewise, its archipelagic distribution, habitat fragility, and endemicity
make it extremely interesting from biogeographic and conservation view points
(Luna et al. 2000).

Unfortunately, in Mexico there is insufficient knowledge about the presence
of threatened species in the National Parks and Reserves System. Recently, the
Comision Nacional para el Uso y Conocimiento de la Biodiversidad
(CONABIO 2000) has declared 151 Priority Regions for Conservation, that
include areas with high biodiversity and endemism rates, but are poorly studied
(Arriaga et al. 2000). As Peterson et al. (2000) noted, the Mexican system of
natural protected areas is an old one and although it was made taking many
factors into consideration, many important areas for biodiversity conservation
were not included.

Our aim is to offer current ecological and biogeographic information of
some selected species that are frequent elements of the Mexican cloud forests,
to make some suggestions for their management and conservation, to evaluate
their geographic distribution in relation to the current Mexican National Parks
and Reserves System, and to compare these results with those obtained with
the Priority Regions for Conservation (CONABIO 2000). We also intend to
corroborate and complete the published information about these species. Fi-
nally, we suggest that the information for many of the species studied should be
also incorporated into the more recent IUCN Red Data List of Threatened
Species (2003).



3775
Methods

A set of 24 species of vascular plants was chosen for this study, including 16
angiosperms, seven gymnosperms, and one pteridophyte (Table 1), many of
them endemic to Mexico and well represented in the Mexican mountains.
Many of these species were selected from previous research (CONABIO pro-
ject W025) carried out during 2002 and 2003, that summarized the biological
information on these threatened taxa in Mexico. All these species are cited as
frequent elements of the Mexican temperate forests, and many of them are
characteristic of Mexican cloud forests. Also, all of them are recorded in some
risk category in the ‘Norma Oficial Mexicana 059’ (Secretaria del Medio
Ambiente y Recursos Naturales 2002). In addition, 13 of them are recorded in
the IUCN Red Data List of Threatened Species (2003), whereas seven species
are registered in the Appendices I and II of CITES (the Convention on
International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora, http://
www.cites.org/) (Table 2). In these cases, information about the species needs
to be corroborated and up brought to date.

Data used in this study were obtained from different sources: specialized
literature, vascular plant databases, herbarium specimens, and field work.
Based on our Mexican cloud forest general database, which is the result of
several floristic projects, we built a database comprising 1,600 records of these
24 species. In addition, information published in regional or state floras of
Mexico and revisionary studies were used to assess the geographic and eco-
logical distribution and other characteristics of these species (Standley and
Steyermark 1946—1979; Meyran 1962; O’Gorman 1963; Bravo 1978; Rze-
dowski 1978; Hernandez-Cerda 1980; Nee 1981; Pacheco 1981; Vovides 1981,
1985, 1988, 1995, 1997, 1999; Moretti et al. 1982; Sanchez-Mejorada 1982;
Vargas 1982; Zanoni 1982; Narave 1983; Vovides et al. 1983; Cabrera
1985; Breedlove 1986; Pattison 1986; Puig and Bracho 1987; Luna et al. 1989,
1994; Angulo and Soto 1990; Malda 1990; Niembro 1990; Soto and Gomez-
Pompa 1990; McVaugh 1992; Zamudio 1992, 2002; Goémez 1993; Zulueta and
Soto 1993; Cuevas and Nunez 1994; Dieringer and Espinosa 1994; Martinez
and Chacalco 1994; Vazquez 1994; Zamudio and Carranza 1994; Bravo and
Sheinvar 1995; Chavez and Rubluo 1995; Osborne 1995; Pérez-Escandon and
Villavicencio 1995; Vazquez et al. 1995; Alcantara and Luna 1997, 2001; Ar-
reguin et al. 1997; Gutiérrez and Vovides 1997; Ramirez-Marcial and Gon-
zalez-Espinosa 1997; Van der Werff and Lorea 1997; World Conservation
Monitoring Centre 1997; Gonzalez-Espinosa 1998; Mayorga et al. 1998; Sosa
et al. 1998; Carranza 2000; Garcia and Castillo 2000; Hilton-Taylor 2000;
Pavon and Rico-Gray 2000; Calderon de Rzedowski 2001; Contreras-Medina
and Luna 2001; Diego et al. 2001; Fonseca et al. 2001; Cartujano et al. 2002;
Cervantes 2002; Godinez-Ibarra and Lopez-Mata 2002; Contreras-Medina
et al. 2003; Donaldson 2003; Lozada et al. 2003; Sanchez-Gonzalez and Lopez-
Mata 2003).
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Also, herbarium specimens of the species studied were revised from the
following collections: MEXU, ENCB, MO, XAL, IEB, FCME, IBUG, CHAP,
and INIF (acronyms sensu Holmgren et al. 1990). Finally, botanical field
exploration was carried out in the Mexican states of Hidalgo, Querétaro, es-
tado de México, and Oaxaca in order to obtain field data and to make field
observations of natural populations of these species.

Distributional maps of each of the 24 species were obtained using the GIS
ArcView software ver. 3.2 (ESRI 1999), and then superimposed on digital
1:1,000,000 scale maps of Mexico (CONABIO 1998). In this way, the Mexican
territory was divided using a grid system based on a chart index (scale 1:50,000
system composed of 2313 grids of 15" x 20" and with a spatial resolution of
approximately 27.75 km X 36.75 km) produced by the Instituto Nacional de
Estadistica, Geografia e Informatica (INEGI 1992), and digitized by CONA-
BIO (1999). The names of each topographic chart were used to identify the
grid-cells.

Using ArcView (ESRI 1999), we intersected the maps of localities of the
species with the grid system scale 1:50,000, first including all the species to
obtain the richness of each grid-cell, and then, using only the species with
restricted distribution (those represented in less than 15 grids), to obtain the
areas with high concentration of restricted species. Then we selected those
areas with more species richness and/or more concentration of restricted spe-
cies (more than 10 of them living sympatrically) and drew them on the map of
Mexican protected areas system of SEMARNAT (electronic page), and on the
map of Mexican Priority Regions for conservation of CONABIO (electronic
page), to find out if the areas occupied by these species are under some type of
special protection.

Results

The species of vascular plants studied here are distributed mainly in the
‘Region Mesoamericana de Montafia’ sensu Rzedowski (1978) (Sierra Madre
Occidental, Sierra Madre Oriental, Serranias Meridionales, and Serranias
Transistmicas floristic provinces), characterized by its montane temperate
humid conditions, mainly in cloud forest, oak, and pine forests (Figure 1).

The presence of each species in the different Mexican vegetation types is
shown in Table 1. These species mainly inhabit temperate forests, such as pine-
oak, oak and cloud forests, especially in areas with humid subtropical to humid
mild climates, in altitudinal ranges from 30 to 3600 m, but mainly between 800
and 3000 m. A few species inhabit both tropical and temperate forests in dif-
ferent vegetation types, along broad altitudinal and latitudinal ranges (e.g.
Litsea glaucescens). Most of these taxa inhabit humid slopes, with abundant
atmospheric moisture, and protected from direct sun exposure; these species
are important elements in the different strata of the forests in which they grow
(Table 1).
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Figure 1. Geographic distribution of the 24 species studied using a grid system of Mexico by
INEGI (1992), mainly distributed in the ‘Region Mesoamericana de Montafia’ of Rzedowski
(1978).

A comparison among the risk categories of IUCN, CITES and NOM-059
for the species studied is shown in Table 2, together with the problems that
affect their natural populations. The main threat to these species is habitat
destruction, mainly due to expansion of human villages and related activities,
such as agriculture, clandestine timber exploitation, and animal husbandry.
For most of these taxa there is no management program or conservation plan.

Many of these species are well-known to local people, and most of them are
recognized by common names (in many cases in local languages as Nahuatl,
Purépecha, Mixteco, and Otomi, among others), that can vary from one site to
another. These plants are used by local people in folk medicine, in religious
festivities, as ornamentals, timber and reforestation (Table 3).

Table 4 offers some data on the biology of the species studied; some of them
require specific dispersal agents and pollinators, and the absence of these
agents due to habitat disturbance also affects the reproductive biology of these
species.

Figure 2 shows that the richest area at species level (14 species) is located in
eastern Mexico, in the Zacualtipan area, in the states of Hidalgo-Veracruz. The
geographic distribution of the taxa included in this study show different pat-
terns, from wide to narrow ranges assessed by their presence in different
Mexican states (Table 1) or grid-cells (Figure 3). Ceratozamia kuesteriana is
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Figure 2. Representation of the Mexican richest grid-cells based on the species studied. A. Za-
sualtipan, Hgo., Ver.; B. Molango, Hgo.; C. Misantla, Ver.; D. Xalapa, Ver.; E. Jacala, Hgo., Qro.;
F. Pahuatlan, Hgo., Ver., Pue.; G. Xico, Pue., Ver.; H. Coatepec, Ver.; I. Ahuacatlan, Qro., S.L.P.;
J. Teziutlan, Pue.; K. Perote, Pue., Ver.; L. Jalpan, Qro., Hgo.; M. Gomez Farias, Tamps.; N.
Calnali, Hgo., Ver.; O. Metztitlan, Hgo.; P. Carbonera Jacales, Hgo., Ver.; Q. Huachinango, Hgo.,
Pue.; R. Altotonga, Pue., Ver.; S. El Chante, Jal.; T. Coscomatepec, Pue., Ver.; U. Chapulhuacan,
Hgo., S.L.P., Qro.; V. Chichihualco, Gro.; W. San Juan Quiotepec, Oax.; X. San Miguel Talea de
Castro, Oax.; Y. Pavincul, Chis.; Z. Llano Grande, Jal.; Al. Villa Emilio Carranza, Ver.; Bl.
Morelia, Mich.; C1. La Huerta, Col., Jal.; DI. Orizaba, Ver., Pue.; El. Oxchuc, Chis.; F1. San
Cristobal de las Casas, Chis.; G1. Motozintla, Chis.

restricted to the state of Tamaulipas, and some species are restricted to few
states, as Nopalxochia phyllanthoides and Bernardia mollis, while others are
found in more than 12 states, such as Carpinus caroliniana, Cupressus lusita-
nica, Ostrya virginiana, and Tilia mexicana; these species also were recorded in
more than 50 grid-cells, whereas Ceratozamia kuesteriana, Bernardia mollis,
Nopalxochia phyllanthoides, Bouvardia xylostoides, and Zamia fischeri were
recorded in only five grid-cells or less (Figure 3 and Table 1). Nopalxochia
phyllanthoides is not included in the [UCN Red Lists (2003), whereas Bernardia
mollis and Bouvardia xylostoides are not included in CITES and ITUCN Red
Lists (Table 2).

Figure 4 shows that when we superimpose the localities of the species with
restricted distribution on the grid system, those grid-cells with a high number
of restricted species are located at Jacala and adjacent areas, in the limits of the
states of Querétaro and Hidalgo, with four species.
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Number of grids

Figure 3. Risk category in the NOM-059 and relation with the number of grid-cells ocuppied by
each species.

Based on the above analyses, we detected the following types of areas to be
conserved based on these plants: (a) areas with high taxonomic richness: the
most important areas are Zacualtipan, Hidalgo-Veracruz, that contain 14 of
the 24 species considered; Molango, Hidalgo and Misantla and Xalapa, Ve-
racruz, with 12 species each; and Jacala, Querétaro-Hidalgo, Pahuatlan, Hi-
dalgo-Veracruz-Puebla, and Coatepec and Xico, Veracruz, with 10 species
each. The area occupied by all these grid-cells conforms to the largest and most
continuous fragment of cloud forest in eastern Mexico (Figure 2); (b) areas
with a high concentration of restricted species; in this case, the richest grid-cells
are Jacala, Querétaro-Hidalgo with four restricted species, and Molango, Hi-
dalgo, Zacualtipan, Hidalgo-Veracruz, and Misantla and Xalapa, Veracruz,
with three species each (Figure 4).

Finally, when we combined both results on the map of the Mexican National
System of Protected Areas (ANP) of SEMARNAT (electronic page), we de-
tected that many of these grid-cells are not included in any protected area
(Figures 5a and 6a). When we followed the same procedure on the map of the
Mexican Priority Regions for conservation (RTP) of CONABIO (2000), we
observed that many of these grid-cells are included in these regions (Figures 5b
and 6b). Table 5 offers the mexican National System of Protected Areas and
the Priority Regions for Conservation where these species mostly occur.
Nevertheless, many of these grid-cells are not included in any of these systems.
We found that among the current Mexican National Protected Areas, the
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Figure 4. Grid-cells containing more restricted species. A. Jacala, Hgo., Qro.; B. Misantla, Ver.;
C. Xalapa, Ver.; D. Molango, Hgo.; E. Zacualtipan, Hgo., Ver.; F. Teziutlan, Pue.; G. Altotonga,
Pue., Ver.; H. Villa Emilio Carranza, Ver.; 1. Xico, Pue., Ver.; J. Tlacolula de Matamoros, Oax.; K.
San Pedro Quianton, Oax.; L. Ejutla de Crespo, Oax.; M. Santa Catarina Juquila, Oax.; N. San
Andrés Tuxtla, Ver.; O. San Juan Cotzocon, Oax.; P. Ocosingo, Chis.; Q. Mascota, Jal; R. Talpa de
Allende, Jal.; S. Llano Grande, Jal.; T. Gomez Farias, Tamps.; U. Ocampo, Tamps.; V. Salto del
Agua, S.L.P., Tamps.; W. Cd. del Maiz, S.L.P.; X. Tamasopo, S.L.P.; Y. San Luis de la Paz, Gto.;
Z. El Carricillo, Gto., Qro., S.L.P.; Al. Zacatlan, Pue.; Bl. Perote, Pue., Ver.; Cl. Coatepec, Ver.;
D1. Coscomatepec, Pue., Ver.; El. Coyomeapan, Pue., Oax.; Fl. Huautla, Pue., Oax.; GI.
Chilpancingo, Gro.; HI. San Miguel Talea de Castro, Oax.; I1. Tlaxiaco, Oax.; J1. Aquismon,
S.L.P., Qro.; K1. Ahuacatlan, Qro., S.L.P.; L1. Jalpan, Qro., Hgo.; M1. Chapulhuacan, Hgo.,
S.L.P., Qro.; N1. Carbonera Jacales, Hgo., Ver.; Ol. San José Chacalapa, Oax.; P1. San Baltasar
Loxicha, Oax.; Q1. Angel Albino Corzo, Chis.; R1. Samule Le6n Brindis, Chis.; S1. Chicomuselo,
Chis.; T1. Huixtla, Chis.; Ul. Pavincul, Chis.; V1. El Chante, Jal.; W1. Minatitlan, Jal., Col.; X1.
Tiquicheo, Mich.; Y1. Bejucos, Méx., Mich.; Z1. Conca, Qro., S.L.P.; A2. Pena Miller, Gto., Qro.;
B2. San Nicolas, Hgo.; C2. Tuxpan, Ver.; D2. Metztitlan, Hgo.; E2. Poza Rica, Ver., Pue.; F2.
Pahuatlan, Hgo., Ver., Pue.; G2. Martinez de la Torre, Pue., Ver.

known records are located within the limits of 15 National Parks and seven
Biosphere Reserves (Table 5).

The representation of these species in the Mexican National Parks and
Reserves System shows that some of them (Bernardia mollis, Bouvardia xyl-
osteoides, Ceratozamia kuesteriana, Juglans pyriformis, and Nopalxochia
phyllanthoides) are not included in any protected area, whereas other species
with a wide geographic distribution in the country (e.g. Carpinus caroliniana,
Cupressus lusitanica, Ostrya virginiana, and Tilia mexicana) are represented in
six or more protected areas (Table 5).
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Figure 5. Superimposition of the richest grid-cells on (a) the map of Mexican protected areas; and
(b) Mexican priority areas for conservation of CONABIO (2000).
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Figure 6. Superimposition of the grid-cells with more restricted species on (a) the map of Mexican
protected areas; and (b) Mexican priority areas of CONABIO (2000).
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Conclusions

Habitat loss is a serious problem in Mexico, mainly due to agriculture and
deforestation practices. If these activities continue in the Mexican cloud for-
ests, a permanent loss of many species, mainly those scarcely represented, will
occur in the near future. Many actions have been taken to avoid mass
extinctions due to habitat loss in Neotropical montane ecosystems (Churchill et
al. 1995) and in the worldwide cloud forests (Hamilton et al. 1994), that should
be strictly followed in the case of Mexican forests. The scientific knowledge of
Mexican montane ecosystems is fragmentary, so it is necessary to promote the
preservation of this fragile habitat and to study its diversity, characterized by
the existence of species with relictual distribution, in small restricted range
populations.

In the last decades, the value of temperate habitats due to the products
generated in them and the ambiental services that they produce has been
emphasized. These ecosystems are highly associated with water capture and
timber production, making them their conservation essential (Luna and Llo-
rente 1993). Also, they represent the only habitat of many taxa (Peters 2003).

Gaston (1994) argued that most of the species that have small range sizes
have increased probability of extinction due to chance alone. This is especially
true for the ‘highly restricted’ endemic species, such as those that inhabit the
Mexican cloud forest ecosystems, e.g. species of Magnolia, Ceratozamia, Cle-
thra, Styrax, Symplocos, Cleyera, Ternstroemia, and Meliosma, among plants;
Sorex stizodon (Insectivora), and Megadontomys thomasi, Habromys chinant-
eco, H. lepturus, H. ixtlani, H. simulatus, and H. delicatulus (Rodentia) among
mammals (Habromys and Megadontomys are genera restricted to Mesoamer-
ican cloud forests, Livia Leon, personal communication); Pharomachrus moc-
inno, Oreophasis derbianus, Aspatha gularis, Tangara cabanisi, and Cyanolyca
nana, among birds (Adolfo Navarro, personal communication); some lizards of
the Anolis schiedii group (A. naufragus, A. schiedii, A. cymbops, A. polyrhachis,
A. cuprinus, A. hobartsmithi, A. matudai), and some of the genus Xenosaurus
(X. grandis, X. newmanorum, and an undescribed species of the Sierra de Juarez
of Oaxaca), and several frogs of the Hyla bistincta group among reptiles and
amphibians (Adrian Nieto, personal communication); all of these taxa are
examples of species with small ranges that are mostly represented by relatively
few individuals within those ranges. In this sense, Mexican cloud forests act as
centers of endemism, zones characterized by the co-occurrence of species with
small ranges, so their conservation is very important.

The Mexican cloud forest is a highly fragmented vegetation type and it has
great importance for the survival of many of the species studied. Since many of
the patches of this vegetation type are not protected by any reserve system,
their case becomes critical since agriculture and animal husbandry expansion
are constant threats.

For many of the species studied herein there are no detailed population
genetics and demographic studies, so we cannot say much about their popu-
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lation regeneration and other issues; these processes depend strongly on habitat
maintenance. This is especially true in cloud forest habitats, where several
species are restricted to canyons and shadow and humid microhabitats. Mex-
ican montane forests have high species turnover from one site to another
within a vegetational zone, mainly due to habitat heterogeneity and also to the
adjacent vegetation types, mainly with the tropical deciduous forest and pine
and oak forests, that increase strongly their overall richness.

In the case of cycads, habitat destruction and illicit trade are the main facts
that have reduced their populations. Another biological problem is related to
their pollination, as in the case of both species of Zamia. Sosa et al. (1998)
suggested that their slow seed production was due to inadequate pollination.
This is not a general rule in Mexican Zamiaceae; our observations in the wild
of female cones and seeds of Ceratozamia mexicana in Hidalgo and Querétaro
suggest that this species has an adequate seed production. Some additional
suggestions for the collection of cycad specimens include only the collection of
one or few leaves and, if necessary, just one strobilus, avoiding the collection of
stems. It is also important to prevent frequent and exhaustive collections in a
single population as was suggested by Stevenson (2001).

Some of the species studied here inhabit inaccessible sites with rough
topography, and have high probabilities of becoming extinct in the near future,
due to their small population size and poor regeneration. Large areas of cloud
forests are now converted into plantations, mainly of coffee, bananas, oranges,
beans, and corn. In Mexico, as in other countries, the conversion of cloud
forests into pastures has stimulated the modification of the forest structure,
resulting in a smaller biomass and lower diversity.

Most of the collection localities of these species are not included in any
Mexican protected area. Available data show that restricted species inhabit one
or two protected areas, and just in these cases we can suppose that their
populations are protected. We conclude that, in a general sense the species
studied, mainly those with restricted distributions, are underrepresented in the
current Mexican System of Natural Protected Areas. In addition, the majority
of these species have several problems that affect their natural populations, and
for these reasons require special policies and programs for their conservation.

We consider that both type of areas (with a great concentration of species
and with a high concentration of restricted species) should be proposed as
potential areas for conservation, and therefore must be implemented and
considered in future national conservation plans, based on the restricted and
relictual areas of distribution of many species. This is important, because many
of these species occur in areas not currently protected, which is an important
reason to maintain and protect the areas where these species are grouped.

Some of the arecas inhabited by these species, mainly Misantla and Villa
Emiliano Carranza, in the state of Veracruz, and Morelia, in the state of
Michoacan are not protected by any Reserve System, so the populations that
inhabit those areas are in constant danger of extinction. In addition, many of
them are located in very disturbed sites and are submitted to edge effects in the
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sense of Murcia (1995). The high richness of these species is concentrated in
eastern Mexico, in the Sierra Madre Oriental floristic province sensu Rze-
dowski (1978), mainly in the Zacualtipan area, where 14 of the 24 species
studied in this work occur. The next richest areas also located in eastern
Mexico, are Molango, Misantla and Xalapa, with 12 species each.

Based on the information obtained, we propose the next conservation
strategies for these species: (1) to promote demographic and ecological studies
in order to determine if their risk category in the ‘Norma Oficial Mexicana
059’ agree with recent observations at the field; (2) collection of seeds and
vegetative propagation strategies for ex-situ conservation in botanical gardens,
in order to maintain the germplasm of these plants for further reintroduction;
(3) detection and proposal of other areas where these species inhabit can be
included in a future conservation plan in the Mexican National Parks and
Reserves System.

Many of the species studied here have very restricted distribution areas
(Figure 3 and Table 1). The grid-cells where these species are concentrated are
also important for conservation (e.g. Jacala, Misantla, Xalapa, Molango, and
Zacualtipan). These findings allow the evaluation of the relation between the
size of the area of each species studied (number of grid-cells where they are
found) with the NOM-059 category in which they are included; for example,
species as Tilia mexicana and Litsea glaucescens with a relatively “large” dis-
tributional areas are categorized as P (endangered), whereas other species as
Juglans pyriformis, Zamia fischeri, Bouvardia xylosteoides, Nopalxochia phyll-
anthoides, Bernardia mollis, and Ceratozamia kuesteriana, all of them with very
restricted distribution areas are included in the NOM-059 as Pr and A cate-
gories (with special protection and threatened respectively). With the infor-
mation obtained in this work, we suggest a change of category based in their
very restricted geographic distributions and their low representation in the
current Mexican National Parks and Reserves System.

In this paper we suggest that it is more informative and operative to use
small geographic units instead of using the Mexican states, in order to detect
areas with high values of richness and endemicity, especially in the case of
threatened taxa. The division of Mexico made by INEGI (1992) is an impor-
tant matrix on which to make biogeographic analyses, because this system
offers a standard format and minimal area units, which enable us to recognize
better areas for conservation in situ. Analyses of this type are a foundation for
other detailed studies in biogeography, applying other methods such as par-
simony analysis of endemicity (PAE), track analyses, and cladistic biogeog-
raphy.

The number of individuals and geographic distribution of the species studied
must also be considered for designing conservation strategies. Shaffer (1987)
affirmed that optimum survival of a species depends on both population size
and time. Many of the species are represented by several hundred individuals,
and few of these species apparently are producing seeds, whereas some of them
probably regenerate by vegetative propagation (slips and cuttings); both
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strategies must be considered to be implemented in botanical gardens. Podo-
carpus reichei, Ceratozamia mexicana, and Cupressus lusitanica are candidates
for reproduction by seeds.

Finally, integral studies of Bernardia mollis, Nopalxochia phyllanthoides, and
Bouvardia xylostoides are necessary, in order to establish their possible inclu-
sion in the TUCN Red Lists (2003) and in the Appendix of CITES, based on
their restricted distribution, few populations and number of mature plants in
the field. Many of the species included in these recent Red Lists are less
endangered that those that we outline here. Also, it will be important to change
the risk category of these three species in the NOM-059, based on the argu-
ments offered above. Exploitation of many of the species studied here must be
controlled, and included in the NOM-007-RECNAT-1997, to establish the
proceedings, criteria and specifications for the use, transport and storage of
foliage, leaves, flowers, seeds and fruits.

Acknowledgments

We thank Juan J. Morrone, Mark Olson, Jaime Jiménez, Carlos Ruiz Jiménez,
Tania Escalante, and two anonymous reviewers who kindly made suggestions
to this manuscript. Alberto Gonzalez helped us obtain the coordinates of
collection points. We are also indebted to the staff of the herbaria cited in the
text for their courtesy during our review of their specimens. Support from
projects CONABIO W025, PAPIIT IN206202, and FOSEMARNAT-2004-01-
311 are gratefully acknowledged. RCM was supported by a Research Doctoral
Fellowship number 169858 from the Consejo Nacional de Ciencia y Tecnologia
(CONACyT), Mexico.

References

Alcantara O. and Luna 1. 1997. Floristica y analisis biogeografico del bosque meso6filo de montana
de Tenango de Doria, Hidalgo, México. Anal. Inst. Biol., Univ. Nac. Auton. México (Ser. Bot.)
68: 57—-106.

Alcantara O. and Luna I. 2001. Analisis floristico de dos areas con bosque mesofilo de montafia en
el estado de Hidalgo, México: Eloxochitlan y Tlahuelompa. Acta Bot. Mexicana 54: 51—87.
Angulo M.J. and Soto M. 1990. Ebenaceae. Bioclimatologia de Flora de Veracruz. Instituto de

Ecologia, A. C. and University of California, Jalapa, Fascicle 2, 43 pp.

Arreguin S.M.L., Cabrera L.G., Fernandez N.R., Orozco L.C., Rodriguez C.B. and Yepes
B.M. 1997. Introduccion a la flora del estado de Querétaro. Consejo de Ciencia y Tecnologia del
Estado de Querétaro. Instituto Politécnico Nacional y Universidad Autonoma de Chapingo,
México D.F., 361 pp.

Arriaga L., Espinoza J.M., Aguilar C., Martinez E., Goémez L. and Loa E. (coord.) 2000.
Regiones Terrestres Prioritarias de México. Comision Nacional para el Uso y Conocimiento de
la Biodiversidad, México D.F.

Bravo H. 1978. Las cactaceas de México. Vol. 1. UNAM, México D.F.



3796

Bravo H. and Sheinvar L. 1995. El Interesante Mundo de las Cactaceas. CONACYT-Fondo de
Cultura Economica, México D.F.

Breedlove D.E. 1986. Listados floristicos de México IV. Flora de Chiapas. Instituto de Biologia,
UNAM, México D.F.

Cabrera R. 1985. Aceraceae. Flora de Veracruz. INIREB, Jalapa, Veracruz, México, Fascicle 46,
7 pp.

Calderon de Rzedowski G. 2001. Familia Aceraceae. Flora del Bajio y de Regiones Adyacentes.
Instituto de Ecologia, Patzcuaro, Michoacan, México, Fascicle 94, 7 pp.

Carranza E. 2000. Familia Ebenaceae. Flora del Bajio y de Regiones Adyacentes. Instituto de
Ecologia, Patzcuaro, Michoacan, México, Fascicle 83, 10 pp.

Cartujano S., Zamudio S., Alcantara O. and Luna I. 2002. El bosque mesofilo de montafia en el
municipio de Landa de Matamoros, Querétaro, México. Bol. Soc. Bot. México 70: 13—43.

Cervantes A. 2002. Revision taxonomica de las especies mexicanas del género Bernardia Houst. ex
Mill.: Euphorbiaceae: Bernardieae. Thesis. Facultad de Ciencias, UNAM, México D.F., 189 pp

Chavez V.M. and Rubluo A. 1995. El cultivo de tejidos vegetales en la conservacion. In: Linares
E., Davila P., Chiang F., Bye R. and Elias T. (eds), Conservacion de Plantas en Peligro de
Extincion: Diferentes Enfoques. Instituto de Biologia, UNAM, México D.F., pp. 123—131.

Churchill S.P., Balslev H., Forero E. and Luteyn J.L. 1995. Biodiversity and Conservation of
Neotropical Montane Forests. The New York Botanical Garden, New York.

CONABIO (Comision Nacional para el Conocimiento y Uso de la Biodiversidad) 1998. Division
Politica Estatal. Escala 1:250,000—1000,000, México, D.F.

CONABIO (Comision Nacional para el Conocimiento y Uso de la Biodiversidad) 1999. Indice de
cartas 1:50,000. Escala 1:50,000. Taken from the Inventario de Informacion Geografica. Instituto
Nacional de Estadistica Geografia e Informatica (INEGI 1992), México, D.F.

CONABIO (Comision Nacional para el Conocimiento y Uso de la Biodiversidad) 2000. Regiones
Terrestres Prioritarias. Escala 1:1000,000. México, D.F.

Conserva M.E. and Byrne R. 2002. Late Holocene vegetation change in the Sierra Madre Oriental
of Central Mexico. Quat. Res. 58: 122—129.

Contreras-Medina R. and Luna I. 2001. Presencia de Taxus globosa Schltdl. (Taxaceae) en el
estado de Chiapas, México. Polibotanica 12: 51— 56.

Contreras-Medina R., LunaI. and Alcantara O. 2003. Zamiaceae en Hidalgo, México. Anal. Inst.
Biol., Univ. Nac. Auton. México (Ser. Bot.) 74: 289—-301.

Cuevas R. and Nufiez N.M. 1994. Cyathea mexicana Schltdl. & Cham., en el estado de Jalisco,
Meéxico. Bol. IBUG 2: 105-108.

Diego N., Peralta S. and Ludlow B. 2001. El Jilguero. Bosque mesofilo de montaifia. In: Diego N.
and Fonseca R.M. (eds), Estudios Floristicos en Guerrero. Facultad de Ciencias, UNAM,
Mexico D.F., 42 pp.

Dieringer G. and Espinosa J.E. 1994. Reproductive ecology of Magnolia schiedeana (Magnolia-
ceae), a threatened cloud forest tree species in Veracruz. Bull. Torrey Bot. Club 121: 154—159.

Donaldson J.S. 2003. Ceratozamia kuesteriana, Ceratozamia mexicana, Zamia fischeri and Zamia
loddigesii. TUCN 2003, IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. www.redlist.org. Downloaded on
24 November 2003.

ESRI (Environmental Systems Research Institute) 1999. Arc View GIS ver. 3.2. Environmental
Systems Research Institute Inc., Redlands, USA.

Fonseca R.M., Velazquez E. and Dominguez E. 2001. Carrizal de Bravos. Bosque mesofilo de
montafa. In: Diego N. and Fonseca R.M. (eds), Estudios Floristicos en Guerrero. Facultad de
Ciencias, UNAM, México, 41 pp.

Garcia E. 1988. Modificaciones al sistema de clasificacion climatica de Koppen, para adaptarlo a
las condiciones de la Republica Mexicana. Offset Larios S.A., México D.F.

Garcia F. and Castillo P. 2000. Aspectos ecologicos de Taxus globosa Schlecht. en las Mesas de
San Isidro, municipio de rio Verde, San Luis Potosi. Biotam 11: 11-18.

Gaston K.J. 1994, Rarity. Chapman & Hall, London.



3797

Godinez-Ibarra O. and Lopez-Mata L. 2002. Estructura, composicion, riqueza y diversidad de
arboles en tres muestras de selva mediana subperennifolia. Anal. Inst. Biol., Univ. Nac. Auton.
México (Ser. Bot.) 73: 283—-314.

Gomez M. 1993. Juglandaceae. In: Bioclimatologia de Flora de Veracruz. Instituto de Ecologia, A.
C. and University of California, Jalapa, Fascicle 10, 63 pp.

Gonzalez-Espinosa M. 1998. Matudaea trinervia. TUCN Red List of Threatened Species.
www.redlist.org. Downloaded on 24 November 2003.

Gutiérrez L. and Vovides A.P. 1997. An in situ study of Magnolia dealbata Zucc. in Veracruz state:
an endangered endemic tree of Mexico. Biodiversity Conserv. 6: 89—97.

Hamilton L.S., Juvik J.O. and Scatena F.N. (eds) 1994. Tropical Montane Cloud Forests. Springer
Verlag, New York.

Hernandez-Cerda M.E. 1980. Magnoliaceae. Flora de Veracruz. INIREB, Jalapa, Veracruz,
México, Fascicle 14, 14 pp.

Hilton-Taylor C. 2000. 2000 IUCN Red List of Thretened Species. IUCN, Glanz, Switzerland.

Holmgren P.K., Holmgren N.H. and Barnett L.C. (eds) 1990. Index Herbariorum. Part I. The
Herbaria of the World. New York Botanical Garden, New York.

INEGI (Instituto Nacional de Estadistica Geografia e Informatica) 1992. Inventario de Informa-
cion Geografica. México, D.F.

IUCN (Red List of threatened species) 2003. http:// www.redlist.org/serch/details.php?
species = 36160.

Lozada L., Ledn M.E., Rojas J. and De Santiago R. 2003. Bosque mesofilo de montafa en el
Molote. In: Diego N. and Fonseca R.M. (eds), Estudios Floristicos en Guerrero. Facultad de
Ciencias UNAM, México, 35 pp.

Luna I, Almeida L. and Llorente J. 1989. Floristica y aspectos fitogeograficos del bosque
mesofilo de montana de las cafiadas de Ocuilan, estados de Morelos y México. Anal. Inst. Biol.,
Univ. Nac. Auton. México (Ser. Bot.) 59: 63—87.

Luna I. and Llorente J. 1993. Historia natural del parque ecoldgico estatal Omiltemi, Chil-
pancingo, Guerrero, México. UNAM-CONABIO, México D.F.

Luna I, Ocegueda S. and Alcantara O. 1994. Floristica y notas biogeograficas del bosque
mesofilo de montana del municipio de Tlanchinol, Hidalgo, México. Anal. Inst. Biol., Univ. Nac.
Auton. México (Ser. Bot.) 65: 31-62.

Luna I., Alcantara O., Morrone J.J. and Espinosa D. 2000. Track analysis and conservation
priorities in the cloud forests of Hidalgo, Mexico. Diversity Distribut. 6: 137—143.

Malda G. 1990. Plantas vasculares raras, amenazadas y en peligro de extincion en Tamaulipas.
Biotam 2: 55-61.

Martinez L. and Chacalco A. 1994. Los arboles de la Ciudad de México. Universidad Autéonoma
Metropolitana, México, D.F.

Mayorga R., Luna I. and Alcantara O. 1998. Floristica del bosque mesofilo de montafia de
Molocotlan, Molango-Xochicoatlan, Hidalgo, México. Bol. Soc. Bot. México 63: 101—-119.

McVaugh R. 1992. Gymnosperms. In: Anderson W.R. (ed.), Flora Novo-Galiciana, Vol. 17. The
University of Michigan Herbarium, Ann Arbor, pp. 4—119.

Meyran J. 1962. Nopalxochia phyllanthoides silvestre. Cactaceas y Suculentas Mexicanas 7: 72—73.

Moretti A., Sabato S. and Vazquez-Torres M. 1982. The rediscovery of Ceratozamia kuesteriana
(Zamiaceae) in Mexico. Brittonia 34: 185—188.

Murcia C. 1995. Edge effects in fragmented forests: implications for conservation. Trends Ecol.
Systemat. 10: 58—62.

Narave H.V. 1983. Juglandaceae. Flora de Veracruz. INIREB, Jalapa, Veracruz, México, Fascicle
31, 30 pp.

Nee M. 1981. Betulaceae. Flora de Veracruz. INIREB, Jalapa, Veracruz, México, Fascicle 20,
20 pp.

Niembro A. 1990. Arboles y arbustos utiles de México. Limusa, México D.F.

O’Gorman H. 1963. Plantas y flores de México. UNAM, México D.F.



3798

Osborne R. 1995. The 1991-1992 world cycad census and a proposed revision of the threatened
species status for cycads. In: Vorster P. (ed.), Proceedings of the Third International Conference
on Cycad Biology. Cycad Society of South Africa, Stellensboch, pp. 65—83.

Pavon N. and Rico-Gray V. 2000. An endangered and potentially economic tree of Mexico: Tilia
mexicana (Tiliaceae). Econ. Bot. 54: 113—114.

Pacheco L. 1981. Ebenaceae. Flora de Veracruz. INIREB, Jalapa, Veracruz, México, Fascicle 16,
21 pp.

Pattison G. 1986. Magnolia dealbata. J. Magnolia Soc. 21: 17-18.

Pérez-Escandon B.E. and Villavicencio M.A. 1995. Listado de las Plantas Medicinales del Estado
de Hidalgo. Universidad Autéonoma del Estado de Hidalgo, Pachuca, México.

Peters E. 2003. Prologo. In: Sanchez O., Vega E., Peters E. and Monroy-Vilchis O. (eds), Con-
servacion de Ecosistemas Templados de Montafia en México. Instituto Nacional de Ecologia,
México D.F., pp. 9-10.

Peterson A.T., Egbert S.L., Sanchez-Cordero V. and Price K.P. 2000. Geographic analysis of
conservation priority: endemic birds and mammals in Veracruz, Mexico. Biol. Conserv. 93: 85—
94.

Peterson A.A. and Peterson A.T. 1992. Aztec exploitation of cloud forests: tributes of liquidambar
resin and quetzal feathers. Global Ecol. Biogeogr. Lett. 2: 165—173.

Puig H. and Bracho R. (eds) 1987. El bosque mesofilo de montana de Tamaulipas. Instituto de
Ecologia, México D.F., 186 pp.

Ramirez-Marcial N. and Gonzalez-Espinosa M. 1997. Magnolia schiedeana. ITUCN 2003, IUCN
Red List of Threatened Species. www.redlist.org. Downloaded on 24 November 2003.

Rzedowski J. 1978. Vegetacion de México. Limusa, México, D.F.

Rzedowski J. 1991. Analisis preliminar de la flora vascular de los bosques mesofilos de montania de
México. Macpalxochitl August 1991, 14—15.

Rzedowski J. 1996. Analisis preliminar de la flora vascular de los bosques mesofilos de montana de
México. Acta Bot. Mexicana 35: 25—44.

Sanchez-Gonzalez A. and Lopez-Mata L. 2003. Clasificacion y ordenacion de la vegetacion del
norte de la Sierra Nevada, a lo largo de un gradiente altitudinal. Anal. Inst. Biol., Univ. Nac.
Auton. México (Ser. Bot.) 71: 47-71.

Sanchez-Mejorada H. 1982. Las cactaceas de México. Secretaria de Desarrollo Agropecuario del
Gobierno del estado de México. Toluca, México.

Secretaria del Medio Ambiente y Recursos Naturales (SEMARNAT) 2002. Norma Oficial Mexi-
cana NOM-059-ECOL-2001, Proteccion ambiental-Especies nativas de México y de flora y fauna
silvestres-Categorias de riesgo y especificaciones para su inclusion, exclusion o cambio-lista de
especies en riesgo. Diario Oficial de la Federacion, México, 6 de marzo, pp. 1—80.

Sosa V., Vovides A.P. and Castillo-Campos G. 1998. Monitoring endemic plant extinction in
Veracruz, Mexico. Biodiversity Conserv. 7: 1521 —1527.

Soto M. and Gomez-Pompa A. 1990. Betulaceae. Bioclimatologia de Flora de Veracruz. Instituto
de Ecologia, A. C. and University of California, Jalapa, Facicle 1, 45 pp.

Shaffer M. 1987. Minimum viable populations: coping with uncertainty. In: Soulé E. (ed.), Viable
Populations for Conservation. Cambridge University Press, New York, pp. 69—86.

Standley P. and Steyermark J. 1946—1976. Cactaceae, Euphorbiaceae and Lauraceae. Chicago
Natural History Museum, Flora of Guatemala. Fieldiana Botany, Vol. 24, Part VI.

Stevenson D.W. 2001. Cycadales. In: Bernal R. and Forero E. (eds), Flora de Colombia. Uni-
versidad Nacional de Colombia, Bogota, Monograph 21, 92 pp.

Van der Werff H. and Lorea F. 1997. Familia Lauraceae. Flora del Bajio y de regiones adyacentes.
Instituto de Ecologia. Patzcuaro, Michoacan, México. Fascicle 56, 58 pp.

Vargas Y. 1982.Analisis floristico y fitogeografico de un bosque mesofilo de montaia en Hua-
yacocotla, Veracruz. Thesis. Facultad de Ciencias. UNAM, México D.F., 105 pp.

Vazquez J. 1994. Magnolia (Magnoliaceae) in Mexico and Central America: a synopsis. Brittonia
46: 1-23.



3799

Vazquez J., Cuevas R., Cochrane T.S., Iltis H.H., Santana F.J. and Guzman L. 1995. Flora de
Manantlan. Botanical Research Institute of Texas, Forth Worth.

Vovides A.P. 1981. Lista preliminar de plantas mexicanas raras o en peligro de extincion. Biotica 6:
219-228.

Vovides A.P. 1985. Systematic studies on Mexican Zamiaceae II. Additional notes on Ceratozamia
kuesteriana from Tamaulipas, Mexico. Brittonia 37: 226—231.

Vovides A.P. 1988. Relacion de plantas mexicanas raras o en peligro de extincion. In: Flores O.
and Gerez P. (eds), Conservacion en México: Sintesis sobre Vertebrados Terrestres, Vegetacion y
uso del Suelo. INIREB, México D.F., pp. 289—-302.

Vovides A.P. 1995. Experiencias y avances en el conocimiento de las plantas mexicanas en peligro
de extincion. In: Linares E., Davila P., Chiang F., Bye R., and Elias T. (eds), Conservacion de
Plantas en Peligro de Extincion: Diferentes Enfoques. Instituto de Biologia, UNAM, México
D.F., pp. 139-144.

Vovides A.P. 1997. Magnolia dealbata. TUCN 2003, TUCN Red List of Threatened Species.
www.redlist.org. Downloaded on 24 November 2003.

Vovides A.P. 1999. Familia Zamiaceae. Flora del Bajio y de Regiones Adyacentes Fascicle 71.
Instituto de Ecologia, A. C. Patzcuaro, Michoacan, México. 17 pp.

Vovides A.P., Rees J.D. and Vazquez-Torres M. 1983. Zamiaceae. Flora de Veracruz. INIREB,
Jalapa, Veracruz, México, Fascicle 26, 31 pp.

World Conservation Monitoring Centre 1997. Diospyros riojae and Symplocos coccinea. IUCN
2003, IUCN Red List of Threatened Species. www.redlist.org. Downloaded on 24 November
2003.

Zamudio S. 1992. Familia Taxaceae. Flora del Bajio y de Regiones Adyacentes. Instituto de
Ecologia, Patzcuaro, Michoacan, México, Fascicle 9, 7 pp.

Zamudio S. and Carranza E. 1994, Familia Cupressaceae. Flora del Bajio y de Regiones
Adyacentes. Instituto de Ecologia, Patzcuaro, Michoacan, México, Fascicle 29, 21 pp.

Zamudio S. 2002. Familia Podocarpaceae. Flora del Bajio y de Regiones Adyacentes. Instituto de
Ecologia, Patzcuaro, Michoacan, México, Fascicle 105, 7 pp.

Zanoni T.A. 1982. Cupressaceae. Flora de Veracruz. INIREB, Jalapa, Veracruz, México, Fascicle
23, 15 pp.

Zulueta R. and Soto M. 1993. Magnoliaceae. Bioclimatologia de Flora de Veracruz. Instituto de
Ecologia, A. C. and University of California, Jalapa, Fascicle 6, 38 pp.




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU <>
    /DEU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [2834.646 2834.646]
>> setpagedevice


