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ABSTRACT 
 

Drought, salinity, and increased temperatures are a threat to food security and farmers’ income, 
especially in Africa where around 50% of the population is involved in agriculture. These stresses, 
often present together in field conditions, damage crops and can reduce yields to a highly 
detrimental level. To tackle this issue and ensure the availability and affordability of nutritious fresh 
food, tolerant varieties need to be introduced in production systems. Indigenous vegetables, often 
overlooked and rarely researched, offer great genetic diversity and tolerance to various stress. The 
African eggplant, Solanum aethiopicum, is indigenous to Africa, highly nutritious, and is present in a 
wide range of forms, highlighting a great genetic pool. It has the potential to enhance the resilience 
of agricultural land and ensure food security but is under-researched. This reviews aims at 
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understanding the state-of-the-art research on S. aethiopicum and the effects of abiotic stress on 
related crops. The first part introduces the African eggplant taxonomy, cultivation, and distribution 
to understand the current status of this crop in Africa. Then, the effects of drought, salinity, and 
heat on the Solanum genus are reviewed to understand the focus of the current research and up-
to-date information on S. aethiopicum studies. The effects of biostimulants to enhance stress 
tolerance are also discussed for each stress and their combination. 
 

 
Keywords: African eggplant; drought; salinity; heat; indigenous vegetables; food security. 
 

1. INTRODUCTION 
 
Sustainable, resilient and reliable food systems 
are necessary to develop a strong economy and 
maintain a healthy population. Vegetables and 
fruits are highly nutritious crops containing 
health-promoting compounds, low in fat, and 
highly diverse. Vegetable production is, however, 
facing new challenges around the world due to 
climate variability [1]. The global average 
temperature warmed by 0.85°C between 1880 
and 2012 and many regions in Africa have 
experienced greater region-scale warming above 
1°C [2]. Extreme conditions, such as heatwaves, 
drought, or varied rainfall patterns, have also an 
increased likelihood of happening while high-
salinity areas are likely to expand in coastal 
areas [1]. These changes are expected to reduce 
crop productivity and modify the nutrition profile 
of produced food [3]. 
 
Abiotic stresses such as drought, heat, and 
salinity impact negatively every growth stage of 
many crops by reducing leaf production, 
photosynthesis, and yield [4]. When stress is 
detected, crops activate a range of responses to 
survive, which depends on the stress intensity, 
length, and cultivar involved [4]. Despite some 
common responses to stress, such as the 
production of reactive oxygen species (ROS) and 
associated antioxidative response to limit cell 
damages, crops also display unique traits 
depending on their tolerance ability [5]. In 
addition, the combination of stresses is often 
observed in natural conditions and has been 
suggested to lead to responses by plants not 
observed under individual stress, adding to the 
complexity of predicting how current plants will 
cope in the future [6].   For short-term solutions 
against the damaging effects of abiotic stress, 
the use of biostimulants and other growth-
promoting compounds has often been 
investigated and shown some positive results, 
especially when used in combination [7]. 
Biostimulants are described as "substance(s) 
and/or micro-organisms whose action when 
applied to plants or the rhizosphere is to 

stimulate natural processes to enhance/benefit 
nutrient uptake, nutrient efficiency, tolerance to 
abiotic stress, and crop quality" according to the 
European Biostimulants Industry Council [8]. 
Their application is an environmentally friendly 
method to enhance crop performance and 
quality, used mostly on high-value crops such as 
vegetables [9, 10].  
 
In Africa, agriculture employed more than 50% of 
the total population in 2017, most of them 
smallholders who are at the highest risk of 
threatened livelihood due to climate change [11]. 
Innovative ways to ensure sustainable and 
resilient farming are thus needed to ensure food 
security and reduce poverty. While the Green 
Revolution was key to improving the yield of 
grains and staple food, malnutrition is now 
increasing in all parts of the world [12]. While 
grains are important to reducing famine, 
vegetables are key to tackling malnutrition due to 
their high levels of nutrients and vitamins. Under-
used vegetables, such as indigenous vegetables 
(IVs), are of particular importance due to the 
broad genetic pool they offer for breeding 
purposes [13]. Indigenous vegetables are 
widespread in Africa, a source of biodiversity, 
and adapted to local conditions, often displaying 
tolerance to environmental stresses [14]. Many 
IVs are nutrient-rich and part of local markets, 
hence could support and strengthen current 
agricultural systems to deliver sustainable diets 
regarding human nutrition and environmental 
issues [15]. The use of IVs to increase field 
resilience through crop diversity has been limited 
to date due to the lack of interest and investment 
[16]. They are under- researched and not used to 
their full potential, thus not as competitive as 
main crops such as maize, wheat, or tomato [16]. 
The indigenous vegetable market opportunities 
are still restricted and the combination of low 
yields and variable prices due to the locality of 
products are adding to their limited usage [17]. 
Indigenous vegetables include the African 
eggplant (Solanum aethiopicum), Ethiopian 
mustard (Brassica carinata), okra (Abelmoschus 
esculentus), and legumes such as cowpea 
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(Vigna unguiculata), and Bambara groundnut 
(Vigna subterranea) [14,18]. The African 
eggplant, also referred to as scarlet eggplant, 
has received increasing scientific attention due to 
its high nutritional value, taxon diversity, and 
market presence in a number of countries [19]. 
Its stress response pathways have not often 
been explored, especially under stress 
combination, limiting its promotion and use to 
farmers and seed producers. 
 
Crucial information is thus still missing to 
understand the impact of climate change and 
develop adaptation strategies for resilient 
systems [20]. This review highlights the latest 
research on the African eggplant, reviews the 
effects of drought, heat and salinity on Solanum 
crops, in particular the African eggplant, and 
investigates some methods used to improve 
stress tolerance. 
 

2. Solanum aethiopicum 
 

2.1 Taxonomy and Genetics 
 
The African eggplant originates from Africa and 
has been domesticated from S. anguivi, still 
found in the wild [21]. It is a close relative to the 
common brinjal eggplant from Asia (S. 
melongena) and tomato (S. lycopersicum) and is 
also a relative of other indigenous Solanum such 
as the gboma eggplant (S. macrocarpon) [22]. 
The African eggplant is a complex hermaphrodite 
species consisting of four groups distinct both 
morphologically and in their use: shum, gilo, 
kumba, and aculeatum [23,24] (Fig. 1). 
 
Only the small, hairless leaves from shum plants 
are commonly eaten, while their highly bitter 

small fruits growing in clusters are used to collect 
seeds [25]. Shum varieties are found in the 
higher rainfall zones of West and Central African 
countries, or grown in swamps during the dry 
season [21]. Due to the recurrent shoot and 
leaves harvest for selling, plants do not grow tall 
and will develop instead a much-branched 
architecture with weak stems and many small 
leaves, preferred by the consumers [26]. 
 
The gilo group is highly common in humid areas 
and plants from this group display inedible hairy 
leaves and edible green or white fruits, which can 
be round, elongated, ribbed or smooth [25]. They 
usually have one to three fruits per node and the 
bushy plants can reach up to 2 m, even though 
most commercial varieties range from 65 to 110 
cm in height [27]. Gilo plants grow well at a 
temperature between 25 and 35°C during the 
day and 20 to 27°C at night [23]. Due to gilo’s 
higher morphological complexity than shum, it 
has been suggested that the former has evolved 
from the latter. 
 
Plants from the kumba group, most commonly 
found in arid areas, have hairless leaves and 
medium to big ribbed fruits, both edible [25]. 
Plants from this group do not grow very tall, 
around 40 to 50 cm [27]. Nowadays, kumba 
varieties with hairy leaves and only grown for 
their fruits are preferred in some regions due to 
their increased tolerance to pests [27]. Kumba 
plants tolerate high temperatures up to 45°C 
during the day [23]. 
 
Finally, plants from the aculeatum group produce 
inedible fruits and leaves, mostly used as 
ornamentals, and are the least common group 
grown in Africa [25].  

 

a  b  c  
 

Fig. 1. African eggplant (a) Gilo, cv. DB3 (b) Kumba, cv. Mekevan (c) Shum, cv. E11 grown at 
NIAB East Malling, UK 
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Each group is hypervariable with hundreds of 
local varieties across Africa [28]. Within each 
group, sub-groups can be distinguished based 
on various metrics such as fruit shape or size. 
Traits have evolved through time based on 
farmers’ and consumers’ selection, leading to 
very diverse fruits across the continent. 
Phenotypic variations can be observed at all 
developmental stages, offering great breeding 
potential due to the high genetic pool within the 
African eggplant species [29]. 
 

2.2 Cultivation 
 
Seeds of fruity varieties of African eggplant are 
sold commercially by various seed producers. 
Farmers, however, will generally collect their 
seeds by leaving the berries to dry out and 
extract them when ready to plant or by extracting 
the seeds at harvest directly from ripe fruits and 
drying them for long-term storage [25]. 
 
Like many indigenous vegetables, the African 
eggplant is mostly grown by small-scale farmers 
[17].   It is a perennial crop but the yield is 
dramatically reduced after the first season. Most 
commercial plants will thus be kept alive for one 
season of about six months before being 
removed to make space for new seedlings that 
will be planted for the following growing season. 
As this crop is mostly rain-fed, it is primarily 
cultivated during the rainy season but can be 
grown during the dry season in the case farmers 
have access to irrigation [30]. Even though the 
total production might be lower than in the rainy 
season, the market price of fruits produced 
during the dry season will be at its highest and 
the incidence of diseases and pests will be 
lowered. To promote growth and income stability, 
the African eggplant, highly shade-tolerant, is 
often intercropped with other crops such as 
amaranth or coconut [26]. 
 
Nitrogen and potassium are the most limiting 
nutrients in African eggplant growth [31]. 
Fertiliser input is, however, not a common 
practice in small-scale cropping systems due, in 
part, to the lack of availability and high price. 
Instead, manure is commonly used by farmers to 
enhance crop vitality [30]. 
 
Leaf harvest from Shum varieties usually starts 
two months after sowing and can be repeated up 
to five times through one season [23]. Flowering, 
pollination, and fruit formation for fruity varieties 
generally start a month and a half after 
transplanting in the field while fruits are typically 

ready to harvest about one month after fruit set 
[23]. The earliest varieties belong to the kumba 
group and can be harvested at about 85 days 
from sowing while most types require 110 to 120 
days. During the harvest season, fruits can be 
harvested twice a week to avoid quick over-
ripening and promote plant vigour but are most 
generally harvested every 5 to 6 days to balance 
harvested quantity with cost [32]. Fruit weight 
can range from 25 to 110 g and yield varies 
significantly between areas, from 8.9 t/ha to more 
than 50 t/ha [18,33]. Improved cultivars under 
favourable conditions have shown clear yield 
improvement reaching around 60 t/ha [34]. 
 
In addition to being cultivated for its fruits or 
leaves, the African eggplant has also attracted 
attention as a potential rootstock for close 
relatives such as the tomato or brinjal eggplant to 
enhance plant vigour and/or tolerance against 
certain soil-born pathogens [35]. Indeed, as 
interspecies hybridisation can sometimes face 
challenges such as infertility or incompatibility, 
the reliance on rootstock in commercial farms is 
more common to provide resistance against 
important soil-born pathogens [36]. 
 

2.3 Distribution and Use 
 
The African eggplant is popular in sub-Saharan 
countries such as Tanzania, Uganda, Benin, 
Mali, or Ghana, and is also being grown in Brazil 
under the name ‘jilo’ [18,23]. The fruit is 
consumed in East Africa while leaves are 
primarily consumed in Uganda and both leaves 
and fruits are eaten in West Africa [18]. 
Marketable fruits are creamy to green in colour, 
while red and ripe fruits are used to collect seeds 
but generally not eaten [18]. In cuisine, it is used 
similarly to tomato in stews to accompany local 
dishes or as soup thickeners, but the fruit can 
also be eaten raw [23]. Size, colour, taste and 
shape are the main attributes checked by 
consumers, with a preference for non-rounded 
shaped fruits due to their association with a 
reduced bitterness [23]. The highly bitter fruits of 
some cultivars, as well as the roots, are 
sometimes used as medicine to treat colic, high 
blood pressure or uterine complaints. Consumers 
are particularly attracted to the nutritional and 
medicinal value of the fruits and leaves. 
 
The African eggplant fruit shelf-life extends from 
3 to 7 days, leading to significant postharvest 
losses and drying the product has been 
suggested to counteract the waste produced 
[23]. Despite increasing shelf-life, drying methods 
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reduce the pharmaceutical activity of the product 
and can be expensive, thus are still only sparsely 
used [37]. 
 

2.4 Nutritional and Pharmaceutical 
Properties 

 
The African eggplant fruits have a high                
moisture content and very low caloric value                
and provide several fundamental mineral 
elements such as calcium, iron, zinc, and 
vitamins [38]. Fruits and leaves contain                   
many phytochemicals, such as phenols, 
saponins, and flavonoids, which can benefit 
human health but are also important as 
secondary metabolites to protect the plant from 
stress [23]. Kumba plants tend to have the 
highest level of antioxidant activity while 
aculeatum plants have the lowest nutritional 
value, highlighting a potential selection by 
growers and consumers for nutritious varieties. 
Different cultivars, even within the same group, 
can display high variability in nutritional quality as 
shown by Nwanna et al. [39] when assessing 
fruits from two markets and recording large 
differences in total phenols (253 vs 499 mg gallic 
acid equivalent/100g), total flavonoids (154 vs 
392 mg quercetin/100g), and total antioxidants 
(1.24 vs 3.50 mmol trolox equivalent antioxidant 
capacity/g). 
 
The African eggplant is used in traditional 
medicine to treat different conditions such as 
mental disorders or diabetes [40]. Due to the 
high antioxidant levels within the plant, they have 
been suggested to be used as nutraceutical 
supplements [41]. The supplementation of diets 
with dry or fresh leaves from the African eggplant 
has been investigated in multiple studies which 
have seen some beneficial effects on obesity 
development [42], diabetes [43] and iron intake 
[44] for example. Red fruits displayed higher 
levels of essential minerals, highlighting a 
potential to dry these fruits instead of marketable 
ones to obtain a highly nutritional powder while 
limiting waste and increasing farmers’ income 
[45]. 
 

2.5 Breeding and Genetic Resources 
 
The African eggplant is considered an ’orphan 
crop’ due to the low scientific and institutional 
support received in the past. It is now gradually 
being taken up in breeding programs due to its 
high genetic diversity, good nutritional quality, 
and high tolerance to certain biotic and abiotic 
stress [46]. 

A major part of the currently grown varieties is a 
result of farmers’ selection based on their or the 
consumers’ preferences. Nevertheless, 98% of 
the commercial seeds in East and Southern 
Africa in 2014 were improved varieties developed 
by the World Vegetable Centre (WVC) [47]. This 
number does not translate to the most commonly 
grown varieties yet as most farmers will use their 
own seeds rather than the commercial ones, as 
stated above.   WVC has been working on 
African eggplant varieties since 1993 and 
released multiple cultivars, such as the highly 
popular gilo cultivar DB3 in Tanzania in 2006 
[18]. In 2016, the WVC selected the African 
eggplant as a major strategic crop for breeding 
based on its importance in African countries, 
nutritional value and income generation potential 
[18]. There is a high genetic diversity for the 
African eggplant with 798 genebank accessions 
conserved worldwide, 481 by the WVC [24]. 
Farmers across Africa also keep a large genetic 
resource as each region seems to have a 
preference for different morphological traits and 
is thus cultivating their own local varieties of 
African eggplant [23]. As the same variety 
cultivated in different regions can have a different 
name, recording the actual diversity is 
sometimes a challenge. 
 
Some breeding programs for the African 
eggplant started already in the late 80s. 
Nowadays, a few companies have active 
breeding programs and are selling improved 
cultivars such as Rijk Zwaan and East-West 
Seeds in Tanzania, or Technisem in Senegal. 
Their distribution systems are limited to a few 
countries, however [23]. Despite the vast genetic 
material available for African eggplant breeding, 
the lack of characterisation and trait evaluation 
has limited progress so far. The recently 
published draft genome sequence of the African 
eggplant sheds light on genes associated with 
disease resistance and drought tolerance [48]. It 
is an important step to speed up cultivar 
development through targeted genetic 
modifications and for the development of 
molecular markers that could be used as a 
diagnostic tool at the seedling stage in breeding 
[49]. 
 
Since gene transfer between eggplant species is 
possible, the African eggplant is acknowledged 
as a source of variations in brinjal eggplant 
breeding [50]. This was shown early on by 
multiple studies which successfully introduced 
wilt resistance in the brinjal eggplant from the 
African eggplant [51,52]. In addition to breeding 
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for pathogens tolerance, looking into genes 
associated with abiotic stress tolerance and 
resistance such as drought has also been 
investigated. Sseremba et al. [53] conducted a 
study on shum hybrids under different watering 
conditions to determine the heritability of drought 
resistance for breeding programs. Leaf relative 
water content, plant height, and the number of 
leaves per plant were determined to be of high 
importance for breeding a stable increased 
performance under drought stress. 
 

3. ABIOTIC STRESS IN SOLANUM AND 
THE USE OF BIOSTIMULANTS 

 
Abiotic stresses trigger some responses shared 
between plants, such as the activation of osmotic 
stress, but also lead to individual responses 
based on species, intensity, length, and 
developmental stage [4]. To strengthen plant 
stress response mechanisms and increase 
stress tolerance, biostimulants have been 
employed in multiple cases.   They have been 
shown to have beneficial effects on plant viability 
mostly when crops are under stress [7]. 
Biostimulants can be categorized as follow [54]: 
 

 Humic and fulvic acids, originating from 
dead organic matter [55] 

 Protein hydrolysates and other N-
containing compounds [56] 

 Seaweed extracts and botanicals [57] 

 Chitosan and biopolymers, mainly 
derived from crustacean shells [58] 

 Inorganic compounds [59] 

 Microbial compounds [60] 

The effects of drought, heat, salinity, and their 
combination on Solanum crops, focusing on S. 
aethiopicum, are explored below. Studies on the 
effects of biostimulants are also described for 
each stress. 
 

3.1 Drought 
 

Drought stress is one of the most damaging 
factors in crop production with effects on plants’ 
morphology, physiology, and biochemical 
processes [61]. Table 1 depicts graphically some 
of the literature available on drought effects on 
Solanum species. 
 

3.1.1 Solanum aethiopicum under drought 
 

In a study by Lagat [62], a range of 
morphological and physiological aspects of the 
African eggplant were hindered in every 
accession tested under reduced field capacity at 
a different rate for each accession. For example, 
under a 20% irrigation reduction, stomatal 
conductance decrease ranged from 6% to 40% 
with an average of 19% [62]. The variability 
observed, also observed in shum cultivars by 
Nakanwagi et al. [63], highlights the range of 
tolerance among cultivars despite the absence of 
absolute tolerance of morphological and 
physiological metrics. In addition, fruits’ sugars, 
acids, beta-carotene, and vitamin C increased 
under 60% field capacity, highlighting the activity 
of the plant’s secondary metabolism [62]. These 
benefits were, however, counter-balanced by a 
decrease in mineral elements such as 
magnesium, calcium, iron, and zinc, reducing the 
overall gain in fruits’ nutritional quality [62]. 

 
Table 1.  Sub-sample of the available studies on the effect of drought on Solanum species. 

Each colour represents the Solanum species used in each study 
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Another study investigating drought effects on 
the African eggplant secondary metabolism also 
showed high variability between accessions [64]. 
Out of the 19 accessions tested, 10 displayed an 
increase in total carotenoids, 5 a decrease and 4 
no change [64]. Each carotenoid was affected 
differently  as well, with an overall decrease in 
chlorophylls and carotenes and an increase in 
xanthophyll, suggesting a decrease in leaf 
pigmentation alongside an increase in other 
dietary nutraceutical carotenoids [64]. Further to 
their carotenoids study, Mibei et al. [65] analysed 
a range of leaf metabolites, including organic 
acids, sugars, and amino acids. Similarly, 
accessions reacted differently even though a 
general trend of increasing sugars and organic 
acids appeared [65]. The authors shed light on 
important parts of the oxidative responses to 
drought in various accessions of the African 
eggplant and highlighted key metabolites 
involved in drought stress adaptation. The high 
diversity between accessions observed shows 
the great potential for tolerant species to be 
selected for farming. 
 
When using one variety in the field, Mwinuka et 
al. [31] demonstrated that watering at 80% of the 
crop requirement was optimal to balance the cost 
of irrigation while maintaining the same yield. 
 
Similarly, gilo cultivar Morro Grande had a 
reduced plant growth and fruit yield at 50% 
irrigation reduction but not at 25%, highlighting a 
tolerance threshold [66]. In another study, a drop 
from 100% pot capacity to 75% reduced a range 
of morphological attributes such as leaf number, 
area, and plant height, even though a reduction 
to 50% did not damage these characteristics 
further [67]. Photosynthesis and fruit yield, in 
opposition, were maintained at 75% pot capacity 
[67]. The African eggplant pathways to tolerance 
are thus varied and the conservation of fruit 
production over vegetative growth seems to be in 
place under low-intensity drought. Different 
responses were also noted when drought was 
applied at different growth stages with the 
flowering stage being the most critical stage for 
watering [68]. This knowledge is important for 
farmers to ensure crop protection at key growing 
points. 
 
The responses of the African eggplant genetic 
populations or individual cultivars under deficit 
irrigation shed light on exciting varieties to use in 
dry conditions and paved the way for breeding. 
Further studies need to encompass the wide 
range of existing cultivars and understand the 

different tolerance mechanisms and stress 
thresholds of this crop due to the variability of 
results observed. 
 
3.1.2 Solanum species under drought 
 
Morphological defects caused by drought on 
Solanum can already be noticed at the seedlings 
stage with a reduced germination rate and 
seedling growth in eggplant under water stress 
[69]. A reduction of leaf area was noted in later 
stages in tomato by Kusvuran and Dasgan [70] 
with the maintenance of leaves number, 
suggesting the production of smaller leaves 
instead. This observation was also made by 
Zhou et al. [71] in two different cultivars, 
indicating an adaptive mechanism to limit water 
loss through leaf modulation. Fruit characteristics 
were also impacted in eggplant under drought 
with a reduction in diameter and length, reducing 
eventually marketable yield and profitability [72]. 
Even if drought impacts morphological 
characteristics at every growth stage, a study by 
Ghannem, Ben Aissa, and Majdoub [73] showed 
that yield and fruit characteristics of tomato were 
only impacted when drought was applied at the 
harvesting stage, suggesting the presence of 
recovery mechanisms earlier. 
 
Root length was reduced in multiple tolerant and 
susceptible brinjal eggplant cultivars under no 
irrigation [74]. Root dry weight, however, was not 
reduced for tolerant cultivars in another study, 
showing diverse responses of root development 
by producing either larger roots or a higher 
number of small roots [74]. While drought 
avoidance mechanisms can lead to an extended 
root network to access water more easily, 
especially in the field, the reduction in root 
growth is often seen as a tolerance mechanism 
in order to maintain resources. Stem 
development is also hindered by the lack of 
water with plants producing thinner stems and 
reducing shoot dry weight overall, as observed in 
the brinjal eggplant [72] and tomato [75]. These 
reductions seem to only appear after a certain 
threshold with a reduction in irrigation by 20% or 
25% not impacting significantly the brinjal 
eggplant development and yield, as seen by 
Mahmud et al. [76]. Under higher intensity, 
however, the reduction of stem diameter 
eventually leads to reduced water and nutrient 
flow within the plant. 
 
Reducing water flow through the plant affects 
plant water status whose maintenance is crucial 
for many physiological processes. A decrease in 
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leaf relative water content (LRWC) has regularly 
been reported under drought and is now a 
common stress marker [77]. A reduced LRWC 
was noted in a drought-tolerant tomato cultivar, 
even though a sharper decrease was observed 
in a sensitive one [70]. This decrease is generally 
observed even at a low level of drought and at 
early stages but is quickly recovered after re-
wetting the soil, highlighting the quick response 
of this marker [78]. The reduction of LRWC 
enables plants to withstand drought periods 
better by reducing water loss through leaves but 
limits cell expansion and other processes. 
 
A decrease in water status is a signal for plants 
to close their stomata in order to limit further 
water loss through transpiration [61]. This closure 
was noted in tomato even at a low-stress level of 
15% irrigation reduction and at every growth 
stage [71,73,77].   Stomatal closure has been 
generally said to be the main driver for 
decreased photosynthesis under drought, 
eventually leading to reduced fruit production. 
Other mechanisms can, however, decrease 
photosynthesis following drought due to the 
complex photosynthetic mechanisms. For 
example, drought often leads to a reduction in 
chlorophyll production, as reported in tomato 
[79,80], eventually reducing the light-harvesting 
capacity of the plants. In a study by Çelik, Ayan, 
and Atak [77], leaf photosynthetic pigments were 
reduced two days after the beginning of stress, 
showing a dynamic and fast process. A 
chlorophyll decrease in tomato was most 
prevalent during the vegetative stage, when 
sufficient photosynthesis activity is crucial to 
develop resources to start flowering, and at fruit 
set [73]. Nonetheless, chlorophyll can also 
increase in some cultivars under water stress as 
seen in the brinjal eggplant by the study of 
Mahammed et al. [81].   This increase, measured 
per leaf area, can be due to the smaller leaves 
observed under drought, leading to a higher 
concentration of chlorophyll per area but can also 
be an intrinsic mechanism to enhance light 
harvest while limiting water loss. Alongside 
photosynthesis pigments, membrane stability is 
crucial to maintain photosynthesis activity [61]. 
Under drought, membrane stability, measured by 
the amount of electrolyte leakage, has regularly 
been reported to decrease proportionally to the 
level of stress [81,82]. Leakage of electrolytes 
has often been related to photosynthetic and 
mitochondrial activity reductions in plants. 
 
Net photosynthesis rate has been observed to 
decrease sharply under the absence of irrigation 

in tomato [71]. Limited irrigation also increased 
non-photochemical quenching in the same study, 
showing an adaptive process to limit the creation 
of ROS produced due to the imbalance of the 
energy harvested and its utilisation [83]. Reactive 
oxygen species, while beneficial for plant stress 
response at low levels as signalling molecules, 
can have damaging effects on cells when 
present at a high concentration and lead to 
oxidative stress [84]. Malondialdehyde (MDA), a 
marker of oxidative stress, increased gradually 
as pot water content decreased in tomato, as did 
total protein content driven by a sharp increase in 
antioxidant enzymes [77]. Interestingly, levels of 
MDA were similar between tolerant and 
susceptible brinjal eggplant cultivars in a study 
by Plazas et al. [74], highlighting that MDA levels 
do not automatically translate to plant tolerance 
but can potentially trigger it. 
 
In a study on one tomato cultivar, drought stress 
increased oxidative stress and enzymatic and 
non-enzymatic antioxidant levels as a response 
[79]. Lycopene, a major antioxidant in tomato, 
increased under stress in three cultivars 
alongside phenols, flavonoids, and total 
antioxidants [85]. Antioxidants are the main 
defenders to limit ROS damage and maintain cell 
processes [84]. When comparing susceptible, 
intermediate, and tolerant brinjal eggplant 
cultivars, Plazas et al. [74] showed that even if all 
accessions had an increase in phenols and 
flavonoids, this increase was more important for 
tolerant cultivars.  The same observation was 
made for the antioxidant enzyme catalase, while 
only susceptible and intermediate cultivars 
increased their levels of ascorbate peroxidase, 
another antioxidant enzyme [74]. The 
antioxidative response is thus tightly controlled 
under stress with selected enzymes and non-
enzymatic antioxidants being activated under 
certain conditions. Some cultivars seem                       
to rely on their antioxidant activity for stress 
tolerance, ensuring cell processes are 
maintained and damage by ROS compounds is 
limited. 
 

Other biochemical processes are affected by 
drought due to the reduction in mineral elements 
uptake by the roots and the following reduction in 
the distribution of these elements to the different 
plant organs. Leaf nitrogen, potassium, 
phosphorus, and iron decreased in tomato 
already at 15% irrigation reduction, with further 
decreases noted when irrigation was withdrawn 
even more [86]. In the brinjal eggplant, however, 
a decrease of 20% irrigation did not impact 
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nitrogen, potassium, or phosphorus, which were 
only reduced when irrigation was withdrawn by 
60% or more [87]. Solanum nutrient uptake is 
thus different based on the species under 
drought, highlighting a potential genetic factor 
involved. This was observed in tomato cultivars 
where most cultivars had a reduction in their leaf 
nitrogen levels under drought except the tolerant 
ones [88]. In the same study, potassium, 
phosphorus, magnesium, and iron were 
unchanged in the sensitive cultivars but were 
increased in the most tolerant cultivar, 
highlighting the importance of enhancing 
selected mineral elements to maintain plant 
growth and photosynthetic activity [88]. 
 
3.1.3 Biostimulants to relieve drought stress 
 
Biostimulants to enhance drought tolerance are 
successfully sold by a range of companies as a 
short-term and quick solution. When comparing a 
range of algae-based commercially available 
products, Goñi, Quille, and O’Connell [89] noted 
that despite differences in metabolites 
composition, all the products enhanced drought 
tolerance in tomato plants when looking at the 
final growth. These compounds had an effect on 
a range of parameters including proline and 
sugars levels, showing interaction with multiple 
processes [89]. Another commercial biostimulant 
used under drought helped tomato tolerance 
even though a decrease was still observed when 
compared to non-stressed plants, showing an 
incomplete recovery [90]. 
 
Photosynthesis activity was also recovered by 
the use of biostimulants made of algal extract 
and macro- and micronutrients, to a level even 
higher than that of non-stressed plants [91]. This 
study was performed at both flowering and 
fruiting stages, highlighting the non-specificity of 
these compounds in terms of growth stages. 
Final fruit production was also positively 
impacted, which is crucial to ensure the costs 
associated with these products are outweighed 
by the improved market potential [91]. 
 
Using protein hydrolysates, Paul et al. [92] 
showed an increased biomass production but no 
effects on most photosynthesis parameters 
tested. Tomato plants showed an increased 
tolerance to ROS damage though, supporting the 
previous results highlighting improvements in 
antioxidant enzymes to enhance tolerance                
[92]. The levels of enzymatic antioxidants 

superoxide dismutase (SOD), catalase (CAT), 
and peroxidase (POD), as well as germination 
parameters, increased in tomato plants treated 
with silicon at the same time as the stress 
occurred [93]. Silicon also increased shoot and 
root growth under drought-like stress and 
photosynthesis-related parameters in another 
study [94]. Despite the exact positive 
mechanisms of silicon-mediated tolerance not 
being fully defined, it is believed it helps with the 
plant water status and physiological processes 
[93]. These pieces of research on tomato are 
highly motivating to use silicon in Solanum crops 
as, unlike the other silicon-accumulating crops 
previously used for this type of research such as 
rice or maize, tomato is a silicon excluder crop 
[94]. Despite that, benefits under stress are still 
observed supporting the potential of silicon even 
in excluder crops. 
 
Since the presence of drought stress can be hard 
to predict and to ensure plants can be protected 
at any point in their life, research has also 
focused on using biostimulants in a preventive 
way. In their study, Bindu et al. [95] inoculated 
tomato seeds before planting them and showed 
an enhancement of antioxidant enzyme activity 
under stress during their growth. This supports 
the use of seed treatment to increase plant 
tolerance, potentially easier to implement on a 
farm-level than foliar application. 
 
A study by Vu et al. [96] highlighted that even if 
abscisic acid increased drought tolerance, 
various growth parameters were negatively 
impacted by the high-concentration treatments 
for well- watered plants. This observation is 
important to understand the limitations of 
biostimulants and the need for further research. 
 

3.2 Heat 
 
Elevated temperatures or extreme events such 
as heatwaves can hinder plant growth at every 
development stage depending on the cultivar, 
intensity and length of stress. In addition to 
morphological and physiological changes, 
antioxidant levels can also be affected by heat 
stress and increase a plant’s nutritional value 
[97]. Short, measured stress can thus be 
beneficial, if timed right, for vegetable quality by 
improving health-promoting compounds. Table 2 
depicts graphically some of the literature 
available on the effects of high temperatures on 
Solanum species. 
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Table 2.  A sub-sample of the available studies on the effect of heat on Solanum species. Each 
colour represents the Solanum species used in each study 

 
3.2.1 Solanum aethiopicum  under heat 
 

A gilo cultivar has been shown to have an 
increased photosynthesis activity and stomatal 
conductance between 30°C and 35°C but 
decreased at 40°C, showing a high tolerant 
threshold [98].   Plant height and shoot weight, 
conversely, kept increasing under 40°C [98]. 
Despite an enhancement of vegetative growth 
under heat, fruit numbers decreased drastically 
and the overall yield was reduced even though 
the fruits produced were heavier [98]. This shows 
a different tolerance threshold for vegetative and 
reproductive growth which is important to 
uncover for understanding the potential of the 
African eggplant in heat-prone fields. 
 

3.2.2 Solanum species under heat 
 
The vegetative growth of tomato plants was 
unaffected in a study subjecting them to a 10°C 
increase, reaching 36°C, as seen by the absence 
of changes in plant height, leaf number, and 
stem diameter in both heat-tolerant and heat-
sensitive cultivars [99]. When including more 
cultivars and setting the temperature at 40°C, 
Sherzod et al. [100] found an increase in plant 
height and stem diameter for many cultivars, 
especially the ones producing large fruits. 
Blanchard-Gros et al. [101] also found a cultivar-
dependent response of plant height under heat 
when studying the wild tomato S. chilense with 
the increase in stem growth under heat for some. 

The same trend regarding plant height was noted 
in potato with an increase of 13°C from normal 
temperature leading to a plant height increase of 
47% on average [102]. The positive effect of heat 
on plant development seems thus to appear 
mostly at very high temperatures in Solanum.   
Interestingly, when including a recovery period, 
Duan et al. [103] showed that even after no 
effects on stem growth during the heat period, 
tomato plants that experienced heat had a     
slower growth development when placed                 
back under normal temperature than the 
controls. This observation suggests long-term 
damages and a slow recovery regarding 
vegetative growth. 
 

Leaf production and development are, in general, 
hindered at high temperatures after a certain 
threshold as seen in both tolerant and sensitive 
tomato cultivars [104] and potato [105]. No 
change in leaf number was noted, however, in 
young tomato grown at 36°C and leaves 
produced were the same size in another study 
growing tomato at 40°C [99,100]. The different 
growth stages and stress lengths, with the latter 
studies focusing on short-term stress at early 
stages, might explain these antagonist effects 
observed. Under heat stress, smaller leaves are 
a way to limit excess transpiration and water 
loss. 
 

Despite the boost sometimes observed in the 
vegetative growth of Solanum plants, the most 
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drastic effects of heat stress are observed during 
the reproductive stages, hindering final fruit yield 
[106]. In tomato, both short and long-lasting heat 
stress reduced pollen germination and the 
number of fruits produced [100,107]. Pollen 
germination was decreased in both tolerant and 
sensitive cultivars even though the effects were 
most noticeable in the sensitive one [108]. Pollen 
tube length, on the other hand, was not affected 
by a 10°C increase in tolerant tomato plants but 
decreased strongly in sensitive ones [108]. In 
one study, the number of flowers increased 
significantly under heat despite a net reduction in 
fruit yield, showing that pollen defects are the 
main reason for a reduced fruit set and yield 
[109]. 
 
Leaf pigments are also affected by heat with 
tolerant tomato cultivars displaying higher leaf 
pigment levels in a study by Zhou et al. [108].   
Every potato cultivar investigated by Tang et al. 
[102] also displayed higher leaf pigment levels 
under heat. Chlorophyll b tends to increase to a 
lesser extent than chlorophyll a due, in part, to its 
high correlation with light-harvesting proteins 
[110]. A high number of light-harvesting proteins 
can be nefast for plants under heat as the stress 
limits the amount of usable light due to various 
damages on the photosynthetic apparatus. The 
excess light can eventually increase the damage 
to the photosynthesis apparatus and other 
processes. An increase in chlorophylls is, 
nonetheless, important to maintain and 
potentially enhance photosynthesis. In addition, 
an increase in chlorophyll a and carotenoids can 
lead to the reduction of photooxidation and 
photoinhibition by ensuring excess light is 
dissipated as heat [83]. As opposed to the 
previous observation, a potato cultivar tolerant in 
regard to micro tuber formation showed a slight 
decrease in leaf pigment, especially chlorophyll 
b, showing that other tolerance mechanisms are 
in place to ensure fruit production in this case 
[111]. A range of studies supported that 
observation with a reduction in leaf pigments in 
potato [112], tomato [113], and the brinjal 
eggplant [114].  
 
Tolerant tomato cultivars displayed an increase 
in stomatal conductance which was not observed 
in sensitive ones [108].   Both sensitive and 
tolerant tomato cultivars increased their stomatal 
conductance under heat in another study, 
however, suggesting a variation in the tolerance 
mechanisms [104]. This adaptive mechanism 
allows better leaf cooling and the maintenance of 

enzyme activity, crucial to maintaining 
photosynthesis.   This was not observed by Zhou 
et al.  [99] and Duan et al. [103] who reported a 
decrease in stomatal conductance, suggesting 
another way to limit the negative effects of 
increasing leaf temperature while maintaining 
water loss to a minimum. The photosynthesis 
apparatus is, in general, highly disturbed by heat 
through a range of mechanisms including 
enzyme denaturation and increased transpiration 
[97]. Photosynthetic parameters were reduced in 
tomato plants subjected to an increase of 15°C 
or higher [115,116] but no negative effects were 
noted at a 6°C increase in another cultivar, 
showing a certain tolerance of the photosynthetic 
system [71]. Maximum photochemical efficiency 
of photosystem II (Fv/Fm) can be a powerful way 
of identifying heat tolerant plants as its 
maintenance under heat stress is associated with 
multiple other tolerance traits [104,108]. As a 
fast-responding indicator of a plant’s 
photosynthesis efficiency, Fv/Fm can help 
researchers quickly identify damage to the 
photosynthesis process. 
 
Oxidative stress, as measured by hydrogen 
peroxide (H2O2) concentration or lipid 
peroxidation, was induced by heat in tomato 
[116,117]. To counteract this increase, crops, in 
particular tolerant cultivars, can enhance their 
antioxidant metabolism as seen by an increase in 
phenols and antioxidant enzymes in a few 
studies [112,113,118]. Osmolytes are also often 
increased to maintain membrane stability and a 
range of cell processes, as was observed in a 
study by Dasgan et al. [118] with an increase in 
sugars in both tolerant and susceptible tomato 
cultivars. Proline is also increased by heat in 
Solanum to maintain cell turgor and expansion, 
an adaptive mechanism to tolerate short-term 
heat stress [105,116]. A range of mechanisms is 
thus activated under stress to help maintain 
critical processes running. 
 

3.2.3 Biostimulants to relieve heat stress 
 
As the flowering stage is highly affected by heat, 
biostimulants improving pollen viability and flower 
survival are key to improving crop heat tolerance. 
Ascophyllum nodosum extract has often been 
used as an effective biostimulant and has shown 
a significant recovery in pollen viability in tomato 
under heat [119]. Eventually, fruit set and 
development can also be improved by the use of 
biostimulants under heat, ensuring income 
stability [120].  
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A range of other improvements can lead to high-
temperature tolerance as seen in Niu et al. [121] 
where chlorophyll production and photosynthesis 
were recovered by the use of biostimulants, 
eventually leading to healthier plants. The 
increase in photosynthetic activity under stress 
was also reported by another study using 
different biostimulants, suggesting similar 
tolerance mechanisms induced in both cases 
[122]. Similarly to what was observed under 
drought, biostimulants also increase the 
antioxidant activity to mitigate ROS-mediated 
damage and improve heat tolerance, as seen in 
the study by Sang et al. [123] for example. 
 
Biostimulants under heat have been shown to 
have a positive effect on tomato growth even at a 
seedling stage [124]. In contraction, only the final 
yield of the plants was improved in a study by 
Soares et al. [125]. Biostimulants can thus 
improve tolerance of only particular parameters 
at different growth stages, making it difficult to 
estimate their potential at an early stage. Only a 
few physiological and growth parameters were 
improved in a study by Francesca et al. [126] 
when biostimulants were used, supporting a 
variability in their use. 
 
When comparing four tomato cultivars, 
Francesca et al. [127] reported large differences 
in the biostimulant effect. They seemed to have a 
positive impact mostly for the cultivars producing 
small fruits while fewer effects were reported for 
cultivars producing large fruits [127]. The 
differences noted in this paper may suggest that, 
depending on the inherent tolerance mechanism 
of the cultivar of interest, the biostimulant used 
may not lead to the same effects. These 
observations are important to understand the 
diversity of results from biostimulants, highly 
dependent on various conditions such as length 
of stress, concentration, or timing of application. 
 

3.3 Salinity 
 
Saline soils contain excessive soluble salts, 
mainly sodium chloride (NaCl) and sodium 
sulphate (Na2SO4). They are generally described 
as having an electrical conductivity higher than 4 
dS/m [128]. This represented 412 million 
hectares of soil in 2015, 122.9 of which in Africa 
[128]. Different salinity intensities are further 

defined as seen in Table 3. Salinity disturbs 
every growth stage of crops, especially during 
seedling development, via osmotic or ion-excess 
responses [129]. The former is due to the lower 
uptake of water by the plant due to the high salt 
concentration in soil and has a rapid onset, while 
the latter is caused by the excessive uptake of 
Na

+
 and Cl

-
 over a long exposure period. A range 

of processes is affected by salinity in Solanum 
crops including morphological, physiological, and 
molecular pathways [130]. Table 4 depicts 
graphically some of the literature available on 
salinity effects on Solanum species. 
 
3.3.1 Solanum species under salinity 
 
Salinity stress affects Solanum species from the 
germination stage, with both tomato and its 
relative the black nightshade S. nigrum 
displaying reduced seed germination under NaCl 
irrigation, even if S. nigrum was less affected 
[131]. Of the germinated seeds, both root and 
shoot growths were limited by the stress [131]. 
This negative effect on root and shoot was also 
observed in the plants’ later vegetative stages 
[132, 133].   Interestingly, even high levels of salt 
did not reduce plant growth parameters in the 
wild eggplant S. insanum, highlighting the 
tolerance potential of some Solanum species 
[133]. Solanum pennelli, a salt-tolerant crop, 
formed the central focus of a study by Albaladejo 
et al. [134] in which the authors found a slow 
tolerance mechanism. Shoot and root growth 
rate was much slower in S. pennelli than in 
tomato after seven days of stress, but this was 
reversed after 14 days [134]. Due to the two-step 
toxicity mechanism of salinity, tolerance can take 
place at different stages and might only be 
perceived when a threshold is passed. Leaf 
development was reduced in the brinjal eggplant 
at lower salinity levels than stem or root 
development, showing differences between plant 
organs as well [133]. This decrease in leaf 
production was also observed in tomato [135], S. 
chilense [136], S. nigrum [132], and S. insanum 
[137]. The tolerant S. pennelli maintained leaf 
thickness under salt while the sensitive tomato 
displayed thinner leaves under stress [134]. Leaf             
thickness has previously been suggested to be a 
reliable indicator of a plant’s water status and 
stress level, with thinner leaves reducing water 
loss. 
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Table 3. Soil salinity classes in electrical conductivity ECe 
 

Salinity 
rating 

Non-saline Weakly 
saline 

Moderately 
saline 

Strongly 
saline 

Very strongly 
saline 

ECe (dS/m) < 2 2 - 4 4 - 8 8 - 16 > 16 
 

Table 4.  Sub-sample of the available studies on the effect of salinity on Solanum species. 
Each colour represents the Solanum species used in each study 

 

 
Brenes et al. [133] reported the maintenance of 
LRWC in S. insanum up to 300 mM NaCl while 
the brinjal eggplant LRWC was reduced after 100 
mM NaCl. A reduction in LRWC was also noted 
in two tomato cultivars [138], impacting leaf 
expansion, nutrient transfer, and photosynthesis 
activity. A change in water status has also been 
observed regarding the leaf osmotic pressure in 
tomato, S. chilense, and potato which decreased 
under stress, enabling osmotic adjustments via 
the adapted osmotic gradient to limit ion 
accumulation as a short-term tolerance strategy 
[136, 139]. A reduction in leaf osmotic pressure 
was, however, only observed in the most 
sensitive brinjal eggplant accessions while 
tolerant ones maintained it under stress, 
suggesting other mechanisms in place for long-
term tolerance [140]. Indeed, the long-term 
reduction in osmotic pressure can lead to 
negative changes in various parameters such as 
cell membrane stability, which was reduced in               
every tomato accession tested under salinity by 
Ahsan et al. [141] and in the brinjal eggplant 
[142]. 
 
Variations in leaf morphology and water content 
can, in turn, affect chlorophyll levels. Under very 
high salinity levels (above 300 mM NaCl), 
chlorophyll was noticeably reduced in tomato 
plants [143]. A range of studies on Solanum 

reported no or little effects on total chlorophyll 
under more moderate salinity levels 
[133,135,137]. Carotenoids were, however, 
regularly reduced, suggesting a potential shift in 
light-harvesting wavelengths throughout the 
stress. Photosynthesis activity can eventually               
be affected due to a combination of                   
affected pathways including light harvesting 
changes. 
 
Liao and Zhang [144] reported a gradual 
decrease in assimilation rate, stomatal 
conductance, and intracellular CO2 in S. nigrum 
as the salinity level increased. Similarly, a 
reduction in net photosynthesis rate and stomatal 
conductance was observed in tomato [135, 145], 
the brinjal eggplant and S. nigrum [133]. In 
addition, non-photochemical quenching, 
representing the amount of light dissipated as 
heat by the plant to avoid photodamage via the 
production of ROS, was increased in Solanum 
[146]. Despite this increase, ROS H2O2 and O2

-
 

were still recorded in high levels in these crops 
[146]. The increase of H2O2 is not consistent, 
however, with some reports of no effects of 
salinity [132, 137]. When comparing H2O2 levels 
in potato leaf, stem, and root, Jaarsma, Vries, 
and Boer [147] showed that leaf levels were 
unchanged in most accessions but stem and root 
H2O2 were highly increased under salinity, 
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highlighting plant organ differences in stress 
marker accumulation and explaining in part                
the variability of the observations previously 
made. 
 

Ion accumulation within plants under salinity is 
broadly accepted with the increase of sodium 
and decrease of the potassium over sodium ratio 
in various plant parts. This disruption causes 
secondary negative effects including damage to 
the cell membrane and various enzymes. 
Albaladejo et al. [134] noted a clear sodium 
increase in roots and leaves of S. pennellii and 
tomato under salinity with S. pennellii, more 
tolerant than tomato, showing a less drastic leaf 
uptake. This clear increase was also noted in the 
brinjal eggplant and S. insanum alongside an 
increase in chloride ions [133,142]. A range of 
secondary metabolites is produced in response 
to this stress including osmolytes such as 
proline, glycine betaine or sugars, which help 
maintain a low osmotic potential, necessary to 
ensure water flow through the plant [148]. Fruit 
sugars increased under salinity in the brinjal 
eggplant and tomato, but not in S. chilense, 
considered the most tolerant species among 
those [142,149]. Solanum insanum accumulated 
proline and sugars to a higher level than the 
brinjal eggplant under stress [133]. These 
osmolytes and their localisation seem thus to be 
important in plants’ tolerance to salinity by acting 
as signalling molecules but also directly 
protecting cells from the damaging effects of ion 
accumulation, for example [148]. 
 

Changes in ROS level under salinity trigger an 
antioxidant response by crops, as observed by 
the increase of antioxidant enzymes in potato 
[139], tomato [146], the brinjal eggplant [142] and 
S. nigrum [144]. The antioxidant response can 
affect greatly crop tolerance as was seen in 
potato where the most tolerant cultivar showed 
an increase in shoot ascorbate peroxidase and 
glutathione reductase that was not observed in 
the sensitive accession [150]. Ahanger et al. 
[146] reported an increase in all antioxidant 
enzymes measured, total flavonoids and phenols 
in tomato, with the latter also increased in the 
brinjal eggplant fruits and tomato leaves in other 
studies [142,145]. This antioxidant response 
seems to be triggered at low salinity levels as 
shown by Ben Abdallah et al. [132] who 
demonstrated that phenols increased at 50 mM 
NaCl. Surprisingly, a higher level of salinity 
removed this effect with no increase or decrease 
noted at 100 and 150 mM NaCl compared to no 
salinity [132]. In the same vein, S. villosum and 
S. insanum only showed changes in phenols and 

flavonoids at medium salinity levels while no 
differences were noted between non-stressed 
plants and plants watered with a 150 mM NaCl 
solution [133,151]. In some studies, no effects 
were noted at all [133,149]. These differences 
suggest a complex link between stress and 
antioxidant responses, heavily reliant on the 
stress intensity with other mechanisms in place 
when the salinity level is high. 
 
3.3.2 Biostimulants to relieve salinity stress 
 
Similar to observations made for crops under 
drought or heat, some biostimulants have 
improved salinity tolerance in Solanum. Tomato 
plants grown under salinity reported an increase 
in leaf area [152], biomass production [153], and 
yield [154] when treated with biostimulants. The 
level of salinity has a noticeable impact on the 
effects of biostimulants, with very high salinity 
level hindering the biostimulant action, either due 
to the damage level induced in plants or to the 
direct inactivation of the active compounds [155]. 
 
The tolerance mechanisms of biostimulants can 
differ slightly, with a type of bacteria having no 
effect on chlorophyll levels but impacting mostly 
root development and proline accumulation 
[156]. The use of arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi, in 
opposition, did not impact root development but 
enhanced the root uptake of selected nutrients, 
limiting deficiencies [157]. Improving antioxidant 
response to reduce ROS damage was also a 
tolerance mechanism triggered by biostimulants 
[156].  
 
Even if silicon has been associated with 
increased drought tolerance when used as a 
biostimulant, Costan et al. [158] showed that a 
positive effect was not seen under salinity. 
Indeed, despite a slight increase in fruit number 
under stress, the nutrient uptake and plant 
growth were not improved by silicon [158]. In 
cases like that, yield gains are too marginal to 
make the use of silicon viable for farmers due to 
the high cost not being covered by the limited 
benefits. The absence of a net positive effect 
was also seen when using flavonoids as 
biostimulants in salty conditions which improve 
leaf fluorescence but not overall photosynthesis 
or plant growth, limiting their overall benefits 
[159]. 
 

3.4 Stress Combination 

 
Exploring the effects of stress combination is of 
utmost importance to understand how crops will 
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react in natural conditions in current and future 
agricultural settings. Drought is often associated 
with high temperatures while high temperatures 
can increase soil salinity by reducing the soil 
leaching capacity for example [6]. While 
responses to individual stresses have been 
extensively studied as seen above, especially in 
model crops, stress combination is only            
starting to be researched. Crops can                  
respond to stress combinations by showing 
completely new responses, the addition of 
individual stress, or the effects of only one                   
of the stress when this stress is predominant 
[160]. Heat and drought and a few other       
stress combinations on Solanum are discussed 
below. 
 
3.4.1 Heat and drought 
 
In a study by Francesca et al. [126], the growth 
of tomato plants under the combination of heat 
and drought was reduced to the same level as 
when under drought alone, despite the 
enhancement of vegetative growth by heat. This 
was also observed by Duan et al. [103], 
suggesting that the positive effect of heat does 
not seem to compensate for the highly damaging 
effects of drought.  This predominance effect is 
not always seen, however, with plant 
development reaching its lowest level under the 
stress combination in a range of studies 
[114,161,162]. The intensity and length of stress 
are major factors determining whether one stress 
will be predominant or not. The same trend was 
observed for chlorophyll pigments with a 
decrease under the stress combination despite 
an increase under drought, mostly due to the 
decrease under heat [101, 103]. When both heat 
and drought reduced chlorophyll levels 
individually, their combination seems to show an 
additive effect with a further reduction reported 
[114]. 
 
Stomatal conductance followed the same trend, 
with an increase under heat but an overall 
reduction to the drought-stressed plants’ levels 
when both stresses were present in combination 
[101,103,126]. Overall photosynthesis was, 
however, generally further decreased by the 
stress combination [101,114,161]. Tomato plants 
grown at 45° C without irrigation, for example, 
had a more severe effect on photosynthesis and 
biochemical stress markers than the individual 
temperature increase and irrigation withdrawal 
[116]. Under a less intense heat treatment 
reaching 32°C combined with no irrigation,       
plants mostly displayed characteristics of  

drought alone [71]. These results suggest                        
a complex interaction of the stresses depending 
on their intensity and length which will determine 
the mechanisms of the plants to withstand    
stress. 
 
H2O2 and MDA were further increased under 
stress combination, suggesting a stronger 
oxidative stress response [114, 161]. This was 
not matched by a further increase in antioxidant 
enzyme activity in either study, suggesting a 
plateau already reached under individual 
stresses or the triggering of other pathways 
instead to control the increase in damaging 
compounds [114, 161]. Hannachi et al. [114] 
reported stress hormones to be increased to the 
same levels as observed under drought alone 
while Francesca et al. [126] observed this in 
sugars. Despite an additive effect in some growth 
parameters, a range of commonly measured 
characteristics seems to not be further 
exacerbated by the stress combination, 
especially when focusing on secondary 
metabolites. 
 

3.4.2 Salinity and drought 
 
Plant growth was only more affected by the 
combination of drought and salinity when salinity 
was present at a high level, following the same 
trend observed under heat and drought [163]. 
Before that level, drought was predominant over 
salinity. In the same study, photosynthesis 
activity was also not further impacted by drought 
and salinity combination with a decrease to the 
same extent as the decrease observed under 
individual stresses [163]. In another study when 
both stresses were more intense, the 
combination of drought and salinity led to a lower 
leaf water potential, higher sodium accumulation 
and increased proline response [164]. This was 
further confirmed by leaf fluorescence 
measurements, supporting the importance of 
stress length and intensity when talking about 
tolerance and resistance [164]. A study in tomato 
plants by Ors et al. [165] showed that salinity 
reduced the drought threshold needed before 
negative effects on CO2 assimilation and mineral 
concentrations were observed. Understanding 
this interaction is thus crucial as monitored water 
deficit treatment following guidelines based on 
the application of water stress alone is 
sometimes used to improve fruit quality [166]. 
The presence of another stress might lead to 
unwanted effects such as reduced growth                 
and final yield depending on the combined 
intensity. 
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3.4.3 Salinity and heat 
 
In a study investigating heat and salinity, sodium 
transport rate was reduced under the stress 
combination when compared to salinity alone, 
potentially limiting the negative effects of ion 
accumulation observed under salinity [167]. The 
high temperature also had a protective effect on 
the photosynthetic activity of plants under salinity 
with a reduction of the defects under the stress 
combination when compared to salinity on its 
own [167]. This was further observed by Lopez- 
Delacalle et al. [168] which showed the recovery 
of assimilation rate when heat was present 
alongside salinity while a significant drop was 
noticed under salinity alone. These positive 
interactions are, however, not observed every 
time. Sousa et al. [169], using a 7°C higher 
temperature than the research presented 
previously, showed an 8% increase in shoot 
sodium accumulation under heat and salinity 
when compared to salinity alone.   The stress 
combination also reduced shoot calcium despite 
an increase under both salinity and heat 
individually [169].  In another study, the highest 
decrease in photosynthetic activity was observed 
under the combination of stresses [170]. 
Similarly, heat protection was not observed on 
yield in a separate study, showing limitations to 
the positive interactive effect, especially when 
salinity levels are low and temperatures are high 
[171]. The stress combination also impacted 
plant metabolites differently than individual 
stresses with sugars and some acids being 
further increased by their interaction in the study 
by Botella et al. [171] and antioxidants being 
regulated differently in the study of García-Martí 
et al. [170]. 
 
Thus, understanding field-like conditions is 
important to predict whether a stress interaction 
will be beneficial or detrimental based on each 
stress intensity. 
 
3.4.4 The use of biostimulants in stress 

combination 
 
Research on biostimulants in stress combination 
is limited on Solanum crops due to the relatively 
new interest in stress combination and 
biostimulants individually. Due to the unique and 
unpredictable effects stress combination can 
have on plants, biostimulants effective against 
one stress might not be effective when multiple 
stresses are present. Understanding how 
biostimulants react under the combination of 
stress is thus highly important. Despite 

suggestions that the combination of biostimulants 
is the most promising approach in field conditions 
[172], melatonin on its own has shown clear 
positive effects on tomato plants under 
simultaneous heat and salinity [173]. Plants 
under stress recovered their photosynthetic 
activity completely when melatonin was applied 
just before the stress occurred. Positive results 
were not seen in a study by Francesca et al. 
[126], however, when using a protein hydrolysate 
on plants under the combination of heat and 
drought, following the same pattern as its effect 
on each stress individually. The main component 
of the biostimulant used is thus highly important 
to ensure the benefits outweigh the cost. These 
results also show that, in some conditions, the 
observations made under individual stress can 
be extrapolated to the stress combination. 
 

4. CONCLUSIONS 
 
The constant environmental stresses faced by 
farmers negatively impact yields, crop nutritional 
quality, and overall plant development. The 
interplay of stresses, often observed in the field, 
adds a level of complexity when predicting the 
effects of these stresses on our food systems. 
The African eggplant is an indigenous crop with a 
high potential to ensure the sustainability and 
resilience of food systems in Africa due, in part, 
to its high genetic variability. Research on its 
stress tolerance is sparse, however, despite 
some knowledge based on its evolutionary path. 
The variability of results previously observed 
within the Solanum kingdom under drought, heat, 
salinity and their combination highlight the need 
to investigate the African eggplant responses to 
get a better understanding of its role in stressed 
environments. Investigating its unique responses 
to a range of environmental stresses individually 
and in combination is key to helping fight food 
insecurity and crop diversity decline. In addition, 
quickly available solutions to increase field 
resilience against various environmental stresses 
are needed. Biostimulants are promising but their 
success depends on a variety of factors. The 
one-size-fits-all approach is not appropriate for 
biostimulant use and research on particular 
conditions is needed to provide farmers with 
efficient methods of coping with environmental 
stresses now. 
 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
 
We would like to thank the Biotechnology and 
Biological Sciences Research Council (BBSRC) 
and NIAB East Malling for funding this project 



 
 
 
 

David-Rogeat et al.; Int. J. Plant Soil Sci., vol. 35, no. 18, pp. 1425-1451, 2023; Article no.IJPSS.101378 
 

 

 
1441 

 

through the Biotechnology and Biological 
Sciences Research Council Doctoral Training 
Programme Nottingham. 
 

COMPETING INTERESTS 
 
Authors have declared that no competing 
interests exist. 
 

REFERENCES 
 
1. Cheikh M, Rosenzweig C, Barioni LG, 

Benton TG, Herrero M, Krishnapillai M, et 
al. Food Security. In: Shukla P, Skea J, 
Calvo Buendia E, Masson-Delmotte V, 
Pörtner HO, Roberts D, et al. (eds.). 
Climate Change and Land: an IPCC 
special report on climate change, 
desertification, land degradation, 
sustainable land management, food 
security, and greenhouse gas fluxes in 
terrestrial ecosystems. In Press. 
2019:437–550. 

2. Allen M, Dube O, Solecki W, Aragòn-
Durand F, Cramer W, Humphreys S, et al. 
Framing and context. In: Global Warming 
of 1.5°C.  An  IPCC Special Report on the 
impacts of global warming of 1.5°C above 
pre-industrial levels and related global 
greenhouse gas emission pathways, in the 
context of strengthening the global 
response to the threat of climate change, 
sustainable development, and efforts to 
eradicate poverty; 2018. 

3. Myers SS, Smith MR, Guth S, Golden CD, 
Vaitla B., Mueller ND, et al. Climate 
change and global food systems: potential 
impacts on food security and 
undernutrition. Annual Review of Public 
Health. 2017;38:259–277.  
DOI: 10.1146/annurev-publhealth. 

4. Giordano M, Petropoulos SA, Rouphael Y. 
Response and defence mechanisms of 
vegetable crops against drought, heat and 
salinity stress. Agriculture. 2021;11(5):1–
30.  
DOI: 10.3390/agriculture11050463 

5. Beacham AM, Hand P, Barker GC, Denby 
KJ, Teakle GR, Walley PG, et al. 
Addressing the threat of climate change to 
agriculture requires improving crop 
resilience to short-term abiotic stress. 
Outlook on Agriculture. 2018;47(4):270–
276. 
DOI: 10.1177/0030727018807722 

6. Mahalingam R. Consideration of combined 
stress: a crucial paradigm for improving 

multiple stress tolerance in plants. In: 
Combined stresses in plants: physiological, 
molecular, and biochemical aspects. 
Springer. 2015:1–25.  
DOI: 10.1007/978-3-319-07899-1. 

7. Bulgari R, Franzoni G, Ferrante A. 
Biostimulants application in horticultural 
crops under abiotic stress conditions. 
Agronomy. 2019;9(6):1–30.  
DOI: 10.3390/agronomy9060306 

8. EBIC. The European Biostimulants 
Industry Council; 2021.  
Available:https:// biostimulants.eu/  
Accessed on 28.06.2023 

9. Petropoulos SA. Practical applications of 
plant biostimulants in greenhouse 
vegetable crop production. Agronomy. 
2020;10(10):1–4.  
DOI: 10.3390/ agronomy10101569 

10. Parađiković N, Teklić T, Zeljković S, Lisjak 
M, Špoljarević M. Biostimulants research in 
some horticultural plant species—A review. 
Food and Energy Security. 2019;8(2):1–
17.  
DOI: 10.1002/fes3.162 

11. FAOSTAT. Africa. FAO Departments and 
Offices; 2017. 

12. FAO, IFAD, UNICEF, WFP, and WHO. 
The state of food security and nutrition in 
the world 2022. Repurposing food and 
agricultural policies to make healthy diets 
more affordable. FAO; 2022.  
DOI: 10.4060/cc0639en 

13. Bokelmann W, Huyskens-Keil S, Ferenczi 
Z, Stöber S. The role of indigenous 
vegetables to improve food and nutrition 
security: experiences from the project 
HORTINLEA in Kenya (2014–2018). 
Frontiers in Sustainable Food Systems. 
2022;6:1–19.  
DOI: 10.3389/fsufs.2022.806420 

14. Tadele Z. African orphan crops under 
abiotic stresses: challenges and 
opportunities. Scientifica. 2018;2018:1–19.  
DOI: 10.1155/2018/1451894 

15. Mabhaudhi T, Chimonyo VG, Modi AT. 
Status of underutilised crops in South 
Africa: opportunities for developing 
research capacity. Sustainability. 
2017;9(9):1–21.  
DOI: 10.3390/su9091569 

16. Akinola R, Pereira LM, Mabhaudhi T, Bruin 
FM de, Rusch L. A review of indigenous 
food crops in Africa and the implications for 
more sustainable and healthy food 
systems. Sustainability. 2020;12(8):1–30.  
DOI: 10.3390/su12083493 

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-publhealth
https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture11050463
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-07899-1
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy9060306
https://biostimulants.eu/
https://biostimulants.eu/
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy10101569
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy10101569
https://doi.org/10.1002/fes3.162
https://doi.org/10.4060/cc0639en
https://doi.org/10.3389/fsufs.2022.806420
https://doi.org/10.1155/2018/1451894
https://doi.org/10.3390/su9091569
https://doi.org/10.3390/su12083493


 
 
 
 

David-Rogeat et al.; Int. J. Plant Soil Sci., vol. 35, no. 18, pp. 1425-1451, 2023; Article no.IJPSS.101378 
 

 

 
1442 

 

17. Arumugam S, Govindasamy R, Simon JE, 
Van Wyk E, Ozkan B. Market outlet 
choices for African Indigenous Vegetables 
(AIVs): a socio- economic analysis of 
farmers in Zambia. Agricultural and Food 
Economics. 2022;10(1):1–13.  
DOI: 10.1186/s40100-022-00235-6 

18. Dinssa F, Hanson P, Dubois T, Tenkouano 
A, Stoilova T, Hughes JD, et al. AVRDC—
The World Vegetable Center’s women-
oriented improvement and development 
strategy for traditional African vegetables 
in sub-Saharan Africa. European Journal 
of Horticultural Science. 2016;81(2):91–
105.  
DOI: 10.17660/eJHS.2016/81.2.3 

19. Nyadanu D, Lowor S. Promoting 
competitiveness of neglected and 
underutilized crop species: comparative 
analysis of nutritional composition of 
indigenous and exotic leafy and fruit 
vegetables in Ghana. Genetic Resources 
and Crop Evolution. 2015;62(1):131–140.  
DOI: 10.1007/s10722- 014- 0162-x 

20. Soares JC, Santos CS, Carvalho SM, 
Pintado MM, Vasconcelos MW. Preserving 
the nutritional quality of crop plants under a 
changing climate: Importance and 
strategies. Plant and Soil. 2019;443(1-
2):1–26.  
DOI: 10.1007/s11104-019-04229-0 

21. Page AM, Daunay MC, Aubriot X, 
Chapman MA. Domestication of eggplants: 
a phenotypic and genomic insight. In: 
Chapman MA (ed.). The eggplant genome. 
Compendium of Plant Genomes. Springer. 
2019:193–212.  
DOI: 10.1007/978-3-319-99208-2_12 

22. Aubriot X, Daunay MC. Eggplants and 
relatives: from exploring their diversity and 
phylogenetic relationships to conservation 
challenges. In: The Eggplant Genome. 
Springer. 2019:91–134.  
DOI: 10.1007/978-3-319 - 99208-2_10. 

23. Han M, Opoku KN, Bissah NA, Su T. 
Solanum aethiopicum: the nutrient-rich 
vegetable crop with great economic, 
genetic biodiversity and pharmaceutical 
potential. Horticulturae. 2021;7(6):1–17.  
DOI: 10.3390/ horticulturae7060126 

24. Taher D, Solberg SØ,  Prohens  J, Chou  
YY, Rakha  M, Wu TH. World vegetable 
center eggplant collection: origin, 
composition, seed dissemination and 
utilization in breeding. Frontiers in Plant 
Science. 2017;8:1–12.  
DOI: 10.3389/fpls.2017.01484 

25. Yang RY, Ojiewo C. African nightshades 
and African eggplants: Taxonomy, crop 
management, utilization, and 
phytonutrients. In: African natural plant 
products volume II: discoveries and 
challenges in chemistry, health, and 
nutrition. ACS Publications. 2013:137–165.  
DOI: 10.1021/bk- 2013-1127.ch011 

26. Moenga SM, Achieng Odeny D. The 
African Eggplant. In: Underutilised Crop 
Genomes. Springer. 2022:391–408.  
DOI: 10.1007/978-3-031-00848-1_21 

27. Schippers RR, et al. African indigenous 
vegetables: an overview of the cultivated 
species. University of Greenwich, Natural 
Resources Institute. 2000:147–167. 

28. Mungai G, Giovanonni J, Nyende A, 
Ambuko J, Owino W. Phenotypic 
characterization of selected African 
eggplant accessions collected from a 
number of African countries. International 
Journal of Agricultural Sciences. 
2016;6(6):1048–1058. 

29. Kamga RT, Kouamé C, Atangana A, 
Abdulai M, Tenkouano A, et al. 
Characterization of African eggplant 
accessions for morphological and yield 
parameters in the bimodal rainfall 
agroecology of Cameroon. Acta 
Horticulturae. 2015;1102:109–120.  
DOI: 10.17660/ActaHortic.2015.1102.13. 

30. Govindasamy R, Gao Q, Simon JE, Van 
Wyk E, Weller S, Ramu G, et al. An 
assessment of African indigenous 
vegetables grower’s production practices 
and the environment: a case study from 
Zambia. Journal of Medicinally Active 
Plants. 2020;9(3):195–208.  
DOI: 10.7275/jkjy-vj23 

31. Mwinuka PR, Mbilinyi BP, Mbungu WB, 
Mourice SK, Mahoo HF, Schmitter P. 
Optimizing water and nitrogen application 
for neglected horticultural species in 
tropical sub-humid climate areas: a case of 
African eggplant (Solanum aethiopicum 
L.). Scientia Horticulturae. 2021;276:1–8. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.scienta.2020.109756 

32. Horna D, Timpo S, Gruère G. Marketing 
underutilized crops: the case of the African 
garden egg (Solanum aethiopicum) in 
Ghana. Global Facilitation Unit for 
Underutilized Species. 2007:1–45 
DOI: 10.13140/2.1.3409.7608 

33. Dinssa F, Hanson P, Matovolwa M, 
Mallogo R, Mushi M, Mbwambo O, et al. 
Performance of African eggplant (Solanum 
aethiopicum) entries across environments, 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s40100-022-00235-6
https://doi.org/10.17660/eJHS.2016/81.2.3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10722-014-0162-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10722-014-0162-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-019-04229-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-99208-2_12
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-99208-2_10
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-99208-2_10
https://doi.org/10.3390/horticulturae7060126
https://doi.org/10.3390/horticulturae7060126
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2017.01484
https://doi.org/10.1021/bk-2013-1127.ch011
https://doi.org/10.1021/bk-2013-1127.ch011
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-00848-1_21
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-00848-1_21
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2015.1102.13
https://doi.org/10.7275/jkjy-vj23
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2020.109756


 
 
 
 

David-Rogeat et al.; Int. J. Plant Soil Sci., vol. 35, no. 18, pp. 1425-1451, 2023; Article no.IJPSS.101378 
 

 

 
1443 

 

and hints for selection environment in 
northern Tanzania. The World Vegetable 
Center. 2021:1–15. 

34. Lukumay PJ, Afari-Sefa V, Ochieng J, 
Dominick I, Coyne D, Chagomoka T. Yield 
response and economic performance of 
participatory evaluated elite vegetable 
cultivars in intensive farming systems in 
Tanzania. Acta Horticulturae. 2018:75–86. 
DOI: 10.17660/ActaHortic.2018.1205.9 

35. Sabatino L, Iapichino G, Rotino GL, 
Palazzolo E, Mennella G, D’Anna F. 
Solanum aethiopicum gr. gilo and its 
interspecific hybrid with S. melongena as 
alternative rootstocks for eggplant: effects 
on vigor, yield, and fruit physicochemical 
properties of cultivar ’Scarlatti’. Agronomy. 
2019;9(5):1–15.  
DOI: 10.3390/agronomy9050223. 

36. Boncukçu SD, Geboloğlu N, Şahin F. 
Determination of Verticillium and Fusarium 
wilt resistance levels of different 
interspecific hybrid eggplant lines. 
Horticultural Science. 2023:1–7.  
DOI: 10.17221/62/2022-HORTSCI 

37. Mbondo N. N., Owino W. O., Ambuko J., 
and Sila D. N. Effect of drying methods on 
the retention of bioactive compounds in 
African eggplant. Food Science & Nutrition. 
2018;6(4): 814–823.  
DOI: 10.1002/fsn3.623. 

38. Afful N, Nyadanu D, Akromah R, Amoatey 
H, Annor C, Diawouh R. Nutritional and 
antioxidant composition of eggplant 
accessions in Ghana. African Crop 
Science Journal. 2019;27(2):193–211.  
DOI: 10.4314/acsj. v27i2.6. 

39. Nwanna EE, Adebayo AA, Ademosun AO, 
Oboh G. Phenolic distribution, antioxidant 
activity, and enzyme inhibitory  properties  
of eggplant (Solanum aethiopicum) 
cultivated in two different locations within 
Nigeria. Journal of Food Biochemistry. 
2019;43(6):1–9.  
DOI: 10.1111/ jfbc.12797. 

40. Abubakar AR, Sani IH, Chiroma SS, 
Malami S, Yaro AH. Ethno-botanical 
survey of medicinal plants used 
traditionally in the treatment of mental 
disorders in Kano, Nigeria. Tropical 
Journal of Pharmaceutical Research. 
2022;21(5):1009–1017.  
DOI: 10.19852/j.cnki.jtcm.2020. 06.012. 

41. Faraone I, Lela L, Ponticelli M, 
Gorgoglione D, De Biasio F, Valentão P, et 
al. New insight on the bioactivity of 
Solanum aethiopicum Linn. growing in 

Basilicata Region (Italy): phytochemical 
characterization, liposomal incorporation, 
and antioxidant effects. Pharmaceutics, 
2022;14(6):1–18.  
DOI: 10.3390/pharmaceutics14061168 

42. Asuquo EA, Nwodo OFC, Assumpta AC, 
Orizu UN, Oziamara ON, Solomon OA. 
FTO gene expression in diet-induced 
obesity is downregulated by Solanum fruit 
supplementation. Open Life Sciences, 
2022;17(1):641–658.  
DOI: 10.1515/biol-2022-0067 

43. Singh G, Passari AK, Momin MD, Ravi S, 
Singh BP, Kumar NS. Ethnobotanical 
survey of medicinal plants used in the 
management of cancer and diabetes. 
Journal of Traditional Chinese Medicine. 
2020;40(6):1007–1017.  
DOI: 10.19852/j.cnki.jtcm.2020.06.012. 

44. Saha BUF, Choumessi AT, Ayamo AM, 
Kuagny RBM, Teta I, Nantia EA, et al. 
Nutritional quality of three iron-rich 
porridges blended with Moringa oleifera, 
Hibiscus sabdariffa, and Solanum 
aethiopicum to combat iron deficiency 
anemia among children. Journal of Food 
Quality. 2022;2022:1–10.  
DOI: 10.1155/2022/4309892 

45. Michael U, Banji A, Abimbola A, David J, 
Oluwatosin S, Aderiike A, et al. 
Assessment of variation in mineral content 
of ripe and unripe African eggplant fruit 
(Solanum aethiopicum L.) exocarps. 
Journal of Pharmacognosy and 
Phytochemistry. 2017;6(5):2548–2551. 

46. Gramazio P, Blanca J, Ziarsolo P, Herraiz 
F, Plazas M, Prohens J, et al. 
Transcriptome analysis and molecular 
marker discovery in Solanum incanum and 
S. aethiopicum, two close relatives of the 
common eggplant (Solanum melongena) 
with interest for breeding. BMC Genomics. 
2016;17(1):1–17.  
DOI: 10.1186/s12864-016-2631-4 

47. Schreinemachers P, Sequeros T, Lukumay 
PJ. International research on vegetable 
improvement in East and Southern Africa: 
adoption,  impact, and returns. Agricultural 
Economics. 2017;48(6):707–717.  
DOI: 10.1111/ agec.12368 

48. Song B, Song Y, Fu Y, Kizito EB, 
Kamenya SN, Kabod PN, et al. Draft 
genome sequence of Solanum 
aethiopicum provides insights into disease 
resistance, drought tolerance, and the 
evolution of the genome. GigaScience. 
2019;8(10):1–16.  

https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy9050223
https://doi.org/10.17221/62/2022-HORTSCI
https://doi.org/10.1002/fsn3.623
https://doi.org/10.4314/acsj.v27i2.6
https://doi.org/10.4314/acsj.v27i2.6
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfbc.12797
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfbc.12797
https://doi.org/10.19852/j.cnki.jtcm.2020.06.012
https://doi.org/10.19852/j.cnki.jtcm.2020.06.012
https://doi.org/10.3390/pharmaceutics14061168
https://doi.org/10.1515/biol-2022-0067
https://doi.org/10.19852/j.cnki.jtcm.2020.06.012
https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/4309892
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12864-016-2631-4
https://doi.org/10.1111/agec.12368
https://doi.org/10.1111/agec.12368


 
 
 
 

David-Rogeat et al.; Int. J. Plant Soil Sci., vol. 35, no. 18, pp. 1425-1451, 2023; Article no.IJPSS.101378 
 

 

 
1444 

 

DOI: 10.1093/gigascience/giz115 
49. Kamenya SN, Mikwa EO, Song B, Odeny 

DA. Genetics and breeding for climate 
change in orphan crops. Theoretical and 
Applied Genetics. 2021;134(6):1787–1815.  
DOI: 10.1007/s00122-020-03755-1 

50. Daunay MC, Salinier J, Aubriot X. 
Crossability and diversity of eggplants and 
their wild relatives. In: The Eggplant 
Genome. Springer. 2019:135–191.  
DOI: 10.1007/978-3-319-99208-2_11. 

51. Toppino L, Valè G, Rotino GL. Inheritance 
of Fusarium wilt resistance introgressed 
from Solanum aethiopicum Gilo and 
Aculeatum groups into cultivated eggplant 
(S. melongena) and development of 
associated PCR-based markers. Molecular 
Breeding. 2008;22(2):237–250.  
DOI: 10.1007/s11032- 008-9170-x 

52. Ano G, Hebert Y, Prior P, Messiaen C. A 
new source of resistance to bacterial wilt of 
eggplants obtained from a cross: Solanum 
aethiopicum L x Solanum melongena L. 
Agronomie. 1991;11(7):555–560. 

53. Sseremba G, Tongoona P, Eleblu J, 
Danquah EY, Kizito EB. Heritability of 
drought resistance in Solanum 
aethiopicum Shum group and combining 
ability of genotypes for drought tolerance 
and recovery. Scientia Horticulturae. 
2018;240(2):213–220. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.scienta.2018.06.028 

54. Du Jardin P. Plant biostimulants:    
definition, concept, main categories and 
regulation. Scientia Horticulturae. 2015; 
196:3–14.  
DOI: 10.1016/ j.scienta.2015.09.021 

55. Canellas LP, Olivares FL, Aguiar NO, 
Jones DL, Nebbioso A, Mazzei P, et al. 
Humic and fulvic acids as biostimulants in 
horticulture. Scientia Horticulturae. 
2015;196:15–27.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.scienta.2015.09.013 

56. Colla G, Nardi S, Cardarelli M, Ertani A, 
Lucini L, Canaguier R, et al. Protein 
hydrolysates as biostimulants in 
horticulture. Scientia Horticulturae. 2015; 
196:28–38.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.scienta.2015.08.037 

57. El Boukhari MEM, Barakate M, Bouhia Y, 
Lyamlouli K. Trends in seaweed extract 
based biostimulants: manufacturing 
process and beneficial effect on soil-plant 
systems. Plants. 2020;9(3):1–23.  
DOI: 10.3390/plants9030359. 

58. Pichyangkura R, Chadchawan S. 
Biostimulant activity of chitosan in 

horticulture. Scientia Horticulturae. 2015; 
196:49–65.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.scienta.2015.09.031. 

59. Franzoni G, Cocetta G, Prinsi B, Ferrante 
A, Espen L. Biostimulants on crops: their 
impact under abiotic stress conditions. 
Horticulturae. 2022;8(3):1–20.  
DOI: 10.3390/horticulturae8030189. 

60. Afzal A, Asad SA. Microbial applications 
for sustainable agriculture. In: Innovations 
in sustainable agriculture. Springer. 
2019:43–77.  
DOI: 10. 1007/978-3-030-23169-9_3 

61. Kapoor D, Bhardwaj S, Landi M, Sharma 
A, Ramakrishnan M, Sharma A. The 
impact of drought in plant metabolism: how 
to exploit tolerance mechanisms to 
increase crop production. Applied 
Sciences. 2020;10(16):1–19.  
DOI: 10.3390/app10165692 

62. Lagat S. K. Evaluation of African eggplant 
accessions for phenotype traits and 
adaptation to water stress. PhD thesis. 
University of Nairobi, 2016. 

63. Nakanwagi MJ, Sseremba G, Masanza M, 
Balyejusa Kizito E. Performance of 
Solanum aethiopicum Shum group 
accessions under repetitive drought stress. 
Journal of Plant Breeding and Crop 
Science. 2017;10(1):13–20.  
DOI: 10.5897/jpbcs2017.0690 

64. Mibei EK, Ambuko J, Giovannoni JJ, 
Onyango AN, Owino WO. Carotenoid 
profiling of the leaves of selected African 
eggplant accessions subjected to drought 
stress. Food Science & Nutrition. 
2017;5(1):113–122.  
DOI: 10.1002/fsn3.370. 

65. Mibei EK, Owino WO, Ambuko J, 
Giovannoni JJ, Onyango AN. Metabolomic 
analyses to evaluate the effect of drought 
stress on selected African Eggplant 
accessions. Journal of the Science of    
Food and Agriculture. 2018;98(1):205– 
216.  
DOI: 10.1002/jsfa.8458 

66. Castro Seron C, de Rezende R, Lorenzoni 
MZ, Souza ÁHC, de Gonçalves ACA, 
Saath R. Irrigation with water deficit 
applying magnetic water on scarlet 
eggplant. Revista de Agricultura 
Neotropical. 2019;6(4):21–28. 
DOI: 10.32404/rean.v6i4.3809 

67. Limbu S, Sharma L, Rao A. Growth and 
photosynthetic gas exchange 
characteristics in Solanum aethiopicum 
under water stress in organic production 

https://doi.org/10.1093/gigascience/giz115
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00122-020-03755-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-99208-2_11
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11032-008-9170-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11032-008-9170-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2015.09.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2015.09.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2015.09.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2015.08.037
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants9030359
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants9030359
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2015.09.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2015.09.031
https://doi.org/10.3390/horticulturae8030189
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-23169-9_3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-23169-9_3
https://doi.org/10.3390/app10165692
https://doi.org/10.5897/jpbcs2017.0690
https://doi.org/10.1002/fsn3.370
https://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.8458


 
 
 
 

David-Rogeat et al.; Int. J. Plant Soil Sci., vol. 35, no. 18, pp. 1425-1451, 2023; Article no.IJPSS.101378 
 

 

 
1445 

 

system. Journal of Pharmacognosy and 
Phytochemistry. 2018;7(2):1180–1182. 

68. Nakanwagi  M.J,  Sseremba  G,  Kabod  
NP,  Masanza  M,  Kizito EB. Identification 
of growth stage-specific watering 
thresholds for drought screening in 
Solanum aethiopicum  Shum. Scientific 
Reports. 2020;10(1):1–11.  
DOI: 10.1038/s41598-020-58035-1. 

69. Steiner F, Zuffo AM, et al. Drought 
tolerance of four vegetable crops during 
germination and initial seedling growth. 
BioScience Journal. 2019;35(1):177–186.  
DOI: 10.14393/BJ-v35n1a2019-41724 

70. Kusvuran S, Dasgan HY. Drought induced 
physiological and biochemical responses 
in Solanum lycopersicum genotypes 
differing to tolerance. Acta Scientiarum 
Polonorum Hortorum Cultus. 2017;16(6): 
19–27.  
DOI:  10.24326/asphc.2017.6.2. 

71. Zhou R, Yu X, Ottosen CO, Rosenqvist E, 
Zhao L, Wang Y, et al. Drought stress had 
a predominant effect over heat stress on 
three tomato cultivars subjected to  
combined  stress.  BMC  Plant  Biology.  
2017;17(1):1–13.  
DOI: 10.1186/s12870-017-0974-x 

72. Aly AI, Farrag F, Mohammed NF.  
Enhancing eggplant productivity through 
irrigation scheduling regime and foliar 
spray with chitosan concentrates. Zagazig 
Journal of Agricultural Research. 2019; 
46(6):2183–2192.  
DOI: 10.21608/ZJAR.2019.65071 

73. Ghannem  A,  Ben  Aissa  I,  Majdoub   R.   
Effects   of   regulated deficit irrigation 
applied at different growth stages of 
greenhouse grown tomato on substrate 
moisture, yield, fruit quality, and 
physiological traits. Environmental Science 
and Pollution Research. 2021;28(34): 
46553–46564.  
DOI: 10.1007/s11356-020-10407-w. 

74. Plazas M, Gonzalez-Orenga S, Nguyen 
HT, Morar IM, Fita A, Boscaiu M, et al. 
Growth and antioxidant responses 
triggered by water stress in wild relatives of 
eggplant. Scientia Horticulturae. 
2022;293:1–14.  
DOI: 10.1016/ j.scienta.2021.110685 

75. Zhou R, Kong L, Yu X, Ottosen CO, Zhao 
T, Jiang F, et al. Oxidative damage and 
antioxidant mechanism in tomatoes 
responding to drought and heat stress. 
Acta Physiologiae Plantarum. 2019; 
41(2):1–11.  

DOI: 10.1007/ s11738-019-2805-1 
76. Mahmud A, Gençoğlan C, Gençoğlan S, 

Ali U. Yield and water use of eggplants 
(Solanum melongena L.) under different 
irrigation regimes and fertilizers. Journal of 
Tekirdag Agricultural Faculty. 2021; 
18(3):533–544.  
DOI: 10.33462/jotaf.857908. 

77. Çelik Ö, Ayan A, Atak Ç. Enzymatic and 
non-enzymatic comparison of two different 
industrial tomato (Solanum lycopersicum) 
varieties against drought stress. Botanical 
Studies. 2017;58(1):1–13.  
DOI: 10.1186/s40529- 017-0186-6. 

78. Parkash V, Singh S. A review on potential 
plant-based water stress indicators for 
vegetable crops. Sustainability. 2020; 
12(10):1–28.  
DOI: 10. 3390/su12103945 

79. Alharby HF, Hameed A, Hakeem KR, 
Alzahrani Y, et al. Impact of drought and 
calcium sulfate on antioxidants, S-
assimilation, ecophysiology and growth of 
tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum). 
International Journal of Agriculture and 
Biology. 2020;23(1):215–226.  
DOI: 10.17957/ijab/15. 1279 

80. Sun W, Wu Y, Wen X, Xiong S, He H, 
Wang Y, et al. Different mechanisms of 
photosynthetic response to drought stress 
in tomato and violet orychophragmus. 
Photosynthetica. 2016;54(2):226–233.  
DOI: 10 . 1007 / s11099-015-0177-3. 

81. Mahammed F, Babu H, Lakshmana D, 
Ganapathi MGM, Rakshith M. Investigation 
on response of growth and yield characters 
of eggplant over moistures stress and 
dissection of genetic parameters. 
International Journal of Chemical Studies. 
2021;9(5):08–14. 

82. Cornejo-Ríos K, Osorno-Suárez MDP, 
Hernández-León S, Reyes- Santamaría  
MI,  Juárez-Díaz  JA,  Pérez-España  VH,  
et  al.  Impact of Trichoderma asperellum 

on chilling and drought stress in tomato 
(Solanum lycopersicum). Horticulturae. 
2021;7(10):1–14.  
DOI: 10.3390/ horticulturae7100385. 

83. Ashraf M, Harris PJ. Photosynthesis under 
stressful environments: an overview. 
Photosynthetica. 2013;51:163–190.  
DOI: 10.1007/s11099-013- 0021-6 

84. Das K, Roychoudhury A. Reactive Oxygen 
Species (ROS) and response of 
antioxidants as ROS-scavengers during 
environmental stress in plants. Frontiers in 
Environmental Science. 2014;2:1–13.  

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-58035-1
https://doi.org/10.14393/BJ-v35n1a2019-41724
https://doi.org/10.24326/asphc.2017.6.2
https://doi.org/10.24326/asphc.2017.6.2
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12870-017-0974-x
https://doi.org/10.21608/ZJAR.2019.65071
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-020-10407-w
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2021.110685
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2021.110685
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11738-019-2805-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11738-019-2805-1
https://doi.org/10.33462/jotaf.857908
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40529-017-0186-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40529-017-0186-6
https://doi.org/10.3390/su12103945
https://doi.org/10.3390/su12103945
https://doi.org/10.17957/ijab/15.1279
https://doi.org/10.17957/ijab/15.1279
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11099-015-0177-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11099-015-0177-3
https://doi.org/10.3390/horticulturae7100385
https://doi.org/10.3390/horticulturae7100385
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11099-013-0021-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11099-013-0021-6


 
 
 
 

David-Rogeat et al.; Int. J. Plant Soil Sci., vol. 35, no. 18, pp. 1425-1451, 2023; Article no.IJPSS.101378 
 

 

 
1446 

 

DOI: 10.3389/fenvs.2014.00053. 
85. Klunklin W, Savage G. Effect on quality 

characteristics of tomatoes grown under 
well-watered and drought stress 
conditions. Foods. 2017;6(8):1–10.  
DOI: 10.3390/foods6080056 

86. Ragab M, Arafa Y, Omaima MS, Fawzy Z, 
El-Sawy S. Effect of irrigation systems on 
vegetative growth, fruit yield, quality and  
irrigation water use efficiency of tomato 
plants (Solanum lycopersicum L.) grown 
under water stress conditions. Acta 
Scientific Agriculture. 2019;3(4):172–183. 

87. Mohawesh O. Utilizing deficit irrigation to 
enhance growth performance and water-
use efficiency of eggplant in arid 
environments. Journal of Agricultural 
Science and Technology. 2016;18(1):265–
276. 

88. Sánchez-Rodríguez E, Mar Rubio-Wilhelmi 
M, del Cervilla LM, Blasco B, Rios JJ, 
Leyva R, et al. Study of the ionome and 
uptake fluxes in cherry tomato plants under 
moderate water stress conditions. Plant 
and Soil. 2010;335:339–347.  
DOI: 10.1007/s11104-010-0422-2 

89. Goñi O, Quille P, O’Connell. S. 
Ascophyllum nodosum extract 
biostimulants and their role in enhancing 
tolerance to drought stress in tomato 
plants. Plant Physiology and Biochemistry. 
2018;126:63–73.  
DOI: 10.1016/ j.plaphy.2018.02.024 

90. Petrozza A, Santaniello A, Summerer S, Di 
Tommaso G, Di Tommaso D, Paparelli E, 
et al. Physiological responses to Megafol® 
treatments in tomato plants under drought 
stress: a phenomic and molecular 
approach. Scientia Horticulturae. 
2014;174:185–192.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.scienta.2014.05.023 

91. Peripolli M, Dornelles SH, Lopes SJ, 
Tabaldi LA, Trivisiol VS, Rubert J. 
Application of biostimulants in tomato 
subjected to  water deficit: physiological, 
enzymatic and production responses. 
Brazilian Journal of Agricultural and 
Environmental Engineering. 2021;25:90–
95.  
DOI:10.1590/1807-
1929/agriambi.v25n2p90-95- 

92. Paul K, Sorrentino M, Lucini L, Rouphael 
Y, Cardarelli M, Bonini P, et al. A 
combined phenotypic and metabolomic 
approach for elucidating the biostimulant 
action of a plant-derived protein 
hydrolysate on tomato grown under limited 

water availability. Frontiers in Plant 
Science. 2019;10:1–18.  
DOI: 10.3389/fpls.2019.00493. 

93. Shi Y, Zhang Y, Yao H, Wu J, Sun H, 
Gong H. Silicon improves seed 
germination and alleviates oxidative stress 
of bud seedlings in tomato under water 
deficit stress. Plant Physiology and 
Biochemistry. 2014;78:27–36.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.plaphy.2014.02.009 

94. Zhang Y, Yu S, Gong HJ, Zhao Hl, Li Hl, 
Hu YH, et al. Beneficial effects of silicon on 
photosynthesis of tomato seedlings under 
water stress. Journal of Integrative 
Agriculture. 2018;17(10):2151–2159.  
DOI: 10.1016/ S2095-3119(18)62038-6 

95. Bindu GH, Selvakuma G, Shivashankara 
K, Kumar NS. Osmotolerant plant growth 
promoting bacterial inoculation enhances 
the antioxidant enzyme levels of tomato 
plants under water stress conditions. 
International Journal of Current 
Microbiology and Applied Sciences. 
2018;7(1):2824–2833.  
DOI: 10.20546/ijcmas.2018.701.337 

96. Vu NT, Kang HM, Kim YS, Choi KY, Kim 
IS. Growth, physiology, and abiotic stress 
response to abscisic acid in tomato 
seedlings. Horticulture, Environment, and 
Biotechnology. 2015;56:294–304.  
DOI: 10.1007/s13580-015-0106-1. 

97. Hassan MU, Chattha MU, Khan I, Chattha 
MB, Barbanti L, Aamer M, et al. Heat 
stress in cultivated plants: nature, impact, 
mechanisms, and mitigation strategies— A 
review. Plant Biosystems-An International 
Journal Dealing with all Aspects of Plant 
Biology. 2021;155(2):211–234.  
DOI: 10.1080/11263504.2020.1727987. 

98. Nkansah GO. Some physiological features 
of the African eggplant, Solanum 
aethiopicum group ‘Gilo’. Scientia 
Horticulturae. 2001;90(1-2):181–186. 

99. Zhou R, Kjaer K, Rosenqvist E, Yu X, Wu 
Z, Ottosen CO. Physiological response to 
heat stress during seedling and anthesis 
stage in tomato genotypes differing in heat 
tolerance. Journal of Agronomy and Crop 
Science. 2017;203(1):68–80.  
DOI: 10.1111/jac.12166. 

100. Sherzod R, Yang EY, Cho MC, Chae SY, 
Chae WB. Physiological traits associated 
with high temperature tolerance differ          
by fruit types and sizes in tomato  
(Solanum lycopersicum L.). Horticulture, 
Environment, and Biotechnology. 2020; 
61(5):837–847.  

https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2014.00053
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2014.00053
https://doi.org/10.3390/foods6080056
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-010-0422-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2018.02.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2018.02.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2014.05.023
https://doi.org/10.1590/1807-1929/agriambi.v25n2p90-95
https://doi.org/10.1590/1807-1929/agriambi.v25n2p90-95
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2019.00493
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2014.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2095-3119(18)62038-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2095-3119(18)62038-6
https://doi.org/10.20546/ijcmas.2018.701.337
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13580-015-0106-1
https://doi.org/10.1080/11263504.2020.1727987
https://doi.org/10.1111/jac.12166


 
 
 
 

David-Rogeat et al.; Int. J. Plant Soil Sci., vol. 35, no. 18, pp. 1425-1451, 2023; Article no.IJPSS.101378 
 

 

 
1447 

 

DOI: 10.1007/s13580-020-00280-4. 
101. Blanchard-Gros R, Bigot S, Martinez JP, 

Lutts S, Guerriero G,  Quinet M. 
Comparison of drought and heat 
resistance strategies among six 
populations of Solanum chilense and two 
cultivars of Solanum lycopersicum. Plants. 
2021;10(8):1–22.  
DOI: 10.3390/plants10081720 

102. Tang R, Niu S, Zhang G, Chen G, Haroon 
M, Yang Q, et al. Physiological and growth 
responses of potato cultivars to heat 
stress. Botany. 2018;96(12):897–912.  
DOI: 10.1139/cjb-2018-0125 

103. Duan H, Wu J, Huang G, Zhou S, Liu W, 
Liao Y, et al. Individual and interactive 
effects of drought and heat on leaf 
physiology of seedlings in an economically 
important crop. AoB Plants. 2017;9(1):1–
16.  
DOI: 10.1093/ aobpla/plw090 

104. Poudyal D, Rosenqvist E, Ottosen CO. 
Phenotyping from lab to field– tomato lines 
screened for heat stress using Fv/Fm 
maintain high fruit yield during thermal 
stress in the field. Functional Plant Biology.  
2018;46(1):44–55.  
DOI: 10.1071/FP17317 

105. Naz N, Durrani F, Shah Z, Khan N, Ullah I. 
Influence of heat stress on growth and 
physiological activities of potato (Solanum 
tuberosum L.). Phyton. 2018;87:225–230.  
DOI: 10.32604/phyton.2018.87.225 

106. Alsamir M, Mahmood T, Trethowan R, 
Ahmad N. An overview of heat stress in 
tomato (Solanum lycopersicum L.). Saudi 
Journal of Biological Sciences. 
2021;28(3):1654–1663.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.sjbs.2020.11.088 

107. Fragkostefanakis S, Mesihovic A, Simm S, 
Paupière MJ, Hu Y, Paul P, et al. HsfA2 
controls the activity of developmentally and 
stress-regulated heat stress protection 
mechanisms in tomato male reproductive 
tissues. Plant Physiology. 2016;170(4): 
2461–2477.  
DOI: 10.1104/pp.15.01913 

108. Zhou R, Yu X, Kjær KH, Rosenqvist E, 
Ottosen CO, Wu Z. Screening and 
validation of tomato genotypes under heat 
stress using Fv/Fm to reveal the 
physiological mechanism of heat tolerance. 
Environmental and Experimental Botany. 
2015;118:1–11.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.envexpbot.2015.05.006. 

109. Amuji CF, Beaumont LJ, Rodriguez ME. 
Simulating the impact of projected West 

African heatwaves and water stress on the 
physiology and yield of three tomato 
varieties. Advances in Horticultural 
Science. 2020;34(2):147–156.  
DOI: 10.13128/ahsc-8494 

110. Tanaka R, Tanaka A. Chlorophyll cycle 
regulates the construction and destruction 
of the light-harvesting complexes. 
Biochimica et Biophysica Acta (BBA)-
Bioenergetics. 2011;1807(8):968–976.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.bbabio. 2011.01.002 

111. Mohamed F, El-Hamed A, Elwan M, El-
Magawry N, El-Salam A, et al. In vitro 
screening of different potato genotypes for 
heat stress tolerance. Catrina: The 
International Journal of Environmental 
Sciences. 2016;15(1):77–93.  

112. Paul S, Farooq M, Gogoi N. Influence of 
high temperature on carbon assimilation, 
enzymatic antioxidants and tuber yield of 
different potato cultivars. Russian Journal 
of Plant Physiology. 2016;63:319–325.  
DOI: 10.1134/S1021443716030109. 

113. Haque MS, Husna MT, Uddin MN, Hossain 
MA, Sarwar A, Ali OM,  et  al.  Heat  stress  
at  early  reproductive  stage  differentially 
alters several physiological and 
biochemical traits of three tomato cultivars. 
Horticulturae. 2021;7(10):1–17.  
DOI: 10.3390/horticulturae7100330. 

114. Hannachi S, Signore A, Adnan M, Mechi L. 
Single and associated effects of drought 
and heat stresses on physiological, 
biochemical and antioxidant machinery of 
four eggplant cultivars. Plants. 2022; 
11(18):1–31.  
DOI: 10. 3390/plants11182404. 

115. Parrotta L, Aloisi I, Faleri C, Romi M, Del 
Duca S, Cai G. Chronic heat stress affects 
the photosynthetic apparatus of Solanum 
lycopersicum L. cv Micro-Tom. Plant 
Physiology and Biochemistry. 
2020;154:463–475.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.plaphy.2020.06.047. 

116. Raja V, Qadir SU, Alyemeni MN, Ahmad P. 
Impact of drought and heat stress 
individually and in combination on physio-
biochemical parameters, antioxidant 
responses, and gene expression in 
Solanum lycopersicum. 3 Biotech. 
2020;10(5):1–18.  
DOI: 10.1007/s13205-020-02206-4 

117. Lee C, Harvey JT, Qin K, Leskovar DI. 
Physio-biochemical responses of grafted 
tomatoes differing in thermotolerance to 
heat stress and recovery. Scientia 
Horticulturae. 2023;308:1–10.  

https://doi.org/10.1007/s13580-020-00280-4
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants10081720
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjb-2018-0125
https://doi.org/10.1093/aobpla/plw090
https://doi.org/10.1093/aobpla/plw090
https://doi.org/10.1071/FP17317
https://doi.org/10.32604/phyton.2018.87.225
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sjbs.2020.11.088
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.15.01913
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2015.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2015.05.006
https://doi.org/10.13128/ahsc-8494
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbabio.2011.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbabio.2011.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1021443716030109
https://doi.org/10.3390/horticulturae7100330
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants11182404
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants11182404
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2020.06.047
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13205-020-02206-4


 
 
 
 

David-Rogeat et al.; Int. J. Plant Soil Sci., vol. 35, no. 18, pp. 1425-1451, 2023; Article no.IJPSS.101378 
 

 

 
1448 

 

DOI: 10.1016/j.scienta.2022.111546. 
118. Dasgan HY, Dere S, Akhoundnejad Y, 

Arpaci BB. Effects of high- temperature 
stress during plant cultivation on tomato 
(Solanum lycopersicum L.) fruit nutrient 
content. Journal of Food Quality. 2021; 
2021:1–15.  
DOI: 10.1155/2021/7994417. 

119. Carmody N, Goñi O, Łangowski Ł, 
O’Connell S. Ascophyllum nodosum 
extract biostimulant processing and its 
impact on enhancing heat stress tolerance 
during tomato fruit set. Frontiers in Plant 
Science. 2020;11:1–14.  
DOI: 10.3389/fpls.2020.00807. 

120. Sasaki H, Yano T, Yamasaki A. Reduction 
of high  temperature inhibition in tomato 
fruit set by plant growth regulators. Japan 
Agricultural Research Quarterly: JARQ. 
2005;39(2):135–138. 
DOI: 10.6090/jarq.39.135 

121. Niu C, Wang G, Sui J, Liu G, Ma F, Bao Z. 
Biostimulants alleviate temperature stress 
in  tomato  seedlings.  Scientia  
Horticulturae.  2022;293:1–8.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.scienta.2021.110712 

122. Ogweno JO, Song XS, Shi K, Hu WH, Mao 
WH, Zhou YH, et al. Brassinosteroids  
alleviate  heat-induced  inhibition  of  
photosynthesis by increasing carboxylation 
efficiency and enhancing antioxidant 
systems in Lycopersicon esculentum. 
Journal of Plant Growth Regulation. 
2008;27(1):49–57.  
DOI: 10.1007/s00344-007-9030-7 

123. Sang Q, Shu S, Shan X, Guo S, Sun J. 
Effects of exogenous spermidine on 
antioxidant system of tomato seedlings 
exposed to high temperature stress. 
Russian Journal of Plant Physiology. 
2016;63(5):645–655.  
DOI: 10.1134/ S1021443716050113 

124. El-Aidy F, Abdalla M, El-Sawy M, El Kady 
S, Bayoumi Y, Elramady H. Role of plant 
probiotics, sucrose and silicon in the 
production of tomato (Solanum 
lycopersicum L.) seedlings under heat 
stress in a greenhouse. Applied Ecology 
and Environmental Research. 
2020;18(6):7685–7701.  
DOI: 10.15666/aeer/1806_76857701. 

125. Soares MA, Charlo HCO, Carvalho M, 
Paiva PE, Coelho VPM. Biostimulants 
increase the yield of greenhouse-grown 
tomato plants in summer under a tropical 
climate.  Revista Caatinga.  2023;36:96–
105.  

DOI: 10.1590/1983-21252023v36n111rc 
126. Francesca S, Najai S, Zhou R, Decros G, 

Cassan C, Delmas F, et al. Phenotyping to 
dissect  the  biostimulant  action  of  a  
protein  hydrolysate in tomato plants under 
combined abiotic stress. Plant Physiology 
and Biochemistry. 2022;179:32–43.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.plaphy.2022.03.012 

127. Francesca S, Arena C, Hay Mele B, 
Schettini C, Ambrosino P, Barone A, et al. 
The use of a plant-based biostimulant 
improves plant performances and fruit 
quality in tomato plants grown at elevated 
temperatures. Agronomy. 2020;10(3):1–
14.  
DOI: 10.3390/agronomy10030363. 

128. FAO and ITPS. Status of  the  world’s  soil  
resources  (SWSR)  -  main report. Food 
and Agriculture Organization of the United 
Nations and Intergovernmental Technical 
Panel on Soils. 2015:124–127. 

129. Machado RMA, Serralheiro RP. Soil 
salinity: effect on vegetable crop growth. 
Management practices to prevent and 
mitigate soil salinization. Horticulturae. 
2017;3(2):1–13.  
DOI: 10.3390/horticulturae3020030. 

130. Altaf MA, Behera B, Mangal V, Singhal RK, 
Kumar R, More S, et al. Tolerance and 
adaptation mechanism of Solanaceous 
crops under salinity stress. Functional 
Plant Biology. 2022.  
DOI: 10.1071/FP22158 

131. Al Khateeb W, Basahi RA, Al-Qwasemeh 
H. Effect of salt stress on in vitro grown 
Solanum nigrum L. Bulgarian Journal of 
Agriculture Science. 2019;25(1):72–78. 

132. Ben Abdallah S, Aung B, Amyot L, Lalin I, 
Lachâal M, Karray-Bouraoui N, et al. Salt 
stress (NaCl) affects plant growth and 
branch pathways of carotenoid and 
flavonoid biosyntheses in Solanum nigrum. 
Acta Physiologiae Plantarum. 2016;38:1–
13.  
DOI: 10.1007/s11738-016-2096-8. 

133. Brenes M, Solana  A,  Boscaiu  M,  Fita  A,  
Vicente  O,  Calatayud  Á, et al. 
Physiological and biochemical responses 
to salt stress in cultivated eggplant 
(Solanum melongena L.) and in S. 
insanum L., a close wild relative. 
Agronomy. 2020;10(5):1–19.  
DOI: 10.3390/agronomy10050651 

134. Albaladejo I, Meco V, Plasencia F,  Flores  
FB,  Bolarin  MC,  Egea I. Unravelling the 
strategies used by the wild tomato species 
Solanum pennellii to confront salt stress: 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2022.111546
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2022.111546
https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/7994417
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2020.00807
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2021.110712
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00344-007-9030-7
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1021443716050113
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1021443716050113
https://doi.org/10.15666/aeer/1806_76857701
https://doi.org/10.1590/1983-21252023v36n111rc
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2022.03.012
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy10030363
https://doi.org/10.3390/horticulturae3020030
https://doi.org/10.1071/FP22158
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11738-016-2096-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy10050651


 
 
 
 

David-Rogeat et al.; Int. J. Plant Soil Sci., vol. 35, no. 18, pp. 1425-1451, 2023; Article no.IJPSS.101378 
 

 

 
1449 

 

from leaf anatomical adaptations to 
molecular responses. Environmental and 
Experimental Botany. 2017;135:1–12.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.envexpbot.2016.12.003 

135. Zhang Y, Kaiser E, Marcelis  LF,  Yang  Q,  
Li  T.  Salt  stress and fluctuating light have 
separate effects on photosynthetic 
acclimation, but interactively affect 
biomass. Plant, Cell & Environment. 
2020;43(9):2192–2206. 
DOI: 10.1111/pce.13810 

136. Martínez JP, Antúnez A, Araya H, Pertuzé 
R, Fuentes L, Lizana XC, et al. Salt stress 
differently affects growth, water status and 
antioxidant enzyme activities in Solanum 
lycopersicum and its wild relative Solanum 
chilense. Australian Journal of Botany. 
2014;62(5):359–368.  
DOI: 10.1071/BT14102 

137. Ortega-Albero N, González-Orenga S, 
Vicente O, Rodríguez-Burruezo A, Fita A. 
Responses to salt stress of the 
interspecific hybrid Solanum insanum x 
Solanum melongena and its parental 
species. Plants. 2023;12(2):1–26. 
DOI: 10.3390/plants12020295 

138. Alsafari SA, Galal HK, Bafeel SO, et al. 
Growth and anatomy of tomato (Solanum 
lycopersicum Mill.) cultivars marmande 
and oria under salinity stress. Pakistan 
Journal of Botany. 2019;51(4):1199–        
1207.  
DOI: 10.30848/ PJB2019-4(16) 

139. Efimova M, Kolomeichuk L, Boyko E, 
Malofii M, Vidershpan A, Plyusnin I, et al. 
Physiological mechanisms of Solanum 
tuberosum L. plants’ tolerance to chloride 
salinity. Russian Journal of Plant 
Physiology. 2018;65:394–403.  
DOI: 10.1134/S1021443718030020 

140. Hannachi S, Van Labeke MC. Salt stress 
affects germination, seedling growth and 
physiological responses differentially in 
eggplant cultivars (Solanum melongena 

L.). Scientia Horticulturae. 2018;228:56–
65.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.scienta.2017.10.002 

141. Ahsan A, Talukder A, Mahfuza S, Ahmed 
F, Haque A, Goffar M, et al. Assessment 
and assortment of tomato genotypes 
against salinity at vegetative stage. Asian 
Journal of Agriculture and Biology. 
2022;4:1–13.  
DOI: 10. 35495/ajab.2021.08.321 

142. Hegazi AM, El-Shraiy AM, Ghoname A. 
Alleviation of salt stress adverse effect and 
enhancing phenolic anti-oxidant content of 

eggplant by seaweed extract. Gesunde 
Pflanzen. 2015;67(1):21–31.  
DOI: 10.1007/s10343-014-0333-x 

143. Tanveer K, Gilani S, Hussain Z, Ishaq R, 
Adeel M, Ilyas N. Effect of salt stress on 
tomato plant and the role of calcium. 
Journal of Plant Nutrition. 2020;43(1):28–
35.  
DOI: 10.1080/01904167.2019.1659324. 

144. Liao R, Zhang L. Physiological response of 
Solanum nigrum to salt stress. In: E3S 
Web of Conferences. EDP Sciences. 
2021;233:1–4.  
DOI: 10.1051/e3sconf/202123301140. 

145. Bacha H, Tekaya M, Drine S, Guasmi F, 
Touil L, Enneb H, et al. Impact of salt 
stress on morpho-physiological and 
biochemical parameters of Solanum 
lycopersicum cv. Microtom leaves. South 
African Journal of Botany. 2017;108:364–
369.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.sajb.2016.08.018 

146. Ahanger MA, Mir RA, Alyemeni MN, 
Ahmad P. Combined effects of 
brassinosteroid and kinetin mitigates 
salinity stress in tomato through the 
modulation of antioxidant and osmolyte 
metabolism. Plant Physiology and 
Biochemistry. 2020;147:31–42.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.plaphy.2019.12.007 

147. Jaarsma R, de Vries RS, de Boer AH. 
Effect of salt stress on growth, Na

+
 

accumulation and proline metabolism in 
potato (Solanum tuberosum) cultivars. Plos 
One. 2013;8(3):1–10.  
DOI: 10.1371/journal.pone.0060183 

148. Jogawat A. Osmolytes and their role in 
abiotic stress tolerance in plants. In: 
Molecular plant abiotic stress: biology and 
biotechnology. Wiley Online Library. 
2019;5:91–104.  
DOI: 10.1002/9781119463665.ch5. 

149. Martínez JP, Fuentes R, Farías K, Lizana 
C, Alfaro JF, Fuentes L, et al. Effects of 
salt stress on fruit antioxidant capacity of 
wild (Solanum chilense) and domesticated 
(Solanum lycopersicum var. cerasiforme) 
tomatoes. Agronomy. 2020;10(10):1–17.  
DOI: 10.3390/agronomy10101481 

150. Aghaei K, Ehsanpour AA, Komatsu S. 
Potato responds to salt stress by increased 
activity of antioxidant enzymes. Journal of 
Integrative Plant Biology. 2009;51(12): 
1095–1103.  
DOI: 10.1111/j.1744-7909.2009.00886.x 

151. Ben-Abdallah S, Zorrig W, Amyot L, 
Renaud J, Hannoufa A, Lachâal M, et al. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2016.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1071/BT14102
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants12020295
https://doi.org/10.30848/PJB2019-4(16)
https://doi.org/10.30848/PJB2019-4(16)
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1021443718030020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2017.10.002
https://doi.org/10.35495/ajab.2021.08.321
https://doi.org/10.35495/ajab.2021.08.321
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10343-014-0333-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10343-014-0333-x
https://doi.org/10.1080/01904167.2019.1659324
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sajb.2016.08.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2019.12.007
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0060183
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0060183
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119463665.ch5
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy10101481
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7909.2009.00886.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7909.2009.00886.x


 
 
 
 

David-Rogeat et al.; Int. J. Plant Soil Sci., vol. 35, no. 18, pp. 1425-1451, 2023; Article no.IJPSS.101378 
 

 

 
1450 

 

Potential production of polyphenols, 
carotenoids and glycoalkaloids in Solanum 
villosum Mill. under salt stress. Biologia. 
2019;74:309–324.  
DOI: 10.2478/s11756-018-00166-y. 

152. Miceli A, Moncada A, Vetrano F. Use of 
microbial biostimulants to increase the 
salinity tolerance of vegetable transplants. 
Agronomy. 2021;11(6):1–25.  
DOI: 10.3390/agronomy11061143 

153. Cordero I, Balaguer L, Rincón A, Pueyo JJ. 
Inoculation of tomato plants with selected 
PGPR represents a feasible alternative to 
chemical fertilization under salt stress. 
Journal of Plant Nutrition and Soil Science. 
2018;181(5):694–703.  
DOI: 10.1002/jpln.201700480 

154. Di Stasio E, Van Oosten MJ, Silletti S, 
Raimondi G, Carillo P, Maggio A, et al. 
Ascophyllum nodosum-based algal 
extracts act as enhancers of growth, fruit 
quality, and adaptation to stress in 
salinized tomato plants. Journal of      
Applied Phycology. 2018;30(4):2675–
2686.  
DOI: 10.1007/s10811-018-1439-9. 

155. Sassine YN, Alturki SM, Germanos M, 
Shaban N, Sattar MN, Sajyan TK. 
Mitigation of salt stress on tomato crop by 
using foliar spraying or fertigation of 
various products. Journal of Plant Nutrition. 
2020;43(16):2493–2507.  
DOI: 10.1080/01904167.2020.1771587. 

156. Xiong Y-W, Gong Y, Li X-W, Chen P, Ju X-
Y, Zhang C-M, et al. Enhancement of 
growth and salt tolerance of tomato 
seedlings by a natural halotolerant 
actinobacterium Glutamicibacter 
halophytocola KLBMP 5180 isolated from 
a coastal halophyte. Plant and Soil. 
2019;445(1):307–322. 
DOI: 10.1007/s11104-019-04310-8 

157. Balliu A, Sallaku G, Rewald B. AMF 
inoculation enhances growth and improves 
the nutrient uptake rates of transplanted, 
salt-stressed tomato seedlings. 
Sustainability. 2015;7(12):15967–15981.  
DOI: 10.3390/su71215799 

158. Costan A, Stamatakis A, Chrysargyris A, 
Petropoulos  SA, Tzortzakis N. Interactive 
effects of salinity and silicon application on 
Solanum lycopersicum growth, physiology 
and shelf-life of fruit produced 
hydroponically. Journal of the Science of 
Food and Agriculture. 2020;100(2):732–
743.  
DOI: 10.1002/jsfa.10076. 

159. Martinez-Alonso A, Garcia-Ibañez P, 
Bárzana G, Carvajal M. Leaf gas exchange 
and growth responses of tomato plants to 
external flavonoids application as 
biostimulators under normal and salt-
stressed conditions. Agronomy. 2022; 
12(12):1–16.  
DOI: 10.3390/agronomy12123230. 

160. Suzuki N, Rivero RM, Shulaev V, 
Blumwald E, Mittler R. Abiotic and biotic 
stress combinations. New Phytologist. 
2014;203(1):32–43.  
DOI: 10.1111/nph.12797 

161. Duc NH, Csintalan Z, Posta K. Arbuscular 
mycorrhizal fungi mitigate negative       
effects of combined drought and            
heat stress on tomato plants. Plant 
Physiology and Biochemistry. 2018; 
132:297–307.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.plaphy. 2018.09.011. 

162. Zhou R, Kong L, Wu Z, Rosenqvist E, 
Wang Y, Zhao L, et al. Physiological 
response of tomatoes at drought, heat and 
their combination followed by recovery. 
Physiologia Plantarum. 2019;165(2):144–
154.  
DOI: 10.1111 / ppl.12764 

163. Yang H, Shukla MK, Mao X, Kang S, Du T. 
Interactive regimes of reduced irrigation 
and salt stress depressed tomato water 
use efficiency at leaf and plant scales by 
affecting leaf physiology and stem sap 
flow. Frontiers in Plant Science. 
2019;10:1–17.  
DOI: 10.3389/fpls.2019.00160 

164. Kautz B, Noga G, Hunsche M. Sensing 
drought- and salinity-imposed stresses on 
tomato leaves by means of fluorescence 
techniques. Plant Growth Regulation. 
2014;73:279–288.  
DOI: 10.1007/s10725-014-9888-x 

165. Ors S, Ekinci M, Yildirim E, Sahin U, Turan 
M, Dursun A. Interactive effects of salinity 
and drought stress on photosynthetic 
characteristics and physiology of tomato 
(Lycopersicon esculentum L.) seedlings. 
South African Journal of Botany. 
2021;137:335–339.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.sajb.2020.10. 031. 

166. Sarker U, Oba S. Drought stress enhances 
nutritional and bioactive compounds, 
phenolic acids and antioxidant capacity of 
Amaranthus leafy vegetable. BMC Plant 
Biology. 2018;18(1):1–15. 
DOI: 10.1186/s12870-018-1484-1 

167. Rivero RM, Mestre TC, Mittler R, Rubio F, 
Garcia-Sanchez F, Martinez V. The 

https://doi.org/10.2478/s11756-018-00166-y
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy11061143
https://doi.org/10.1002/jpln.201700480
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10811-018-1439-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10811-018-1439-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/01904167.2020.1771587
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-019-04310-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/su71215799
https://doi.org/10.3390/su71215799
https://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.10076
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy12123230
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.12797
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2018.09.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.plaphy.2018.09.011
https://doi.org/10.1111/ppl.12764
https://doi.org/10.1111/ppl.12764
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2019.00160
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10725-014-9888-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sajb.2020.10.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sajb.2020.10.031


 
 
 
 

David-Rogeat et al.; Int. J. Plant Soil Sci., vol. 35, no. 18, pp. 1425-1451, 2023; Article no.IJPSS.101378 
 

 

 
1451 

 

combined effect of salinity and heat 
reveals a specific physiological, 
biochemical and molecular response in 
tomato plants. Plant, Cell & Environment. 
2014;37(5):1059–1073.  
DOI: 10.1111/pce.12199 

168. Lopez-Delacalle M, Silva CJ, Mestre TC, 
Martinez V, Blanco-Ulate B, Rivero RM. 
Synchronization of proline, ascorbate and 
oxidative stress pathways under the 
combination of salinity and heat in tomato 
plants. Environmental and Experimental 
Botany. 2021;183:1–11.  
DOI: 10.1016/ j.envexpbot.2020.104351 

169. Sousa B, Rodrigues F, Soares C, Martins 
M, Azenha M, Lino-Neto T, et al. Impact of 
combined heat and salt stresses on tomato 
plants—insights into nutrient uptake and 
redox homeostasis. Antioxidants. 
2022;11(3):1–21.  
DOI: 10.3390/antiox11030478 

170. García-Martí M, Piñero MC, García-
Sanchez F, Mestre TC, López- Delacalle 
M, Martínez V, et al. Amelioration of the 

oxidative  stress generated by simple or 
combined abiotic stress through the K

+
 and 

Ca2
+
 supplementation in tomato plants. 

Antioxidants. 2019;8(4):1–16.  
DOI: 10.3390/antiox8040081. 

171. Botella MÁ, Hernández V, Mestre T, Hellín 
P, García-Legaz MF, Rivero RM, et al. 
Bioactive compounds of tomato fruit in 
response to salinity, heat and their 
combination. Agriculture. 2021;11(6):1–12.  
DOI: 10.3390/agriculture11060534 

172. Rouphael Y, Colla G. Synergistic 
biostimulatory action: designing the next 
generation of plant biostimulants for 
sustainable agriculture. Frontiers in Plant 
Science. 2018;9:1–7.  
DOI: 10.3389/fpls.2018.01655. 

173. Martinez V, Nieves-Cordones M, Lopez-
Delacalle M, Rodenas R, Mestre TC, 
Garcia-Sanchez F, et al. Tolerance to 
stress combination in tomato plants: new 
insights in the protective role of melatonin. 
Molecules. 2018;23(3):1–20.  
DOI: 10.3390/molecules23030535 

_________________________________________________________________________________ 
© 2023 David-Rogeat et al.; This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 
License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any 
medium, provided the original work is properly cited. 

 
 

 

Peer-review history: 
The peer review history for this paper can be accessed here: 

https://www.sdiarticle5.com/review-history/101378 

https://doi.org/10.1111/pce.12199
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2020.104351
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2020.104351
https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox11030478
https://doi.org/10.3390/antiox8040081
https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture11060534
https://doi.org/10.3390/agriculture11060534
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.01655
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules23030535
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0

