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Introduction & ODbjectives

Spodoptera frugiperda (J. E. Smith), commonly known as the fall armyworm (FAW) iIs a Lepidopteran pest in the Noctuid family. This

voracious pest has gained notoriety for its rapid spread and devastating impact on maize crops across the alobe.

Objectives:
- Identify natural enemies of FAW categorized as predators and parasitoids;
- Determine natural enemies' abundance in maize fields;

- Determine the relationship between FAW infestation and the abundance of Its predatory natural enemies

Materials & Methods
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Insect identification: morphologically using various identification keys and insect collections, DNA barcoding

Results
10 parasitoid species, including 2 parasitizing FAW eggs and 8 parasitizing FAW larvae. (Figure 1).
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Six groups of FAW predators (Figure 2). Ants were the most abundant of the predator
groups. The V4 and R1 maize growth stages were the stage when most predators
(ants, earwig, wasps) were abundant in both agro-ecological zones (Figure 3).
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