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RESEARCH ARTICLE

Background and aims – The Orchidaceae family is vulnerable, because of the destruction of their habitat, 
as well as the extraction of individuals from natural populations. This is the case of the genus Rhynchostele 
Rchb.f.; among the actions considered important for appropriate conservation strategies for this genus is 
the generation of fundamental knowledge, such as on its reproductive biology. The objective of this work 
is to understand the mating system and reproductive success of Rhynchostele cervantesii, an endangered 
epiphytic orchid endemic to Mexico.
Material and methods – Manual and open-pollination treatments were conducted during 2014 and 2015 
in a cloud forest in Michoacan, Mexico. In each period, 30 to 40 randomly selected inflorescences were 
subjected to the following treatments: a) spontaneous-self-pollination, b) emasculation, c) self-pollination, 
d) cross-pollination, and e) open-pollination. The developed fruits were counted and harvested, the viability 
of the seeds was determined, through the observation and evaluation of embryos using microscopy.
Key results – Significant differences were recorded between the treatments in both 2014 and 2015, with 
higher fruit production in cross-pollination than in self-pollination and natural-pollination. There were 
significant differences in seed viability, with higher values for seeds from open-pollination and cross-
pollination and lower values for seeds from self-pollination.
Conclusions – Rhynchostele cervantesii is a species that requires pollinators for sexual reproduction 
because there is no fruit production with spontaneous-self-pollination. Under pollen limitation, the fruit 
set of natural pollination was a lot lower than in cross-pollination although fruits were the same quality. 
R. cervantesii had a mixed mating system with a tendency to exogamy, presenting high values of female 
reproductive success compared to other tropical epiphytic orchid species reported in the literature.

Keywords – Cloud forest; cross-pollination; emasculation; mating system; open-pollination; reproductive 
success; self-pollination; spontaneous-self-pollination.
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INTRODUCTION

According to The Plant List (2013), the orchid family has 
27 801 species in the world, of which more than 1260 are 
in Mexico (Hágsater et al. 2005; Soto-Arenas & Solano-
Gómez 2007). Numerous species in the Orchidaceae family 
are considered vulnerable around the world, because of the 
destruction and/or transformation of their habitat, as well as 

the extraction of large numbers of individuals from natural 
populations (Hágsater et al. 2005; De la Torre Llorente 
2018). Indeed, it is one of the best examples in which many 
species of one family are threatened with extinction as a 
result of human activities (Hágsater et al. 2005; Ávila-Díaz 
& Oyama 2007). This is the case of the genus Rhynchostele 
Rchb.f., which has 16 species in Mexico, seven of them 
being endemic (R. aptera (Lex.) Soto Arenas & Salazar, R. 

https://doi.org/10.5091/plecevo.2021.1551
mailto:irene.avila%40umich.mx?subject=
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


57

Magaña Lemus, Ávila-Díaz & Herrerías Diego, Mating system and reproductive success of R. cervantesii

candidula (Rchb.f.) Soto Arenas & Salazar, R. cervantesii 
(Lex.) Soto Arenas & Salazar, R. ehrenbergii (Link, Klotzsch 
& Otto) Soto Arenas & Salazar, R. galeottiana (A.Rich.) 
Soto Arenas & Salazar, R. londesboroughiana (Rchb.f.) Soto 
Arenas & Salazar, and R. madrensis (Rchb.f.) Soto Arenas 
& Salazar) (CONABIO 2019; Tropicos 2019). This genus 
mainly inhabits mesophilic mountain forest, a vegetation 
type that is greatly reduced in recent years, which leads to 
the vulnerability of this group of plants and an imminent 
risk of extinction (Téllez-Velasco 2011). Among the actions 
considered important for appropriate conservation strategies 
for this genus is the generation of fundamental knowledge, 
such as on its reproductive biology.

Plant mating systems are a combination of several factors, 
such as genetic compatibility, floral morphological barriers, 
and temporal variation in the maturation of the reproductive 
organs or gametes (Bawa & Beach 1981). Mating systems 
are considered to be influential in the levels of diversity and 
genetic structure of populations (Soo et al. 2001), which is 
an important consideration for conservation. However, the 
mating systems of different species can present temporal 
and spatial variation in orchids (Tremblay et al 2005; Ávila-
Díaz & Oyama 2007) and in other species such as Curatella 
americana L. (Dilleniaceae) (Rech et al. 2018). 

The great diversity of the Orchidaceae family is 
frequently attributed, among others, to the adaptive radiation 
presented by this family through the selection of specific 
pollinators for its cross-pollination (Tremblay et al. 2005). 
For example, Johnson et al. (1998) studied the patterns of 
adaptive radiation in Disa P.J.Bergius, suggesting that floral 
diversity in this orchid genus is the result of adaptation to 
pollinators. This leads to unexpected adaptations of orchids 
and contributes to pollinator attraction (Borba et al. 2011). 
Most orchid species require an external pollinating agent 
(Dressler 1981), among the variety of pollination systems 
only abiotic and mammal pollination are absent (Tremblay et 
al. 2005). There are also species that can reproduce without 
the use of a pollinator. In spontaneous autogamous systems, 
the flower is self-pollinated and pollination occurs in the 
absence of a pollinator (Haleigh & Wagner 2018). 

Orchids have a high limitation of pollination. Pollen 
limitation found in natural plant populations with hand 
pollen experiments depends on historical restrictions and 
contemporary ecological factors (Knight et al. 2005). The 
factors that influence this limitation include: the abundance 
and distribution of pollinators, the quality and quantity 
of available pollen (Tremblay et al. 2005), as well as 
habitat fragmentation, population size decrease, resource 
availability, among others (Knight et al. 2005). It has also 
been reported that the number of flowers per inflorescence is 
positively correlated with the number of visits by pollinators, 
which can directly influence the production of fruits and the 
number of seeds (Sun et al. 2018).

This study will provide valuable data on the mating 
system and reproductive success of Rhynchostele cervantesii 
(Lex.) Soto Arenas & Salazar subsp. cervantesii, to 
suggest appropriate strategies to achieve more successful 
reproduction. Although there are currently populations where 
this species is abundant, it is considered to be an endangered 

species under regulatory control in Mexico (NOM-059-
SEMARNAT-2010; SEMARNAT 2010), because it is widely 
known internationally in horticulture, and it is possible 
that the plants grown in other countries were extracted 
from their natural habitat in Mexico. Also, in some regions 
of the country, there is a large commercialization of wild 
plants during the Christmas season to decorate churches and 
nativity scenes. In addition, the transformation and alteration 
of their habitat have drastically decreased their populations in 
the last 20 years (Soto-Arenas & Solano-Gómez 2007). The 
objective of this study is to evaluate the mating system and 
reproductive success of the endemic orchid R. cervantesii 
subsp. cervantesii, through the assessment of fruit production 
and seed viability since more in situ propagation of this 
species is required.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Study site 

The sampling area is located within Área de Conservación 
Voluntaria de la Comunidad Indígena de Santiago 
Tingambato, at the Tenderio Site, which covers 
approximately 150 ha of the cloud forest (INEGI 2005).

Study system

Rhynchostele cervantesii is an epiphytic orchid with 
inflorescences with 1–6 white flowers, with slightly pink, 
pink, or reddish-brown concentric lines at the base of the 
tepals, occasionally on the lip (fig. 1A) (Espejo et al. 2002). 
R. cervantesii is an endemic and endangered epiphytic 
species of Mexico, distributed in the forests of the Sierra 
Madre Oriental, the Trans-Mexican Volcanic Belt, and part of 
the Sierra Madre del Sur. It is classified as threatened under 
Mexican law (NOM-059-SEMARNAT-2010; SEMARNAT 
2010). In the study site, individuals of R. cervantesii are 
especially found on Ternstroemia lineata DC. and Quercus 
rugosa Née, and with a greater frequency found in the middle 
of the branches (Domínguez Gil 2015). The specimens of 
this species are: 
A) MEXICO • Michoacan, Mpio. Tingambato. Predio 
de Tenderio belongs to Comunidad Indígena Santiago 
Tingambato; 19°30′30.00″N, 101°49′41.22″W; 2279 m a.s.l.; 
23 Nov. 2013; fl.; Avila-Díaz I. 2086; AMO.
B) MEXICO • same data as preceding; 19°30′44.22″N, 
101°49′52.68″W; Avila-Díaz I. 2081; EBUM.

Pollination treatments and fruit production

For the pollination treatments, in both years of study 
(2014 and 2015), it was considered to carry out 30 to 
40 pollinations of each treatment such that in 2014, 91 
individuals of R. cervantesii were pollinated (90 individuals 
with one inflorescence and only one individual with two, 
treating a total of 92 inflorescences). In 2015, 68 plants 
were pollinated (64 individuals with one inflorescence, three 
with two inflorescences and only one individual with three 
inflorescences, summing up to a total of 73 inflorescences). 
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Figure 1 – A. Flower of Rhynchostele cervantesii. B. Fruiting R. cervantesii plant. C–F. Seed viability categories. C. Category 1 (empty 
testa, non-viable seed). D. Category 2 (deformed embryo, non-viable seed). E. Category 3 (elongated embryo, viable seed). F. Category 4 
(globular embryo or protocorm). Photographs: A–B by Irene Ávila-Díaz; C–F by Rosa E. Magaña Lemus.

When the buds were still closed, flowers were randomly 
selected and covered with thin tulle bags. Once the flowers 
had opened, the following treatments were applied (different 
flowers in the same inflorescence treated differently): a) 
spontaneous-self-pollination: no manual pollination was 
carried out, the flowers were labelled only, b) emasculation: 
the pollinia were removed from the flower, which was 
labelled in order to determine whether R. cervantesii produces 
seeds without fecundation, c) self-pollination: the pollinia 
were removed from the flower and placed on top of its own 
stigma, d) cross-pollination: the flowers were pollinated 
with pollinia taken from flowers of another individual, 
located at a distance of least 30 meters in order to minimize 
the possibilities of kinship, and e) open-pollination: other 
inflorescences were selected, labelled and left uncovered to 
evaluate natural pollination and female reproductive success. 
After applying the treatments as described in a, b, c, and d, 
the flowers were again covered with the tulle bags. After 12 
months, the presence and number of fruits (fig. 1B) were 
recorded in each treatment in order to calculate the fruit set 
(proportion of flowers that produced fruit).

It is worth mentioning that in both years some of the 
inflorescences or complete plants treated were removed by 
people from the local community, leaving the number of 
treated flowers (n) as detailed in table 1.

Seed viability

In 2015, for each of the treatments, seed viability was 
determined immediately after opening the capsules. 
Observations were made with an Olympus optical 
microscope, Primo Star model, using the 40× objective 
to determine the presence/absence and characteristics of 
the embryo. The following categories were established: 1) 
empty testa, 2) seed with deformed embryo, 3) seed with 
elongated embryo, and 4) protocorm 1, with the globular 
embryo inside the testa (fig. 1C–F). It is important to state 
that some seeds were germinated in vitro (as in Ávila-Díaz 
et al. 2009), corroborating the fact that categories 1 and 2 
were non-viable seeds, while categories 3 and 4 were viable. 
A hundred seeds from each of 15 capsules were observed 
under the microscope: 8 capsules from cross-pollination, 4 
from self-pollination, and 3 from open-pollination.

Data analysis

To determine the differences between the treatments in terms 
of fruit production, a Chi square test was performed. The 
variation factor was pollination treatment and the response 
variable was the fruit production. The response variable had 
a binomial distribution and an associated function of Logit 
type was used. To determine differences in seed viability, 
a Chi square test was performed using the frequency data 
of the seed viability categories. The variation factor was 
pollination treatment and the response variable was the seed 
viability. 

RESULTS

Pollination treatments and fruit production

Rhynchostele cervantesii in the study site, during the years 
2014 and 2015, produced between 1 and 5 flowers per 
inflorescence and on average 2.75 flowers per individual. It 
was observed that once the flowers open, they are receptive 
for approximately 15 days. No floral visitors were observed.

The fruit set values were: for spontaneous-self-
pollination and emasculation 0%, and for cross-pollination 
54.5% and 30.8% for 2014 and 2015 respectively (table 1). 
Significant differences were recorded between treatments (ꭓ2 
= 37.70; d.f. = 4; p = 0.0001), taking both years into account. 
When each year was analysed separately, the same pattern 
was observed, with significant differences in the treatments 
of both 2014 (ꭓ2 = 28.27; d.f. = 4; p = 0.0001) and 2015 (ꭓ2 = 
19.52; d.f. = 4; p = 0.0006), in which higher fruit production 
was found with cross-pollination than with self-pollination 
and open-pollination (table 1).

Seed viability

There were significant differences (ꭓ2 = 110.36; d.f. = 6; p 
= 1.72 × 10-21) in the seed viability categories of the fruits 
from different pollination treatments. The seeds from open-
pollination and cross-pollination had greater viability 
compared to those from self-pollination (fig. 2). Raw data 
is provided as supplementary file (https://doi.org/10.5281/
zenodo.4064918). 

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4064918
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4064918
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DISCUSSION

Most orchids require external pollinating agents to achieve 
sexual reproduction (Dressler 1981; Tremblay et al. 2005). 
This is also the case for R. cervantesii, as no fruit production 
was observed with the treatment of spontaneous-self-
pollination. Similar results have been observed in Liparis 
makinoana Schltr. (Soo et al. 2001), Laelia speciosa (Kunth) 
Schltr. (Ávila-Díaz & Oyama 2007), Gomesa bifolia 
(Sims) M.W.Chase & N.H.Williams (Torretta et al. 2011), 
Prosthechea vespa (Vell.) W.E.Higgins and Cattleya luteola 
Lindl. (Quiroga et al. 2010), Prosthechea aff. karwinskii 
(Mart.) J.M.H.Shaw (Camacho-Domínguez & Ávila-Díaz 
2010), Cuitlauzina pendula Lex. (Pérez-Decelis et al. 2013), 
and representatives of the main Pleurothallidinae clades (22 

species of 8 genera) (Borba et al. 2011). Brassavola cebolleta 
Rchb.f. also did not present fruit production in spontaneous 
self-pollination treatments or in agamospermia, indicating 
that it too requires pollinators for sexual reproduction, and 
apomixis is not observed, as it is in R. cervantesii (Rech 
et al. 2010). Some studies do report results that contrast 
with those of the present study, such as the ones on Laelia 
undulata (Lindl.) L.O.Williams (Quiroga et al. 2010, as 
“Schomburgkia undulata”), Spiranthes × hongkongensis 
S.Y.Hu & Barretto, Eulophia graminea Lindl. (Sun 1997), 
and Pleurothallis ruscifolia (Jacq.) R.Br. (CaraDonna & 
Ackerman 2012), which are reported to not be dependent on 
pollinators for sexual reproduction.

Rhynchostele cervantesii is limited by pollination since 
under the cross-pollination treatment, a greater amount of 

Figure 2 – Seed viability categories obtained for Rhynchostele cervantesii from capsules produced by different pollination treatments. 
1: Empty testa (non-viable seeds), 2: Seed with deformed embryo (non-viable seeds), 3: Seed with elongated embryo (viable seeds), 4: 
Protocorm 1, with the globular embryo inside the testa (viable seeds).

Treatment
n Number of fruits Fruit set (%)

2014 2015 2014 2015 2014 2015

Spontaneous autogamy 15 26 0 0 0 0

Emasculation 2 24 0 0 0 0

Self pollination 39 22 7 3 18b 14b

Cross pollination 33 26 18 8 54.5a 30.8a

Open pollination 59 26 8 4 13.6b 15.4b

Table 1 – Production of fruits of Rhynchostele cervantesii in 2014 and 2015, under different pollination treatments, in the Tenderio area 
belonging to Indigenous Community, Santiago Tingambato, Michoacan, Mexico. Letters in superscript denote significant differences 
between the pairs of comparisons.
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fruit was produced in comparison to the open-pollination 
treatment. The species is similar in this respect to Laelia 
speciosa (Ávila-Díaz & Oyama 2007), Prosthechea aff. 
karwinskii (Camacho-Domínguez & Ávila-Díaz 2010), 
Cuitlauzina pendula (Pérez-Decelis et al. 2013), Cattleya 
luteola, Xylobium variegatum (Ruiz & Pav.) Garay & 
Dunst. (Quiroga et al. 2010), as well as the terrestrial 
species Cypripedium bardolphianum W.W.Sm. & Farrer, C. 
tibeticum King ex Rolfe, C. flavum P.F.Hunt & Summerh., 
Phaius delavayi (Finet) P.J.Cribb & Perner, and Ponerorchis 
chusua (D.Don) Soó, where species with a single flower and 
species with multiple flowers were compared, observing in 
both cases pollen limitation, recording significantly higher in 
species with a single flower (Sun et al. 2018). In contrast, 
Brassavola cebolleta, regardless of being pollinator-
dependent, does not present pollen limitation (Rech et 
al. 2010). Pollen limitation may be of great importance 
for evolutionary or ecological processes. In particular, in 
our rapidly changing world, variation in the pollination 
environment will probably alter the population dynamics and 
future evolutionary potential of many plant species (Knight 
et al. 2005).

For the years 2014 and 2015, greater fruit production 
was observed in the R. cervantesii cross-pollination 
treatments, while a lower percentage was recorded in fruit 
production from self-pollination. Our results are similar to 
those obtained for Laelia speciosa (Ávila-Díaz & Oyama 
2007), Cattleya luteola and Prosthechea vespa (Quiroga et 
al. 2010), and representatives of Pleurothallidinae (21 of 
the 22 species studied) (Borba et al. 2011), presenting high 
values of fruit production from cross-pollination treatments 
that were significantly greater than those produced by self-
pollination. The ability to obtain fruits with both types of 
pollination (self-pollination and cross-pollination) in the 
same species can be an advantage to ensure the production 
of progeny under adverse environmental conditions or 
in colonization events, when availability is variable, of 
pollinators and/or reproductive couples (Vogler & Kalisz 
2001; Kalisz et al. 2004; Haleigh & Wagner 2018). High 
values ​​of exogamy as found here for R. cervantesii, similar 
to that reported for Laelia speciosa (Ávila-Díaz & Oyama 
2007), predominate in many species pollinated by animals, 
considering that the unpredictability of pollinators could be a 
pressure of selection to obtain the ability to self-pollinate and 
also to have cross-pollination (Vogler & Kalisz 2001).

In contrast, the fruit production of Laelia undulata is 
reported from spontaneous-self-pollination, as well as from 
self-pollination, while in the natural pollination and cross-
pollination treatments, no fruit production was recorded 
(Quiroga et al. 2010). In some terrestrial species, such as 
Goodyera procera (Ker Gawl.) Hook., a high percentage 
of fruit production was reported in all treatments (self-
pollination, geitonogamy, and cross-pollination treatments; 
92%, 94%, and 95%, respectively) (Wong & Sun 1999), and 
similar results are found for Dactylorhiza maculata (L.) Soó 
(Vallius 2000).

The percentage values of fruit production in the open-
pollination treatment of R. cervantesii were 13.6% and 15.4% 
for 2014 and 2015 respectively. This suggests that the species 
has relatively high levels of female reproductive success, 

compared to other tropical epiphytic orchids. These results 
were similar to those reported for Comparettia falcata Poepp. 
& Endl., presenting a fruit set of 17.1% in 1989, 13.1% and 
12.1% in 1991, and 11.8% and 10.6% in 1992 (Ackerman 
et al. 1994). On the other hand, intermediate fruit set values 
have been reported for Bulbophyllum humblotii Rolfe, 
with values of 8% (Gamisch et al. 2014), Trichocentrum 
ascendens (Lindl.) M.W.Chase & N.H.Williams Oncidium 
ascendens Lindl. with 3.1–6.8% (Parra-Tabla et al. 2000, as 
“Oncidium ascendens”), and Brassavola cebolleta with 6.1% 
(Rech et al. 2010). For Prosthechea aff. karwinskii, a fruit set 
of 2.5% was recorded (Camacho-Domínguez & Ávila-Díaz 
2010), while Cuitlauzina pendula presented a fruit set of 
3.2% (Pérez-Decelis et al. 2013), and Bulbophyllum elliotii 
Rolfe presented 2% (Gamisch et al. 2014, as “Bulbophyllum 
malawiense”). For Gomesa bifolia, no fruit production 
was recorded in plants that were not subjected to manual 
treatment (Torretta et al. 2011). Tremblay et al. (2005) 
reported that the majority of orchid species present low fruit 
sets, however, species distributed in temperate zones present 
much higher fruit production than tropical species, as R. 
cervantesii.

With respect to species of terrestrial orchids, for example 
in Eulophia graminea Lindl., a relatively high value of fruit 
set (15%) was recorded (Sun 1997, as “Eulophia sinensis”), 
while for Liparis kumokiri F.Maek. fruit set values of 
10.2–12.2% were recorded in the years 1999 and 2000 
(Soo et al. 2001). Moreover, very high fruit set values have 
been reported in other species of terrestrial orchids, such 
as Spiranthes × hongkongensis and Zeuxine strateumatica 
(L.) Schltr. that each produced an approximate value of 
100% (Sun 1997), while a 61% fruit set was recorded for 
Dactylorhiza sambucina (L.) Soó (Gigord et al. 2001). In 
contrast, low fruit set values have been reported for Liparis 
makinoana, at 0.1% and 0.2% (Soo et al. 2001).

In R. cervantesii, given the dependence on pollinators 
for sexual reproduction and the limitation of pollination, 
it is considered essential, within the strategies for their 
conservation, to include comprehensive habitat care, taking 
into account the complex interactions with pollinators, as is 
suggested by Fay et al. (2015). In this way, it is extremely 
important not to affect the diversity, abundance or activity of 
pollinators to favour a greater number of seeds and with this 
a probably greater recruitment.

Rhynchostele cervantesii presented greater seed 
viability in the fruits from open-pollination and cross-
pollination treatments, while lower viability was presented 
in seeds from the self-pollination treatment. Similar results 
have been reported for the most representative species of 
Pleurothallidinae (22 species of 8 genera) where, in most 
of the species, greater viability was recorded in cross-
pollination than in self-pollination treatments (Borba et al. 
2011). 

Considering the R. cervantesii seed viability values from 
the different pollination treatments, there was no difference 
between the viability from the cross-pollination and open-
pollination treatments. However, when considering the 
established categories for R. cervantesii and taking the 
developmental stage into account, greater development was 
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presented (globular embryos or protocorms) in the seeds 
from open-pollination than in those from cross-pollination 
(elongated embryos, before being protocorms). This is 
similar to what is reported for Laelia speciosa, where no 
differences in viability evaluated by the presence of an 
embryo were found between seeds from open-pollination and 
cross-pollination, but once germinated, greater germination 
and development was observed from the seeds produced by 
open-pollination than those produced by cross-pollination 
(Ávila-Díaz & Oyama 2007). This differs from that reported 
in Brassavola cebolleta, where seed viability presented 
lower percentages in capsules from open-pollination 
treatments than in those from cross-pollination (Rech et al. 
2010). On the other hand, Cuitlauzina pendula presented its 
highest seed viability percentages in the open-pollination 
treatment, followed by the cross-pollination treatment, 
while no viability through the presence of an embryo was 
recorded in the self-pollination treatment (Pérez-Decelis et 
al. 2013). In contrast, for the terrestrial orchid Caladenia 
capillata D.L.Jones (Peakall & Beattie 1996, as “Caladenia 
tentaculata”), no differences were recorded in the viability 
of seeds produced by cross-pollination and self-pollination 
treatments (Peakall & Beattie 1996).

With the generated data, it is considered that it is possible 
to increase both the production of fruits and the seed viability 
through cross-pollination treatments and thus enable the 
large-scale ex situ reproduction of R. cervantesii plants to 
make sustainable use and lower the collection pressure that 
is exerted on the natural populations. On the other hand, for 
in situ management, it is suggested to implement strategies 
to promote natural pollinators to protect this species and the 
recovery of natural populations.

SUPPLEMENTARY FILE

Supplementary file 1 – Raw data of seed viability categories 
of Rhynchostele cervantesii produced by different pollination 
treatments.
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4064918

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This study was funded by the Scientific Research 
Coordination (CIC) of the UMSNH through the project 
Biología de la Conservación de Orquídeas Michoacanas, 
for which Irene Avila Díaz is responsible. The authors thank 
Prof. Leonel Villanueva Camacho for his help in collecting 
data from the site, Tonatiuh Gutiérrez Z. for improvement of 
figure 1, and UMSNH for the support granted for the revision 
of English.

REFERENCES

Ackerman J.D., Rodriguez-Robles J.A. & Melendez E.J. 1994. A 
meager nectar offering by an epiphytic orchid is better than 
nothing. Biotropica 26(1): 44–49. 
https://doi.org/10.2307/2389109

Ávila-Díaz I. & Oyama K. 2007. Conservation genetics of 
an endemic and endangered epiphytic Laelia speciosa 
(Orchidaceae). American Journal of Botany 94(2): 184–193. 
https://doi.org/10.3732/ajb.94.2.184

Ávila-Díaz I., Oyama K., Gómez-Alonso C. & Salgado-Garciglia 
R. 2009. In vitro propagation of the endangered orchid Laelia 
speciosa. Plant Cell, Tissue and Organ Culture 99(3): 335–343. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11240-009-9609-8

Borba E.L., Barbosa A.R., Cabral de Melo M., Gontijo S.L. 
& Ornellas de Oliveira H.E. 2011. Mating systems in the 
Pleurothallidinae (Orchidaceae): evolutionary and systematic 
implications. Lankesteriana 11(3): 207–221. 
https://doi.org/10.15517/lank.v11i3.18275

Bawa K.S. & Beach J.H. 1981. Evolution of sexual systems in 
flowering plants. Annals of the Missouri Botanical Garden 
68(2): 254–274. https://doi.org/10.2307/2398798

Camacho-Domínguez E. & Ávila-Díaz I. 2010. Mating system 
and female reproductive success of the endemic, epiphytic 
Prosthechea aff. karwinskii (Orchidaceae). Lankesteriana 
11(3): 366. https://doi.org/10.15517/lank.v11i3.18300

CaraDonna P.J. & Ackerman J.D. 2012. Reproductive assurance 
for a rewardless epiphytic orchid in Puerto Rico: Pleurothallis 
ruscifolia (Orchidaceae, Pleurothallidinae). Caribbean Journal 
of Science 46(2–3): 249–257. 
https://doi.org/10.18475/cjos.v46i2.a13

CONABIO 2019. Enciclovida. Mexico, Comisión Nacional para el 
Conocimiento y Uso de la Biodiversidad. Available from 
http://enciclovida.mx/ [accessed 27 Jun. 2019].

De la Torre Llorente D. 2018. Conservation status of the family 
Orchidaceae in Spain based on European, national, and regional 
catalogues of protected species. The Scientific World Journal 
2018: 7958689. https://doi.org/10.1155/2018/7958689

Domínguez Gil I. 2015. Listado y caracterización ecológica de 
las orquídeas epifitas del predio de Tenderio, de la comunidad 
Indígena de Santiago Tingambato, Michoacán, México. 
Licentiate thesis, Universidad Michoacana de San Nicolás de 
Hidalgo, Morelia, Michoacán, Mexico.

Dressler R.L. 1981. The orchids: natural history and classification. 
Harvard University Press, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 

Espejo S.A., García C.J., López F.A.R., Jiménez-Machorro R. & 
Sánchez-Saldaña L. 2002. Orquídeas del Estado de Morelos. 
First edition. Asociación Mexicana de Orquideología, Mexico. 

Fay M.F., Pailler T. & Dixon K.W. 2015. Orchid conservation: 
making the links. Annals of Botany 116(3): 377–379. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcv142

Gamisch A., Fischer G.A. & Comes H.P. 2014. Recurrent 
polymorphic mating type variation in Madagascan 
Bulbophyllum species (Orchidaceae) exemplifies a high 
incidence of auto-pollination in tropical orchids. Botanical 
Journal of the Linnean Society 175(2): 242–258. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/boj.12168

Gigord L.D.B., Macnair M.R. & Smithson A. 2001. Negative 
frequency-dependent selection maintains a dramatic flower 
color polymorphism in the rewardless orchid Dactylorhiza 
sambucina (L.) Soo. Proceedings of the National Academy of 
Sciences of the United States of America 98(11): 6253–6255. 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.111162598

Hágsater E., Soto-Arenas M.A., Salazar-Chávez G.A., Jiménez-
Machorro J., López-Rosas M.A. & Dressler R.L. 2005. Las 
orquídeas de México. Instituto Chinoín, Mexico.

Haleigh R. & Wagner V. 2018. Orchid pollination biology.  
Environmental Horticulture Department, UF/IFAS Extension, 
document ENH1260. Available from 
https://edis.ifas.ufl.edu/ep521 [accessed 28 Sep. 2020].

INEGI 2005. Serie III. Mapa de tipos de vegetación. Aguascalientes, 
Instituto de Estadística Geografía e Informática. Available from 

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4064918
https://doi.org/10.2307/2389109
https://doi.org/10.3732/ajb.94.2.184
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11240-009-9609-8
https://doi.org/10.15517/lank.v11i3.18275
https://doi.org/10.2307/2398798
https://doi.org/10.15517/lank.v11i3.18300
https://doi.org/10.18475/cjos.v46i2.a13
http://enciclovida.mx/
https://doi.org/10.1155/2018/7958689
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcv142
https://doi.org/10.1111/boj.12168
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.111162598
https://edis.ifas.ufl.edu/ep521


62

Pl. Ecol. Evol. 154 (1), 2021

https://www.inegi.org.mx/temas/usosuelo/ [accessed 13 Jul. 
2017].

Johnson S.D., Steiner K.E., Whitehead V.B. & Vogelpoel L. 1998. 
Pollination ecology and maintenance of species integrity 
in co-occurring Disa racemosa L. f. and Disa venosa Sw. 
(Orchidaceae) in South Africa. Annals of the Missouri Botanical 
Garden 85: 231–241.

Kalisz S., Vogler D.W. & Hanley K.M. 2004. Context-dependent 
autonomous self-fertilization yields reproductive assurance and 
mixed mating. Nature 430(7002): 884–887. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02776

Knight T.M., Steets J.A., Vamosi J.C., Mazer S.J., Burd M., 
Campbell D.R., Dudash M.R., Johnston M.O., Mitchell R.J. 
& Ashman T.-L. 2005. Pollen limitation of plant reproduction: 
pattern and process. Annual Review of Ecology, Evolution and 
Systematics 36(1): 467–497. 
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.36.102403.115320

Parra-Tabla V., Vargas C.F., Magaña-Rueda S. & Navarro J. 2000. 
Female and male pollination success of Oncidium ascendens 
Lindey (Orchidaceae) in two contrasting habitat patches: forest 
vs agricultural field. Biological Conservation 94(3): 335–340. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0006-3207(99)00187-1

Peakall R. & Beattie A.J. 1996. Ecological and genetic 
consequences of pollination by sexual deception in the orchid 
Caladenia tentactulata. Evolution 50(6): 2207–2220. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.1996.tb03611.x

Pérez-Decelis V.A., Gómez-Alonso C. & Ávila-Díaz I. 2013. 
Distribution patterns of Cuitlauzina pendula La Llave & 
Lex (Orchidaceae) over its phorophytes at the ‘Barranca de 
Cupatitzio’ National Park, in Uruapan, Michoacán, México. 
Lankesteriana 13(1–2): 145. 
https://doi.org/10.15517/lank.v0i0.11611

Quiroga D., Martínez M. & Larrea-Alcázar D.M. 2010. Pollination 
systems of five species of orchids growing under greenhouse 
conditions. Ecología en Bolivia 45(2): 131–137.

Rech A.R., Jorge L.R., Ollerton J. & Sazima M. 2018. Pollinator 
availability, mating system and variation in flower morphology 
in a tropical savanna tree. Acta Botanica Brasilica 32(3): 462–
472. https://doi.org/10.1590/0102-33062018abb0220

Rech A.R., Rosa Y.B.C.J. & Manente-Balestieri F.C.L. 2010. 
Aspects of the reproductive biology of Brassavola cebolleta 
Rchb.f. (Orchidaceae). Acta Scientiarum. Biological Sciences. 
Maringá 32(4): 335–341. 
https://doi.org/10.4025/actascibiolsci.v32i4.7148

SEMARNAT 2010. NORMA Oficial Mexicana NOM-059-
SEMARNAT-201, Protección ambiental-Especies nativas 
de México de flora y fauna silvestres-Categorías de 
riesgo y especificaciones para su inclusión, exclusión o 
cambio-Lista de especies en riesgo. Secretaría del Medio 
Ambiente y Recursos Naturales, Mexico. Available from 
http: / /www.profepa.gob.mx/innovaportal /f i le/435/1/
NOM_059_SEMARNAT_2010.pdf [accessed 13 Oct. 2020]. 

Soo O.G., Chung M.Y., Chung S.G. & Chung M.G. 2001. 
Contrasting breeding systems: Liparis Kumokiri and L. 

makinoana (Orchidaceae). Annales Botanici Fennici 38(4): 
281–284. https://www.jstor.org/stable/23726703

Soto-Arenas M.A. & Solano-Gómez. A.R. 2007. Ficha técnica 
de Rhynchostele cervantesii. In: Soto-Arenas M.A. (ed.) 
Información actualizada sobre las especies de orquídeas del 
PROY-NOM-059-ECOL-2000. Instituto Chinoín & Herbario 
de la Asociación Mexicana de Orquideología, Mexico. Bases 
de datos SNIB-CONABIO. Proyecto No. W029. Available 
from http://www.conabio.gob.mx/conocimiento/ise/fichasnom/
Rhynchostelecervantesii00.pdf [accessed 28 Sep. 2020].

Sun M. 1997. Genetic diversity in three colonizing orchids with 
contrasting mating systems. American Journal of Botany 84(2): 
224–232. https://doi.org/10.2307/2446084

Sun H.-Q., Huang B.-Q., Yu X.-H., Tian C.-B., Peng Q.-X. & An  
D.-J. 2018. Pollen limitation, reproductive success and 
flowering frequency in single-flowered plants. Journal of 
Ecology 106(1): 19–30.
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.12834

Téllez-Velasco M.A.A. 2011. Análisis del diagnóstico de la familia 
Orchidaceae en México. Universidad Autónoma de Chapingo, 
Mexico. Available from https://www.gob.mx/cms/uploads/
attachment/file/225080/Analisis_del_diagnostico_de_la_
familia_orchidaceae_en_mexico.pdf [accessed 28 Sep. 2020].

The Plant List 2013. The Plant List version 1.1. Available from 
http://www.theplantlist.org/ [accessed 3 Oct. 2020].

Torretta J.P., Gomiz N.E., Aliscioni S.S. & Bello M.E. 2011. 
Biología reproductiva de Gomesa bifolia (Orchidaceae, 
Cymbidieae, Oncidiinae). Darwiniana 49(1): 16–24. 
https://www.jstor.org/stable/23230231

Tremblay R.L., Ackerman J.D., Zimmerman J.K. & Calvo 
R.N. 2005. Variation in sexual reproduction in orchids and 
its evolutionary consequences: a spasmodic journey to 
diversification. Biological Journal of the Linnean Society 84(1): 
1–54. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8312.2004.00400.x

Tropicos 2019. Tropicos database. St Louis, Missouri Botanical 
Garden. Available from https://www.tropicos.org/ [accessed 27 
Jun. 2019].

Vallius E. 2000. Position-dependent reproductive success of flowers 
in Dactylorhiza maculata (Orchidaceae). Functional Ecology 
14(5): 573–579. 
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2435.2000.t01-1-00450.x

Vogler D.W. & Kalisz S. 2001. Sex among the flowers: the 
distribution of plant mating systems. Evolution 55(1): 202–204. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0014-3820.2001.tb01285.x

Wong K.C. & Sun M. 1999. Reproductive biology and conservation 
genetics of Goodyera procera (Orchidaceae). American Journal 
of Botany 86(10): 1406–1413. https://doi.org/10.2307/2656923

Communicating editor: Tariq Stévart.

Submission date: 27 Oct. 2018
Acceptance date: 28 Sep. 2020
Publication date: 23 Mar. 2021

https://www.inegi.org.mx/temas/usosuelo/
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02776
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.36.102403.115320
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0006-3207(99)00187-1
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1558-5646.1996.tb03611.x
https://doi.org/10.15517/lank.v0i0.11611
https://doi.org/10.1590/0102-33062018abb0220
https://doi.org/10.4025/actascibiolsci.v32i4.7148
http://www.profepa.gob.mx/innovaportal/file/435/1/NOM_059_SEMARNAT_2010.pdf
http://www.profepa.gob.mx/innovaportal/file/435/1/NOM_059_SEMARNAT_2010.pdf
https://www.jstor.org/stable/23726703
http://www.conabio.gob.mx/conocimiento/ise/fichasnom/Rhynchostelecervantesii00.pdf
http://www.conabio.gob.mx/conocimiento/ise/fichasnom/Rhynchostelecervantesii00.pdf
https://doi.org/10.2307/2446084
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.12834
https://www.gob.mx/cms/uploads/attachment/file/225080/Analisis_del_diagnostico_de_la_familia_orchidaceae_en_mexico.pdf
https://www.gob.mx/cms/uploads/attachment/file/225080/Analisis_del_diagnostico_de_la_familia_orchidaceae_en_mexico.pdf
https://www.gob.mx/cms/uploads/attachment/file/225080/Analisis_del_diagnostico_de_la_familia_orchidaceae_en_mexico.pdf
http://www.theplantlist.org/
https://www.jstor.org/stable/23230231
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8312.2004.00400.x
https://www.tropicos.org/
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2435.2000.t01-1-00450.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0014-3820.2001.tb01285.x
https://doi.org/10.2307/2656923

