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ABSTRACT: The Jurema, Mimosa tenuiflora, is widely used in semi-arid regions of Brazil as
a remedy for an ample variety of health problems. The extract is either applied as a salve or
ingested and is used as an analgesic or anti-inflammatory medicine. While the use of plants
in traditional medicine is common in some populations, this practice requires detailed studies
of the components of the substances used, given that even differences in dosage may have
harmful effects on a person’s health. Phytochemical studies of the compounds found in some
species of the genus Mimosa (Mimosa pudica and Mimosa rubicaulis) have indicated antioxidant,
bactericidal, and toxicological activity, depending on the dosage, although the probable mutagenic
effects are still unknown. In the present study, the possible mutagenic effects of three different
concentrations of the aqueous extract of M. tenuiflora (3.91, 15.625, and 62.5 mg/ml) were
evaluated using SMART (Somatic Mutation and Recombination Test) on the wings of two crosses
(standard and high bio-activation) of three lineages of Drosophila melanogaster — multiple wing
hairs (mwh), flare3 (flr?), and Oregon R/ fIr3 (ORR/flr?). The results indicated clear mutagenic
effects in all the concentrations tested, reflecting the complex phytochemical composition of
the aqueous extract of M. tenuiflora including compounds that may act alone or synergistically,
having direct or indirect effects on the mutagenic potential recorded in the study. A more detailed
understanding of the constituents of this plant responsible for the reactions observed in this
study will be necessary, however, before the therapeutic use of the extracts of this plant can
be regulated more reliably.

Key words: Mimosa tenuiflora, mutagenesis, recombinogenesis, phytotherapy, Drosophila
melanogaster.

RESUMO: Avaliagao mutagénica do extrato aquoso de Jurema (Mimosa tenuiflora,
Fabaceae) utilizando o Teste de Mutagdao e Recombinagao Somatica (SMART) nas asas
de Drosophila melanogaster. A Jurema, Mimosa tenuiflora, € amplamente utilizada em regides
semi-aridas do Brasil como um remédio para uma ampla variedade de problemas de saude. O
extracto é aplicado, quer como uma pomada ou ingerida, e é utilizado como um analgésico ou
medicamento anti-inflamatério. Enquanto o uso de plantas na medicina tradicional € comum
em algumas populagoes, esta pratica requer estudos detalhados sobre os componentes das
substancias utilizadas, uma vez que até mesmo as diferencas de dosagem podem ter efeitos
nocivos sobre a saude de uma pessoa. Estudos fitoquimicos dos compostos encontrados
em algumas espécies do género Mimosa (Mimosa pudica e Mimosa rubicaulis) indicaram
atividade antioxidante, bactericida, atividade toxicoldgica e, dependendo da dosagem, embora
os provaveis efeitos mutagénicos ainda sdo desconhecidos. No presente estudo, os possiveis
efeitos mutagénicos de trés diferentes concentragcdes do extrato aquoso de M. tenuiflora
(3,91, 15,625, e 62,5 mg/ml) foram avaliados usando o SMART (Somatic Mutation E Teste
Recombinagao) nas asas de duas cruzes (padréo e de alta bioativagao) de trés linhagens de
Drosophila melanogaster - varios cabelos asa (MWh), flare3 (flr3) e Oregon R/ flr3 (TRG /fIr3).

Recebido para publicagio em 08/11/2016 https://doi.org/10.70151/rte1sh51

Aceito para publicagao em 18/03/2022
Data de publicagdo em 22/03/2022
ISSN 1983-084X

© 2020 Revista Brasileira de Plantas Medicinais/Brazilian Journal of Medicinal Plants.
This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).

Sociedade Brasileira de Plantas Medicinais 2022 © | Revista Brasileira de Plantas Medicinais (2020) 22:91-98.



https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1390-7579
https://orcid.org/ 0000 0002 4845 2554
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6940-6891
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0098-7445
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1409-4744
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6870-4360
mailto:spleao51@gmail.com
http://dx.doi.org/10.1590/1983-084X/20_02_019
https://doi.org/10.70151/rte1sh51 

Os resultados indicaram efeitos mutagénicos em todas as concentragdes testadas, o que reflete
a composigao fitoquimica complexa do extrato aquoso de M. tenuiflora, incluindo compostos
que podem agir sozinhos ou em sinergia, com efeitos diretos ou indiretos sobre o potencial
mutagénico registrados no estudo. Uma compreensao mais detalhada dos componentes desta
planta responsavel pelas reagdes observadas neste estudo ira ser necessario, no entanto, antes
da utilizagao terapéutica dos extratos desta planta pode ser regulada de forma mais viavel.

Palavras-chave: Mimosa tenuiflora, mutagénese, recombinogénese, fitoterapia, Drosophila

melanogaster.

INTRODUCTION

The Jurema, Mimosa tenuiflora (Willd) Poir.
(Fabaceae, Mimosoideae), is a common plant of
the semi-arid environments of the New World and
is found throughout most of the Brazilian Northeast
(Oliveira et al. 1999). This tree is widely used by local
populations for materials such as fence posts, the
production of charcoal, and chemicals for tanning
leather (Oliveira et al. 1999; Raetsch 2005; Souza
et al. 2008; Martinez et al. 2009; Alves et al. 2018),
as well as providing forage for ruminants during the
low season (Alves et al. 2018; Camargo-Ricalde
2000). The plant is also widely used as a traditional
remedy for health problems, such as burns, lesions,
eczema, toothache, internal pain, ulcers, herpes,
acne, and parasite-related disorders (Ohsaki et al.
2006; Souza et al. 2008). This ample spectrum of
use has resulted in the jurema being known as the
“miraculous drink” by some indigenous tribes of the
Brazilian Northeast (Raetsch 2005; Souza et al.
2008; Martinez et al. 2009).

A number of constituents have been
identified, including alkaloids (5-hydroxy-tryptamin
and N,N-dimethyltriptamine), which are linked to
the use of the plant as a hallucinogen, chalcones
(cuculcanin A and cuculcanin BP), steroids,
terpenoids, and triterpenoid saponins, considered
to be responsible for the rupture of the erythrocyte
membrane, as well as phenoxycromones, which are
rare flavonoids (Oliveira et al. 2006). Experimental
studies in pregnant Wistar rates have shown as
association between the ingestion of M. tenuiflora
seeds and the occurrence of malformations in the
fetus, indicating that the plant may also have toxic,
carcinogenic, and teratogenic properties (Akinboro
and Bakare 2007; Medeiros et al. 2008; Bezerra et al.
2021), due to the presence of genotoxic substances
which generate major genetic modifications that
induce hereditary disorders, as well as triggering
cancers (Guzman-Rincén and Graf 1995).

Medicinal products can be evaluated through
studies of safety and efficacy (Romero-Jiménez et al.
2005). A number of tests can be used to assess the
mutagenic activity of certain substances, such as the
SMART (Somatic Mutation and Recombination Test),
which detects somatic mutation and recombination
(Graf et al. 1994) using mutant linages of Drosophila

melanogaster to monitor the expression of mutations
and recombination in somatic cells. This test permits
the detection of a wide range of mutations, as well as
the activity of promutagens and/or carcinogens using
lineages with a high capacity for the transformation of
certain mutagens into active metabolites (Guzman-
Rincén and Graf 1995; Idaomar et al. 2002).
This test represents a useful analytical tool that
provides important insights into the administration
of therapeutic substances in humans, as well as
contributing to the discovery of new drugs for the
treatment of specific types of disease.

The present study analyzes the mutagenic
potential of Mimosa tenuiflora based on the results
of SMART analyses, given the lack of data on
the limitations of the therapeutic properties of this
species, which impedes the systematic assessment
of its uses and applications in traditional medicine.
Specifically, the study tests the mutagenic potential
of the plant extract at different concentrations.
Jurema extract is widely used in traditional medicine
the Brazilian Northeast, although there is an urgent
need for effective proof of its properties, as well
as its safety limits. The analysis of the extracts of
M. tenuiflora based on the SMART technique will
provide important input for the development of more
reliable therapeutic procedures based on the extract
of this plant.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Collection and preparation of the M.
tenuiflora extracts

Samples of the plant’s bast were collected
at Lago de Xingdé (09°37°25” S, 37°45'24” W) in
Piranhas, a municipality in the state of Alagoas,
Brazil. A voucher specimen was deposited in the
herbarium of the Federal University of Sergipe under
catalog number ASE 13166. The samples were dried
in a stove at 37 °C with air circulation and renewal
until their complete desiccation.

The dry bast (4.828 kg) was reduced to
powder in a mincer. The aqueous extract of the
Jurema (AEJ) was extracted by decoction from 70
g of the powder. For each 10 g of the plant material,
20 ml of distilled water was added. Following vacuum
filtration, the material was evaporated on a hot plate,
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concentrated, and lyophilized, for the production of
the aqueous extract (18.75 g).

4.2 Treatment of the D. melanogaster
larvae

Three D. melanogaster lineages (Lindsley
and Zimm, 1992) were used in the present study:
(1) multiple wing hairs (mwh): mwh/mwh; (2) flare-3
(fir/In (BLR) TMS3, ripr sep 1(3)89Aabx3* and Bds, and
(3) ORR, flare-3 (ORR/ORR; fIr/In (3LR)TMS3, ripr
sep 1(3)89Aabxs and Bds). The specimens were
kept in 500 ml glass containers with Drosophila
growth medium (820 ml of water, 25 g of yeast, 11
g of agar, 150 g of banana, and 1 g of ethylparaben
as a fungicide).

For the experiments described here, two
types of crosses were conducted. One was a
standard (ST) cross between virgin flare-3 females
and mwh males, and the other, a high bio-activation
(HB) cross between virgin ORR flare-3 females and
mwh males (Graf et al. 1996). The eggs produced by
both crosses were collected over an 8-hour period in
flasks containing a solid agar base (3% agar in water)
and a layer of yeast supplemented with saccharose.
After 72 + 4 h, the third-stage larvae were washed
under running tap water and distilled water using
a thin-meshed sieve before being transferred to
smaller recipients containing 1.5 g of alternative
culture medium (Yoki® instantaneous mashed potato)
and 5 ml of one of the concentrations of the aqueous
extract of M. tenuiflora (3.91, 15.625, and 62.5 mg/
ml). The 62.5 mg/ml concentration was defined
based on parameters found in the literature on
experimental trials of plant extracts using the SMART
technique. The two other concentrations were
determined as quarter fractions of the maximum
value. The positive control for the experiment was
prepared with urethane (ethyl carbamate, Sigma-
Aldriche) at 0.891 mg/ml, while the negative control
consisted of ultrapure water (Ultrapure Water
Systems — Sartorius® 611). The chronic treatment
was run for a period of approximately 48 hours.

Preparation of the slides and analysis of
the specimens

The adults produced by the two crosses
(ST and HB) of the marked trans-heterozygotic
genotypes — MH (mwh +/ + flr) — and the balanced
heterozygotes — BH (mwh + /+ TM3, BdS) — were
collected and conserved in 70% ethanol. The wings
of the MH flies were extracted carefully using a
stereomicroscope and entomological tweezers and
fixed in Faure’s solution (30 g gum arabic, 20 ml
glycerol, 50 g chloral hydrate, and 50 ml water) on
glass slides. The wings of five pairs of flies were
mounted on each slide, with a total of six slides for
each concentration. In addition to the positive and
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negative controls, slides were also mounted for
the concentrations at which the BH descendants
returned positive results. The wing hairs were
analyzed and the number of mutant spots of different
types (type of cell and the size of the spots, that
is, the quantity of mutant cells in each spot) was
quantified.

Statistical analysis of the data

A two-tailed x? test with a significance level
of a = 3 = 0.05, following Frei and Wirgler (1988),
was used to compare the frequencies recorded in
the experimental groups with those of the respective
controls. The genetic recombination activity was
evaluated from the frequency of induction of clones
per 105 cells, where the frequency of mutation (F,,)
= frequency of BH clones/frequency of MH clones;
the frequency of recombination (F.) = 1 - F,,, and the
total frequency of spots (F,) = total number of spot
on MH flies (considering mwh and flrrspots)/number
of flies. Mutation = F, x F,, recombination = F, x F,
(Santos et al. 1999; Sinigaglia et al. 2006).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Tables 1 and 2 summarize the results for the
standard (ST) and high bioactivation (HB) crosses,
respectively, following the chronic treatment of
the larvae with the different concentrations of the
aqueous extract of jurema, or AEJ (3.91, 15.625,
and 62.5 mg/ml), ultrapure water (negative control),
and urethane (positive control). The positive and
negative controls were tested simultaneously with
the other treatments. The frequency of mutant spots
(small simple, large simple, and double) and the total
number of spots are presented for both lineages,
i.e., the marked heterozygotes (MH), with smooth
wings, and the balanced heterozygotes (BH), with
serrated wings. The results were compared with the
negative control.

Table 1 shows the frequency of mutant spots
recorded in the analysis of the MH and BH progenies
of the ST cross. In the MH individuals, a significant
increase in the frequency of small simple spots and
the overall number of spots were recorded at the
15.625 and 62.5 mg/ml concentrations in comparison
with the negative control. The number of spots
increased systematically with the concentration of
the extract. For the descendants of the HB cross
treated with AEJ (Table 2), an increase in the
frequency of both types of spot can also be observed
at the lower concentrations (3.91 and 15.625 mg/ml).
This may reflect cytotoxic effects in the larvae, where
the few surviving individuals were unaffected. This
indicates that the AEJ has mutagenic effects which
are dependent on metabolic activation.

In the case of treatment with URE, a
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significant (P < 0.05) increase was found in the
frequency of small simple spots and the total number
of spots in the MH descendants of the ST cross,
in comparison with the negative control (ultrapure
water). A significant increase was also recorded in
the frequency of spots of all types (large and small
simple, and twin) and the total number of spots.
In the case of the HB cross treated with URE,
higher frequencies of mutant spots were recorded
in comparison with the ST cross. This is due to
the metabolic activation of the URE by the P450
enzymatic system (Frélich and Wargler 1990; Graf
and Van Schaik 1992; Abraham and Graf 1996;
Dogan et al. 2005). A similar pattern was recorded
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in the group treated with AEJ.

Graf et al. (1984; 1996; 1998), Spand¢ et al.
(2001), recorded a systematic relationship between
the timing of the induction of a given genetic mutation
in somatic cells and the size of the resulting spot.
In the late development phase, the cells of the
imaginal discs of the wings of D. melanogaster may
be affected by mutations that favor the development
of small spots, as observed in the MH individuals in
the present study.

The sum of the evidence indicates clearly
that the AEJ has mutagenic effects. As this extract
is made up of a complex set of components
(Nascimento et al. 2013), it seems reasonable to

Table 1- Frequency of mutant spots recorded in the progeny of the standard (ST) crosses. subdivided into marked
(MH - mwh/firs) and balanced (BH - mwh/TM3) heterozygotes, after different concentrations (0; 3.91; 15.625; 62.5 mg/
ml) de M. tenuiflora.

Spot for fly (number of spots) statistical diagnosis*

Genotypes Total
7 Number Small L t Twi R binati
ma arge spo win ecombination
and Conc. of fly . 9¢ sp Total Spots mwhe
) single spots cells Spots
Indiv. o
EAJ URE (N) (1-2célsp  (>2 céls) Clones (%)
(mg/ml)  (mg/ml) m=2 m=5 m=5 m=2 (n)
mwh/flrs
0 0 60 027 (16) 0.00 (00) 0.00 (00) 027 (16) 14
0.891 60 178 (107) + 010 (06) + 0.00 (00) i 1.88 (113) + 102
0 13.83%
501 0 60 037 (22) i 003 (02) i 002 (01) i 042 (25 i 18
0 60 050 (30) + 0.03 (02) i 0.00 (00) i 053 (32) + 30
15.625 3.77%
0 60 050 (30) + 0.02 (01) i 000 (00) i 052 (31) + 26
62.5 19.23%
mwh/TM3
0 0 60 028 (17) 0.00 (00) 028 (17) 17
0.891 60 152 (91) + 010 (06) + d 162 (97) + 97
60 052 (31) + 003 (02) i 055 (33) + 33
15.625
625 60 058 (35) + 0.03 (02) i 062 (37) + 37

Statistical diagnosis based on Frei and Wirgler (1988): +. positive; -. negative; i. inconclusive. m = multiplication factor for the evaluation of
significantly negative results (significance level: a = b = 0.05). ®Includes rare simple fir3 spots. <Considering the mwh clones for the simple mwh
spots and the double spots.
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Table 2- Frequency of mutant spots found in the progeny of the high bio-activation (HB) crosses, subdivided into
marked (MH - mwh/fir?) and balanced (BH - mwh/TM3) heterozygotes, after different concentrations (0; 3.91; 15.625;
62.5 mg/ml) de M. tenuiflora.

Number Spot for fly (number of spots) statistical diagnosis* Total
Genotypes ¢ spot
o
MSP MSG MG
and Conc. flies ™ Recombination
(1-2 céls)e (>2 céls)e mwhe
EAJ (mg/ (gl (N)
m 1)
ml) g m=5 m=2 (n) (%)
ml) m=2 m=5
mwh/flre
0 0 60 0.58 (35) 0.05 (03) 0.00 (00) 0.63 (28) 26
0 0.891 60 450 (270) + 042 (25) + 0.08 (05) + 4.98 (299) + 232 56.42%
3.91 0 60 128 (77) + 0.07 (04) i 0.02 (01) i 137 (82) + 77 2.91%
15.625 0 60 122 (73) + 0.10 (06) i 0.00 (00) i 132 (79) + 64 37.87%
62.5 0 60 042 (25) - 0.07 (04) i 0.03 (02) i 052 (31) - 27
mwh/TM3
0 60 0.55 (33) 0.05 (03) 0.60 (36) 36
0 0.891 60 213 (128) + 0.03 (02) i d 217 (130) + 130
3.91 0 60 130 (78) + 0.03 (02) i 1.33 (80) + 80
15.625 0 60 0.82 (49) + 0.00 (00) - 082 (49) i 49

aStatistical diagnosis based on Frei and Wurgler (1988): +. positive; -. negative; i. inconclusive. m = multiplication factor for the evaluation of
significantly negative results (significance level: a = b = 0.05). *Includes rare simple fIr3 spots. Considering the mwh clones for the simple mwh
spots and the double spots.

conclude that some of these constituents are more
closely related to the mutagenic effects observed in
the experimental trials than others.

Comparing the results obtained for the MH
and BH descendants, differences were found in
the frequency of mutant spots following the URE
treatment in the ST and HB crosses. This difference
is equivalent to the somatic rate of recombination,
given that the development of cells that have suffered
recombination is impeded in the BH descendants
due to the presence of the balancing TM:Bds
chromosome, which contains multiple inversions.
Tables 1 and 2 also show the recombination rates
for the total number of spots in the two treatments.

The analysis of recombination is of
considerable importance, because it reveals the strict
correlation between carcinogenesis and genetic
mutations and homologous recombination. Some
of these genetic alterations may indicate a potential
for carcinogenesis, although it seems more likely

that that they are involved in secondary stages of
the process in which recessive oncogenic mutations
are revealed (Bishop and Schiestl 2002).

No reduction in the frequency of mutant
spots was found in the MH and BH descendants
equivalent to the recombination rate in the ST
crosses treated with AEJ, which presented positive
results. No analysis was necessary in the cases of
the BH descendants of the ST cross treated with AEJ
at 3.91 mg/ml, and those of the HB cross treated at
62.5 mg/ml, given the lack of positive results.

Extracts are complex mixtures of compounds
with a wide range of chemical constituents (Chung
et al. 2005). The qualitative assessment of plant
chemistry is based on the identification of major
classes of active chemical constituents (Rodrigues et
al. 2009). This provides a preliminary understanding
of the chemical behavior of the extracts and
facilitates the selection of samples for research
and the isolation and characterization of the pure
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substances (Matos 1997).

A number of important groups of secondary
metabolites were identified in the aqueous and
ethanolic extracts, including its hexane, chloroform,
ethyl acetate, and hydromethanol fractions (Table 3).
Experiments in phytochemical prospection, and the
analysis of antioxidant activity and the total phenol
content of extracts are important strategies for the
identification of their constituents and the analysis of
their effects (Matos 1997; Nascimento etal 2013). In
their analysis of the aqueous extract of M. tenuifiora,
for example, Nascimento et al (2013) confirmed
antioxidant activity, and the presence of phenols and
their potential for the sequestration of free radicals.

In recent years, a number of studies have
related mutagenic and carcinogenic effects in some
alkaloids, such as the pyrrolizidines, which are
common in many plant species and are responsible
for the deleterious effects in both foods and medicinal
herbs and dietary supplements used for humans and
animals. Half of the molecules that have already
been identified (clivarine, heliotrine, lasiocarpine,
ligularidine, LX201, and sencircine) are mutagenic
and many of them are tumorigenic. During metabolic
activation, they produce adducts and breaks in the
DNA, and chromosome exchange, both in vivo and
in vitro (Chen et al. 2010).

Other components of the M. tenuiflora
extracts, such as triterpenoids, saponins and sterols,
have returned negative results for mutagenesis
in other experiments (Chen et al. 2002; Zhang
et al. 2004; Nascimento et al. 2013). Traditional
medicine based on the use of plant extracts is
often the only pharmaceutical resource available
to rural communities and indigenous groups,
but this does not mean that scientific research
cannot provide essential guidelines on dosage, for
example, which may help to not only optimize the
therapeutic properties of the substances used, but
also to minimize any potentially adverse effects.
In this context, studies of mutagenesis and anti-
mutagenesis may provide important insights into the
effectiveness and safety of natural products.

CONCLUSION

The present study successfully confirmed
the occurrence of mutagenic activity in the aqueous
extract of the Jurema, Mimosa tenuiflora, including
recombination at some concentrations, as well
as metabolic activation by the P450 cytochrome
system. Based on the results of the present study
and the bio-prospection of the components of the
aqueous extract of M. tenuiflora, it is possible to
confirm that the observed mutagenic effects are
related to the complex phytochemical constitution
of the plant, and that some of these components
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may be intimately related to specific mutagenic
effects or even act synergistically. It will, however,
be essential to identify which components, alone
or combined, are responsible for the findings of the
present study, in order to decide whether to support
or prohibit the use of the extract as a natural remedy.
A better understanding of the plant and the activity
of its active components will be vital for a safer and
more reliable medicinal use.

The present study provides important
guidelines for future research on M. tenuiflora, given
the paucity of the published data. The findings of this
study have nevertheless provided important new
insights into the complexity of the components of
this species. In addition to providing important data
on the phytotherapeutic constituents of the plant, the
findings of this study also reinforce the effectiveness
of ethnopharmacological knowledge.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The authors want to thank the CNPq and
the CAPES for funding the present study through
grants for APS, AAM.

CONFLICT OF INTERESTS
The author declares no competing interests.

REFERENCES

Abraham SK, Graf U (1996) Protection by coffee against
somatic genotoxicity in Drosophila: role of bioactivation
capacity. Food Chem Toxicol 34:1-14. https://doi.
org/10.1016/0278-6915(95)00087-9

Alves ASA, Santos G C, Albuquerque UP (2018) Mimosa
tenuiflora (Willd.) Poir. In: Albuquerque UP, Patil U,
Mathé A (Editors) Medicinal and Aromatic Plants of
South America. Dordrecht. Springer 345-353. https://
doi.org/10.1007/978-94-024-1552-0_31

Akinboro A, Bakare AA (2007) Cytotoxic and genotoxic
effects of aqueous extracts of five medicinal plants on
Allium cepa Linn. J Ethnopharmacol 112(3):470-475.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2007.04.014

Albuquerque E, Medeiros PM de, Aimeida ALS de, Monteiro
JM, Lins Neto, EMF, Melo JG de, Santos, JP (2007)
Medicinal plants of the caatinga (semi-arid) vegetation
of NE Brazil: A quantitative approach. J Ethnopharmacol.
114:325-354. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2007.08.017

Bezerra JJL, Pinheiro AAV, Lucena RB (2021)
Phytochemistry and teratogenic potential of Mimosa
tenuiflora (Willd.) Poir. (Fabaceae) in ruminants: A
systematic review. Toxicon 195:78-85. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.toxicon.2021.03.010.

Bishop AJR, Schiestl RH (2002) Homologous recombination
and its role in carcinogenesis. J Biomed Biotechnol.
2(2):75-85. https://doi.org/10.1155/S1110724 302204052

Camargo-Ricalde SL (2000) Descripcion, distribuicion,
anatomia, composiciéon quimica y usos de Mimosa
tenuiflora (Fabaceae-Mimosoideae) en México. Rev

Rev Bras Plantas Med / Braz J Med Plants (2020) 22:91-98.



https://doi.org/10.1016/0278-6915(95)00087-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0278-6915(95)00087-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-024-1552-0_31
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-024-1552-0_31
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2007.04.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2007.08.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxicon.2021.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxicon.2021.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1155/s1110724302204052

Biol Trop 48(4): 939-954. DOI 10.15517/rbt.v48i4.18985

Castro AJS, Grisolia CK, Araujo, BC de, Dias CD,
Dutra ES, Nepomuceno JC (2008) Recombinogenic
effects of the aqueous extract of pulp from pequi fruit
(Caryocar brasiliense) on somatic cells of Drosophila
melanogaster. Genet Mol Res 4:1375-1383. DOI:
10.4238/vol7-4gmr515

Chen Q, Lijun W, Lijun R (2002) Chemical studies on
the constituents of Lophatherum gracile Brongn.
J China Pharm Univ 19:254-259. DOI:10.3724/
SP.J.1009.2009.00428

Chung Y-C, Chien C-T, Teng K-Y, Chou S-T (2005)
Antioxidative and mutagenic properties of Zanthoxylum
ailanthoides Sieb & Zucc. Food Chem Toxicol 43:247-
252. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2005.05.019

Dixon DR, Pruski AM, Dixon LRJ, Jha AN (2002) Marine
invertebrate eco-genotoxicology: a methodological
overview. Mutagenesis 17(6):495-507. https://doi.
org/10.1093/mutage/17.6.495

Dutra ES, Dias CD, Araujo BC, Castro AJS, Nepomuceno
JC (2009) Effect of organic tomato (Lycopersicon
esculentum) extract on the genotoxicity of doxorubicin
in the Drosophila wing spot test. Genet Mol Biol
32(1):133-137. https://doi.org/10.1590/S1415-
47572009005000008

Dogan EE, Yesilada E, Ozata L, Yologlu S (2005)
Genotoxicity testing of four textile dyes in two crosses
of Drosophila using wing somatic mutation and
recombination test. Drug Chem Toxicol 28:289-301.
DOI: 10.1081/dct-200064473

Dominguez XA, Garcia SG, Williams H, Ortiz C, Scott
A, Reibenspies J (1989) Kukulkanins a and b, new
chalcones from Mimosa tenuiflora. J Nat Prod 52(4):864-
7 DOI:10.1021/np50064a035

Fonseca CA, Pereira DG (2013) Aplicagao da genética
toxicolégica em planta com atividade medicinal. Infarma
16:7-8.

Frei H, Wirgler FE (1988) Statistical methods to decide
whether mutagenicity test data from Drosophila assays
indicate a positive, negative or inconclusive result. Mutat
Res 203:297-308. DOI: 10.1016/0165-1161(88)90019-2

Frolich A, Wirgler FE (1990) Genotoxicity of ethyl
carbamate in the Drosophila wing spot test: dependence
on genotype-controlled metabolic capacity. Mutat Res
244:201-208. DOI: 10.1016/0165-7992(90)90129-8

Graf U, Abraham SK, Guzman-Rincén J, Wirgler
F E (1998) Antigenotoxicity studies in Drosophila
melanogaster. Mutat Res 402:203-209. DOI: 10.1016/
s0027-5107(97)00298-4

Graf U; Spand MA, Guzman-Rincon J, Andrade HHR
(1996) The wing somatic mutation and recombination
test (SMART) in Drosophila melanogaster. An efficient
tool for the detection of genotoxic activity of pure
compounds or complex mixtures as well as for studies on
antigenotoxicity. Afr Newsl Occup Health Saf 6(1):9-13.

Graf U, Van Schaik N (1992) Improved high bioactivation
cross for the wing somatic mutation and recombination
test in Drosophila melanogaster. Mutat Res 271:59-67.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-1161(92)90032-h

Graf U, Wirgler FE, Katz AJ, Frei H, Juon H, Hall CB, Kale
PG (1984) Somatic mutation and recombination test in
Drosophila melanogaster. Environ Mutagen. 6:153-188.
DOI: 10.1002/em.2860060206

97

Gusman-Rincén J, Graf U (1995) Drosophila melanogaster
somatic mutation and recombination test as a biomonitor.
In: Butterworth FM et al. (eds). Biomonitors and
biomarkers as indicators of environmental changes.
Plenum Press 169-181.

Idaomar M, El-Hamss R, Bakkali F, Mezzoug N, Zhiri
A, Baudoux D, Mufioz-Serrano A, Liemans V, Alonso-
Moraga A (2002) Genotoxicity and antigenotoxicity
of some essential oils evaluated by wing spot test of
Drosophila melanogaster. Mutat Res 513:61-68. https://
doi.org/10.1016/S1383-5718(01)00287-X

Kristen U (1997) Use of higher plants as screens for toxicity
assessment. Toxicol in Vitro 11:181-191. https://doi.
org/10.1016/S0887-2333(97)00005-2

Lindsley DL, Zimm GG (1992) The Genome of Drosophila
melanogaster. Academic Press Inc, San Diego. ISBN
978-0-12-450990-0.

Martinez ST, Aimeida MR, Pinto AC (2009) Alucinégenos
naturais: um véo da Europa Medieval ao Brasil. Quim
Nova 32(9):2501-2507. https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-
40422009000900047

Medeiros RMT, Figueiredo APM de, Benicio TMA, Dantas
FPM, Riet-Correa F (2008) Teratogenicity of Mimosa
tenuiflora seeds to pregnant rats. Toxicon 51:316-319.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxicon.2007.06.012

Nascimento MS, Paiva-Souza 10, Fernandes XA,
de Moraes SZC, Araujo SS, Shan AYKV, Camargo
EA, Santana AEG, Araujo BS, Estevam CS. (2016)
Anti-inflammatory and antioxidant activities of the
hydroethanol extract and fractions of the bark of Mimosa
tenuiflora (Willd.) Poir. J Pharm Pharmacol 10(39):823-
831. DOI: 10.5897/AJPP2016.4648

Ohsaki A, Yokoyama R, Miyatake H, Fukuyama Y (2006)
Two diterpene rhamnosides, mimosasides B and C, from
Mimosa tenuiflora. Chem Pharm Bull 54(12):1728-1729.
DOI: 10.1248/cpb.54.1728

Oliveira E, Vital BR, Pimenta AS, Della Lucia RM, Ladeira
AMM, Carneiro ACO (2006) Estrutura Anatdbmica da
Madeira e Qualidade do Carvao de Mimosa tenuiflora
(Willd.) Poir. Rev Arvore 30(2):311-318. https://doi.
org/10.1590/S0100-67622006000200018

Pimentel LA, Riet-Correa F, Gardner D, Panter KE,
Dantas AFM, Medeiros RMT, Mota, RA, Araujo JAS
(2007) Mimosa tenuiflora as a cause of malformations
in ruminants in the Northeastern Brazilian semiarid
rangelands. Vet Pathology 44(6):928-931. DOI: 10.1354/
vp.44-6-928

Raetsch, C. 2005. The Encyclopedia of Psychoactive
Plants. 1a Ed. Rochester VT, Park Street Press,
326-341.

Rivera-Arce E, Gattuso M, Alvarado R, Zarate E, Agliero
J, Feria I, Lozoya X (2007) Pharmacognostical
studies of the plant drug Mimosae tenuiflorae cortex.
J Ethnopharmacol 113:400-408. DOI: 10.1016/j.
jep.2007.06.023

Rodrigues IMC, Souza Filho APS, Ferreira FA (2009) Estudo
fitoquimico de Senna alata por duas metodologias.
Planta daninha 27(3):507-51 https://doi.org/10.1590/
S0100-83582009000300011

Romero-Jiménez M, Campos-Sanchez J, Analla M,
Mufioz-Serrano, A, Alonso-Moraga A (2005) Genotoxicity
and anti-genotoxicity of some traditional medicinal
herbs. Mutat Res 585:147-155. DOI: 10.1016/j.

Rev Bras Plantas Med / Braz J Med Plants (2020) 22:91-98.



https://doi.org/10.15517/rbt.v48i4.18985
https://doi.org/10.4238/vol7-4gmr515
http://dx.doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1009.2009.00428
http://dx.doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1009.2009.00428
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2005.05.019
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/17.6.495
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/17.6.495
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1415-47572009005000008
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1415-47572009005000008
https://doi.org/10.1081/dct-200064473
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/np50064a035
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-1161(88)90019-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-7992(90)90129-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0027-5107(97)00298-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0027-5107(97)00298-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-1161(92)90032-h
https://doi.org/10.1002/em.2860060206
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1383-5718(01)00287-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1383-5718(01)00287-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0887-2333(97)00005-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0887-2333(97)00005-2
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-40422009000900047
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-40422009000900047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.toxicon.2007.06.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.5897/AJPP2016.4648
https://doi.org/10.1248/cpb.54.1728
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-67622006000200018
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-67622006000200018
https://doi.org/10.1354/vp.44-6-928
https://doi.org/10.1354/vp.44-6-928
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2007.06.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2007.06.023
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-83582009000300011
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-83582009000300011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2005.05.004



https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2005.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1383-5718(99)00101-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1383-5718(99)00101-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2006.04.012
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1415-47572009005000042
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1516-89132008000500010
https://doi.org/10.1590/S1516-89132008000500010
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/16.5.385
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2007.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2004.07.005

