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Introduction

Abstract

The FAO emphasis the Importance of
promoting quinoa cultivation due to its high
nutritional value and potential for enhancing
sustainable global food security. Introducing
quinoa to new geographic regions may lead to
unknown agronomic challenges. Insufficient
understanding of pests can result in applying
Inappropriate pest management techniques.

Hypothesis

Quinoa accessions each have a level of resistance to the main
Insect pests, and an exploratory survey in several regions will
Identify the most widespread pests affecting quinoa crops in the
national market. Screening these quinoa varieties will allow us
to select lines with inherent resistance traits that can be used In
breeding programs aimed at improving pest resistance In
guinoa cultivation. And the study of the appropriate metabolites
and genes will also help to better manage the traits that need to
be transmitted and maintained".

Figure 1: Quinoa crop planted in Benguerir region of Morocco

Background

Quinoa (Chenopodium quinoa) Is an annual herbaceous plant, native to the Andes of
South America. It has recently been Introduced Iin Morocco, where it has shown
excellent adaptation and drought tolerance in arid areas. Over the past five years, the
market value of this alternative crop has significantly increased, reflecting its growing
Importance In agricultural diversification and food security strategies.

Objectives

The aim of this research is to identify the most prevalent
Insect pests affecting quinoa In Morocco, assess the
severity of their impact, and analyze the types of damage
they cause to the plant.

Figure 2: Quinoa pest overview in Morocco
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