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Figure 5.7. Global map of Lodgepole pine (Pinus contorta) distribution 

The geospatial distribution Lodgepole pine (Pinus contorta) was represented by a grey 

square on this global map.  

 

 

 

Figure 5.8. Global map of Cuban pine (Pinus cubensis) distribution 

The geospatial distribution Cuban pine (Pinus cubensis) was represented by a grey circle 

on this global map.  
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Figure 5.9. Global map of Jeffrey pine (Pinus jeffreyi) distribution 

The geospatial distribution Jeffrey pine (Pinus jeffreyi) was represented by a white 

diamond on this global map.  

 

 

 

Figure 5.10. Global map of Korean pine (Pinus koraiensis) distribution 

The geospatial distribution Korean pine (Pinus koraiensis) was represented by a white 

square on this global map.  
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Figure 5.11. Global map of Rocky Mountain pine (Pinus scopulorum) distribution 

The geospatial distribution Rocky Mountain pine (Pinus scopulorum) was represented by 

a white circle on this global map.  

 

 

Figure 5.12. Global map of Monterey pine (Pinus radiata) distribution 

The geospatial distribution Monterey pine (Pinus radiata) was represented by a white 

pentagon on this global map.  
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Figure 5.14. Toxic concentrations of isocupressic acid detected in eight of eleven 

known abortifacient gymnosperm trees 

There were abortifacient concentrations of greater than 0.5% dry weight isocupressic acid 

(Gardner and James, 1999) in foliage specimens collected from Ponderosa pine (Pinus 

ponderosa), Common juniper (Juniperus comminus), Rocky Mountain pine (Pinus 

scopulorum), Jeffrey pine (Pinus jeffreyi), Lodgepole pine (Pinus contorta), Utah juniper 

(Juniperus osteosperma), and Western juniper (Juniperus occidentalis) trees as 

represented in Figure 5.14. Multiple features of the non-parametric data were graphically 

represented. Median, first quartile, and third quartile were identified and represented by 

the box plots. The upper and lower limits where calculated using methods for applying 

Tukey fences (1.5 multiplied by interquartile range subtracted from Q1 and added to Q3) 

and represented by whiskers. Outliers were represented by a single circle each. 

Specimens containing greater than 0.5% dry weight isocupressic acid concentration 

favors toxicity. Specimens containing less than 0.5% dry weight isocupressic acid 

concentration favors lack of toxicity. 

  


