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Abstract: [ Aim] In view of the misunderstandings in the identification of the alien invasive plant Solanum viarum Dunal, detection
and identification methods were established, and its suitability in China was analyzed to provide effective technical support for the
prevention and control of alien invasive species at ports. [ Method] The morphological and molecular methods were used to identify
S. viarum, and the suitable factors were determined according to the biological characteristics of S. viarum. The principle and method
of fuzzy mathematics comprehensive evaluation were used to quantitatively analyze its suitability in various regions of China. [ Re-
sult] The waxy gene sequence alignment can be used to distinguish S. viarum from other Solanum plants. It is suitable for the identi-
fication of S. viarum seedlings or samples with missing identification features or seed samples. It can solve the problem that S. viarum
is easily confused with S. capsicoides and S. aculeatissimum. The results showed that the potential suitable areas of S. viarum were
distributed in Jiangsu, Hebei, Tianjin, Shanghai, Guangdong, Hainan, Zhejiang, Guangxi, Shandong, Anhui, Fujian, Hubei,
Jiangxi, Beijing, Xinjiang, Hunan, Henan, Chongging, Guizhou, Shaanxi, Sichuan, Shanxi, Yunnan, Gansu and Xizang. [ Con-
clusion] In view of the wide potential distribution, strong adaptability and great harm of S. viarum, it is suggested to strengthen the
monitoring and control of S. viarum in the above areas.
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BN Solanum viarum Dunal J57 5= F 55 3 I 1Y
EPERG S Bk S 3 FI B AR 22 6 3 ( Eskandari
& Fouladkolaei, 2020) , 3 E il T Pk 3 (4F) FIEF A=
Y, AN RE I R AT A 5 R R HOR Sk AT A
7, ISR BEAZ 5 Qe BT 5 RORE R RCRNR B K A%
7, AN EEAREA R, BAI6E
A R, FEARHE B K 268 71 (Salaudeen et
al.,2013) , /D JE D4 B 05 75 ( Potato leaf roll
virus, PLRV) . S8 2 Y %5 8 ( Potato virus Y,
PVY) MHER SO RE ( Tobacco etch virus, TEV) (&
HAE R ( Tomato mosaic virus, ToMV) & hnBELR
%28 ( Tomato mottle virus, ToMoV) FlEE JRAE MK 28
( Cucumber mosaic virus, CMV') &5 6 M EYIIREENITE
T, ) kY T4 B L B AR A Alternaria solani Sor-
auer (McGovern et al.,1994a,1994b,1996) , 5 47h,
BRGNS H B AH W SR E R &
Leptinotarsa decemlineata ( Say) . 75 i K Manduca
quinquemaculata (Haworth) JHZERZ K Helicoverpa vi-
rescens ( Fabricius) . 2% i = R Keiferia lycopersicella
( Walsingham) . Bk¥F Myzuz persicae (Sulzer) HHF
Bemisia tabaci ( Gennadius) . K 5% M Chrysodeixis
( Pseudoplusia ) includens ( Walker) . 75 2% %% Nezara
viridula (L.) %% (Medal et al. ,1999,2012) , E&H0h
AATAG T AR A 7 4 4 T ELIE A B 4 SR X 9
W B A0 AR, s A ) 22 R A, A DA 110 A 2
Wi, BB A GTEIEM (EDRE JE AR (P ED
JERELy AR SR VE R 3 B R OORE |
PR PEFR I B0 VIR A = B A e 4R, 7]
REJETE I S A AR IE A TR (HizY R B
76 FP [ 38 4 s X U9 4K ( Majid & Nilufar, 2020) . H
BT, BAROMAE IR, 7 B 8 ) 25 [ 898 R A
PEPEAT HAEY)  1E S P D R E A A T4
ARBHR ST, BRARBEIRRERES
Yy LI B AL R A1, Ok F B SR E X /Y s (i
40) I FEAL RIS By IR, sk iz
iRl A i v o O

BRMER—F BABTEA R SFHED,
FLAERAR I 5 % 7 Xk T St A A% B 45 it 225G T
B, EE XTI R R R N S AR TR R X
(34,2021 ; Babu & Hepper,1979) B H5E 8%
F R AR AR S RGN Sk AR W A i s TS i

( Solanum aculeatissimum Jacquin, 5% %4 : Solanum

khasianum C.B. Clarke) JR¥G , X PR IE = S EBT 5
SR 25 AN TT IR R A, PRI, ST MEA | TT AR A
FE TR M55 2 20, 6T AR B SR 00 ARG T A
AR R E L,

PG e 2SR | 40 MaxEnt F CLIMEX , 3
ST AT SR R Z B O R e R LT
R 182 (TR D (E 2% 707 =l ) = o2 N E O
LT, SR RO E A 25 B PP 1) S SRR O vk T R
ARG HT B TR, I AR R AR A
o FRYE olAR 7R A8 15, B Ak B 45 Al B Hie 2 A0 5l P
Wz, U HAE ES SR A0 B, I RE IRt
W AIE A= PETTAG . 38 AR PRI 5T A PR A O 00 B
SR A 25 oy P TV E AR T [ DGR B Y, At
Sl L IE AR AT, BN T SR A AN [ b XA v
TEIURS: , Sy il 22 SIS o LA 28000 B 455 S s LA S o
TRk A B A A8 R S it R AL RS AR
1 MRAE
1.1 H&AFKE

FE R B A A 7 I T35 B 2 5 ) vh
RIE BRI .

1.2 EEFEE

IR TR AR 25 AR RS SR TR IE
AR, IRl s B R %K,

1.3 HFEMFELEE

DNA $2HCR F CTAB £ B, 2R AR a1 0 25
PRI ZE B ORI AT Ao e ol A TR B 11 DU
BN GER I F Uk R AG I DNA $R B &, HHR514
FEA R GB K IR EE WL 2% 1, PCR UMK R 30 pL: 10%
PCR buffer (% Mg*) 3 pL,dNTPs (2.5 mmol - L")
2 ul, E RIS (10 wmol - L") 4% 1.0 pL, Taq
DNA B4 0.4 pL, DNA 4 1.0 wL (30 ng -
pL™") ,ddH,0 21.6 pL, PCR WAL :94 °C 3 min;
94 °C7EM: 30 s,1B k 30 5,72 °CHE{H 90 s,35 MEH
72 CHEMH S min , fRAFET 4 °C, YW 1.5% B
RWHEERS L HE T LUK, HLUK 25 AR5 76 B8 1 154X
MY EHME G MER B HE 5k, A kAl
FEFI A1 7 3% A BT 0T 1 AR B R A R T R
WIT o W 285 SR 2 A PR FN TN i, 3k
B %5 NCBI W% GenBank HYAHIC P41 k47 ]
P Lot o3 A, 8 [W1UR T 51 % A MEGA-X & 4
( Kumar et al. ,2018; Nei & Kumar,2000) , Z 3751 1t
X R A M RS R BT b sl
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Table 1 Primer sequence and anneal temperature
2R EIL7 47 Bl )]l B KR
Gene name Primer name Primer sequence Anneal temperature/ “C
ITS ( White et al. ,1990) ITS1 5'-TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG-3' 55
ITS4 5'-TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3’
psbA-trnH ( McKenzie et al.,2006) trnH-R 5'-CGCGCATGGTGGATTCACAATCC-3’ 55
psbA-F 5'-GTTATGCATGAACGTAATGCTC-3’
Waxy (#F65%,2013) WAXYS 5'-ACTGCTATAAACGTGGGGTTGATCG-3' 52
WAXYA2 5’ -TGGAACCAACATAAAATCAGC-3’
14 EEMSH H;0.9=p>0.8 Fidi B ;0.8 =p>0.7 A Al LU H
141 SEFRAEEpH R WIRMITR  0.7=p>0.6 HATEH ;u<0.6 HAEH,

15342 [ 707 TGN 5 15 1 T AR 1971—
2000 4F) o DA% [ A 598 R B RS ] R4 0l A AT
PR R LRl B 5 4%l o5 1 458 pH (A,

1.42 FEAFHEFHNHERFEBH WAL
MR AT A FE GRS PR R 7, Tk 5 B R
T8 AEAH DG IR R R -, I P BRI B0 25 B PP O vk
53 B B PR TSR pR AR

1.4.3 FHEFHRE S RIGHE A
T, RFZR S ITEER 1~ 9 F7 B8 1 57 20 W7 46 B, 38

AR M, =118, (i=1,2,3n3j=1,2,3-n) i1 5
BATHIRHER TR, FIFH AKX N = /M, 8 H n ik

n;

T, AR W, = (i=1,2,3-n)iHEL N

n

TR RCGE . DL EA R o ARRIEH R 1%L
i, B AR IR 2R 475 j S AU,

1.4.4 AW EHE-ZERE HE—FERER
(consistency index, CI)= (A, —-n)/(n-1),Hd,
X JE F VIR I 11 B R AR AL, o A2 ) BT 66 I 1 I
B, AN AP B BEHL— B 48 A5 (random in-

dex. RI) . HR3E cm%ﬁ%—ﬁ@ b

24 CR<0.1 B, 12340 Ui A o LA ot o i — B
M CR>0.1 B i AW AN HA — Sk | N i )
Wi, B 3 i — B
1.4.5 EAENITES X0 RIS
ZUORE, R DT A R &R gl S AR e,

Mi:;zllaj (121,23 m3j=1,2,3n)
A, WA B A 0, e LRI T
O & NN SRR TS S R S I U N S e
8w BRI, P BHIZHE DX A B S i A K I AR PRl
B ARYEZE A S A A K IME HELE 0>0.9 SN HRiE

2 HBR5H5H
2.1 ERFSHE

— AR R ARE AR AR MR 0.5~2.0
m, B2 (1) 5 ZERA AR, 2% A
s Z AR BRI AIKA | mm AT, ZEH
A2 W 2 2 KA — BB ERIRER
FHE 1~4 mm, B RARERE K 2~8 mm, I
AR BN AR (RN BT, it R 9 BT 22 BRIR
M HIEOIE K 7~10 (~15) em, 9 6~8
(~15) em, MO GPOIRIP 2L, 3~ 5 24 FEER I 4T
T AR B ;T R IWA AR T 4 5305 R
BPIRYJRAE R —F 1 b, Kk 0.5 mm; IR 3 KA
(0)17 S e 2 = B i I U DA S I = v £ O = R )
A FEAS— AR FE K PRI IR 2 2 em s FEAR
FE K 3~8 em , R A A ST SERIRY A,
FE2EMIG . B IA: 2 3~ 5 Z 4k A7 B R
M AR K 5~ 11 mm, PR R E, BRKY
2 mm HOBFH, A6 R B AL W M AL [ Bk | AL 0 48
A E AL K 5~7 mm, §{E KT 4000, 5 24,
ERHK0.6~1.2 mm, =MIE, TumdR g, H R E
DEE, AEEFLA A, B 1.5~2 em, 5 5 {6
K 1~1.5 em, 5B, A&, Tlum#ide 2 2R, AR
RS, HES 5 KK 7~9 mm, W4 T AL 5L
22K 1~1.5 mm, TTE;; 25K 6~7 mm, B4t
B RE A A, HE L3, FRERE, 5 1~
2 mm, HHAN/NEE, KA 2 mm; BN, B, K
7~8 mm; RARASL S, FRORERIR, AR 2.0~3.0
em; G RN E T 5 A T R
B SR B ARAE S AR — A/ N PE IR LA Sy
oAb e B 55 5T A )2 SR, R AR 4%
o AR AR, N 180 ~420 L1 48 {4 1 Fh ¥
(Kl2), fhrEiERiERE, k&R K 2.2~
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2.8 mm, ¥ 2.0~2.5 mm (K 3), (Kalidass & Panda,2019) , B0 M # Wohh & 24 &L
BAN LIRS MY AR REBINLER 2 FraoMRERELES3,

El1 ERMEK(LBDAE)
Fig.1 Plants of S. viarum ( photographed by the roadside )

E2 ERMWIE(AB) RE(C.D.E)
Fig.2 Flowers (A, B) and fruits (C, D, E) of S. viarum

500 pm

3 ERMWF
Fig.3 The seeds of S. viarum
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Table 2 The identification key to S. viarum and its relatives
- =3 | PP 2
T N7 == 0] [ T 3

S N1 N 4
< 3 N 5
BB R AR AR e ee e BIRH#E S, erianthum
MR AE R BEARAEY) BEGHE Y JEEIRE D oo oereerrmrenere et 6
¥ = R LT LT PP PPPPPOPERPPPIRN K S. torvum
o= =1~ =< 7
e AR Ry NG O =7 R 3

L =Ry TP PP PRSP 9

R T B A J AR BT EE covee e FHRARZKS. diphyllum
B R B RRE Y, H A T B ZREE b oo 10
— A B EEBETER,FEEIR 0.6 M coerrrrrr 4ot 3% S, elaeagnifolium
ZEAE BN, BREIE 4~ m eererrere e FEMELFS. giganteum
BEE/INEAR, B TETHIRI ceoveeeee e R BB F S. trilobatum
BB R, BB AR oo H R S. virginianum
B o e e R R R T T P PP 11
B o < - SO S OO 12
BEABEREEEY), BE 3~T HFEL &4 S. seaforthianum
BERAEM, TH B oo eeee e 13
EETRELR ceeveeeniniiiiiiiii s e S s s S. asperolanatum
FEEEZ R cereiiiii O N TR T sk d e 14
IR IR RN 2.5~3.0 CI wovveeermentt ettt #) #5 S. insanum
AT B B (R N 2.5 CIM cvveee e et 15
B AT e < T 16
B N v =BT S P 17
b NN B T e T LT L L 18
BB EIRINTE 1.5 G cvevtee et it RIS, sisymbriifolium
N I, T B, T B B B v v ee e S. cordatum
B e <O - A L P 19
L e o o 1 A =< PP WIAAL S. pseudocapsicum
o e g~ S. pubescence
TREEE, IEHEREEEIRK oo 21 R %.3K S. villosum
B N . oo ol S P 20
ZEBRMATHRERIFIREREI TR, KRB, TE, KA KK R B RAE K PMRIES, G — DK, B
BRARBI B IR EE  cveveeeeeeee oo imre it e e e e e e ettt e e e e e e e e 2235 S. viarum
ZREE AR R, RER TR R, B ERBERIRBIRIR, JoT -vveerrrreorrearre et 21
B T — A /NEE AR TIIA 2 I cvvvvrreeeeeeeeeseommnnrereeeee e e s st iitts e e e e e e e e e st aae e e eee e ) F 35 S. violaceum
A RTER  TEIA 3 I evrerrrere et S. multiflorum
TETERTE 6 I v ceveenenntmn ittt IR S. nigrum
Zf'EfE/J\:J: © INIITI  += e v v e eeseeeeeeeassenennnuuneueeeeeeeseesessssnnnnsnsenessesesessessssnnunnsnsssneseeeesens /" %j@;ﬁ{ S. americanum
RN, RARUAR R R 8 A8 E 8 PRIES AR — /N AR RSORRE e "B WA S. aculeatissimum
ERBHRK, RHANKE KRB AZEHFERBERENINZL, BANRIBLE oo 4% T S. capsicoides
R3 ERMRELSMOMFLERRE
Table 3 The identification key to seeds of S. viarum and its relatives

T T R B B R LT AR «oeveereereeee e ettt ettt ettt e e e e e e e e 2
MFEEEEERE,RIE,K2.0~2.6 mm, REBAB M IR oo #Z KRS, rostratum
RN 2 3
T F R E, DGR, THTE 0.8~ 1.5 MM wrererererrrrn ettt % 56F S. capsicoides
T IS T coeeeeeeteet ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aeenae e 4

BHIERT, B, BB, HEEE—WER, K 1.8~2.0 mm, % 1.5~1.6 mm, REEBNIB, BT o
.............................................................................................................................. 3K S. nigrum

RABEEABE, M FRARBRENEG, dEEDLEHE, 2EFR, K 2.2~2.8 mm, L 2.0~2.5 mm oo
.......................................................................................................................... 2R %S, viarum

AEBE, ROAMENLE, M E AR ERBUR, 5 2.5~3.0 mm, 38 2.0~2.5 mm «cceeeerreeeeeeeeeeeees Kia S. torvum
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2.2 DFEYFLEE

CTAB 2B 42 HU DNA J&7, R H] 1TS1/1TS4
tmH-F/tmH-R , WAXYS/WAXYA2 4} 4 i 17 PCR
PHG 7 28 VKR 433 3 B 700,600, 1600 bp
A RNRSA . PPk J s R A YRR Ay
AT FR 2 ) HER 2323 N R I P 3R A 1Y Fr ) 28 A
PHEFIN TR J5 73503845 664,533 (1586 bp HIFF
5| 5 NCBI M3l GenBank HAH & ¢ 51 47 [R] P54
FEXF b (2 4) , 45 R, ITS F trnH-psbA K& A
RPN ICEEIX 4T S. aculeatissimum 1 S. viarum , T waxy
FER 3 b X R P 3K 100% B9 25 FANA S, viarum
( AY562973. 1, KC469887. 1), 5 S. aculeatissimum
(KC469861. 1) . S. incarceratum ( AY562955.1) . S.
myriacanthum  ( AY562960. 1 ). S.
(AY562950. 1) F [a] P P 43 31 4 99.93% | 99.50% .
99.37% .99.18% , Al i S A BN 42 oK .

T waxy FEF M Genbank T 285 £ AL & ]
TRPER T 1T 81, ) MEGA-X BRI R G K H
B o K RIS 2 ( maximum likelihood method) |
PEHC DT -3r {5 B EN] BIC ( Bayesian information cri-
terion ) SR AR A “ T92+G 7 Ay Fre AR AR | [ 2646 1)
(bootstrap ) T & 1000 ¥X , £ 7 % $£ “ Tamura 3-pa-
rameter”, * B HUIIED 5P M0 695 5. S5 ILRIT, 75
MRES S S. viarum (AYS562973.1) .S. aculeatissimum
(AY562950. 1) . S. myriacanthum ( AY562960.1 ) |
S. incarceratum ( AY562955.1) BAAE—4 , [R5 M43
34 100.00% ,99.22% .99.42% 99.55% , Hi&l 4 1]
TR IRE 55 S, viarum (AYS562973.1) Huph B2k
e — 73 32, U B Ok S 5 S
(AY562973.1) M [a]—Hyfh
2.3 EEMSH
23.1 FEHETWARERKERBH AL BR
AT AAE AR AE R FEAR NN 2 AT 3 T0 14 1
07 B A TR 100~2300 m (1 BT M
Fiedth FEHEUEARAESE SRR H O A SR XY
WAL, BRI TEIL A 33° M4 (IR 10 C
TOERZAE AR YA, IF BT ATERS 0 1 B2
THER— A FEG (Bryson & Byrd,2007) . Ff
TR TR OGRFIR B4R RS 7R 0 g =
AT, 5 IR K R B ik 95%,25 H ikl
TEAARBW T R T E WA R AF T S
AT B8 H BA A SR T B A A0 I T) B A ( Selll-

aculeatissimum

viarum

ers et al.,2022) , 10~30 C I & 2E R 4% 4% 5 3]
64% ,5 F140 CHIJC K ZF 3,30 CHF R ZF i .
FhFAERCTE R pH YE I (2~ 14) B & ,pH 2y 8
W & % e, pH i 2 F 14 B A5 & ( Akanda et
al. ,1996) , M #E CABI (https: // doi. org/10.1079/
cabicompendium.50562) i3 , BRI TE 20~35 °C |
AESEHIFE TR A 700~ 2000 mm I 2B KR T B
BRI A HEK R AL D i
INAR: 2 STINE = NE ol i e o LN R = ) (I BRIV
TR AT A, K S0 SR S ) AT 4 R
S AER 38 B WK o 2 A A7 AR LR N
B, K E UK ] S B ARIET

ZEA TN 5T 4R, AR BF 5T Ok BRI R
(H) SR (T) SFHAEREW (W) 3 pH (P)
YEMIE AT 456 BRI 0 A A B R B
TA5 B A, N A B4 25 A Ay i el T SR8
PRIER, #5 D 1SR R AU T

1 100<h <2300
VR FE s (H) = 0.004h+0.6  0<h<100
(3300-1) 2300<h=<3300
0 h>3300
1 15<¢<25
(t-5)/10 S5<i<15
AEHR . (T) =41.25-0.01¢ 25<1<35
(40-1)/5 35<i<40
0 t<5 8} =40
A AE R R A
1 700 =w=<2000
w/700 w<700
(W)= (3000-w) /1000  2000<w<3000
0 w=3000
1 p=8
HE pH (P = (13-p)/5 8<p<13
(p-3)/5 3<p<8
0 p<3,p=13

232 BHEFHESAN RS ATHLEHR G
ARV AR AR TR | 8 pH AF 4 TR AR S
Wk 0.12216,0.42314 ,0.22735 1 0.22735, A, =
4.01036, T1H —E kR C1=0.00345 , 25 3% 1) W4
FER P BB — B PE 4R A5 (RI=0.89) , 15 CR =
0.00388<0. 1, 7% W H| Wy & P 5 A Wt 2 1) — Bk
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Table 4 Sequence alignment by NCBI BLAST

FEF 2 T4 Bk JEH LR 100% Y455 100% identity

Gene name Size of amplified fragment/bp 41 1D Sequence ID i Species
ITS 703 MW843835.1 MW843834.1 JF978788.1 , KC535792.1 S. aculeatissimum
JQ638805.1 . AY561275.1 , KU696990.1 S. viarum
trnH-psbA 578 MW940698.1 \NC_061388.1 MH521161.1 MF663710.1 S. aculeatissimum
p.
MK381235.1 ,GU135408.2 ,GU135370.2 S. viarum
waxy 1632 AY562973.1 . KC469887.1 S. viarum
~33.58:58 o
y -
L4 .23 eg3EigL T
@%a‘i%m$$<&’§§?§f(§ »
%2 3 © % & Q
© 8822387523878 95 &
% 2 & g 2 5 £ 5 g § S P E S
4 S % g o 3 8 <83 g 5 5 5 &
o % %23 8 TF5ELERESFT SIS S ¥ e
2 g€ 5% ;
M % e 2 B LIS LSSS S S o
. I 2, B2 2 = EEEERYRSFIE LT O & N
2, S S .
L By, % %0 e R38R 38355 5555 SO F T & o
Yo By, By % 2, 22380 SESSSS e & @ & & P
Uop, M, %, 7, 5 % 2\ N\ T | L 100 & & o
D
7 2o, bu % Yo, %, % D \/ EFOFOFOI ST o
P “ &*965\ Yoo, 4, %, O/?p\p %o%eg\ S X ¥ {996 N
% 2, 2 A @
g Yy, %y %:9%‘2:) %060\00‘:\0«\6‘0(0 60?‘@“\‘& ptigw%%
%5, o O 0 e 3
€t 96, e, 4, Yo L <\ S o™ 22
Bootstrap gy 3 N I
T'80g Oty Pl \ o™
0 66Xty 1 s \at N
562955

821966 Ay wnuouy un Solanum myridc

Yisian, "s0q 7
. b, 4
L CETSLING gy 2105 \/\ \/ i incarceratum o
0.25 e =V S anthum AY562960-

Solanum aculeatissimum AY562950.1

uvjog 7
0.50 T'PET9LTNT Wniabiao wnupjos J I—-
' - wnd winaopjolALbIu WNuv]oS } E Solanum viarum AY562973.1
TSSL ojoih WIDIOS Sample
075 T e A Slarin
PP ot y S g AY 96435,
0 /””l/mpq N

1.00 TR et

0
v 05 /\

N o 05 Sotg, lin 629621
o 1066N oAUt o\ 5, Ly, acqy,
L B ssua a)\‘“\\_a\»““\“mos ;}\ z\sof"’”v,,,'” LSy ””’”’Ayssg
R IR e Sy, M, Py, Ay Ly
T o e Ao s,

vk 0827 W gV = moo% g o2y
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Fig.4 Phylogenetic tree based on the waxy DNA sequences using the maximum likelihood (ML) method
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Table 5 Judgment matrix of assessment factors

A7 w p A

Factors n r Weight
H 1 1/3 172 172 0.12215
T 3 1 2 2 0.42315
w 2 172 1 1 0.22735
P 2 172 1 1 0.22735

H R s T AR W P AR [ i s P2 138 pHL,

H: Altitude; T: Mean annual temperature; W: Average annual rainfall; P; Soil pH.
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Fig.5 Distribution of suitable climate station of S. viarum in China (u>0.7)
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Fig.6 Prediction of potential geographical distribution of S. viarum in China
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