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Beet moth (Scrobipalpa ocellatella) is a major pest of sugar beet crops in Europe, North
Africa and Asia. Since its first detection in Poland a few years ago S. ocellatella has spread
rapidly, causing extensive damage and is now one of the most serious threats to sugar beet.
This problem is linked to climate change, high pest fecundity, its polyvoltinism and ini-
tially almost latent feeding. Scrobipalpa ocellatella causes crop losses directly by feeding on
plants and indirectly by creating favorable conditions for the growth of pathogens causing
rot diseases. Heavy contamination of the beet crown with larval excrement creates ideal
conditions for secondary fungal and bacterial infections. Sugar beets with severe root rot
delivered to sugar plants are in many cases unsuitable for processing.
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Introduction

Sugar beet (Beta vulgaris L.) (Amaranthaceae) is con-
sidered the second most important sugar crop after
sugarcane (Saccharum officinarum L.) (Poaceae), es-
pecially in climate zones where sugarcane is not cul-
tivated (Shalaby 2001; Draycott 2006; Shalaby and
El-Samahy 2010; Bazazo and Mashaal 2014; El-Samahy
et al. 2015; Duraisamy et al. 2017; Thalooth et al. 2019;
El Aalaoui et al. 2025). Sugar beet is an important in-
dustrial crop and 25% of the world’s sugar production
comes from this plant (Biancardi et al. 2010; Hossain
et al. 2021; Garcia Gonzalez and Bjornsson 2022). The
amount of sugar beet produced in 2019 was about
278 million metric tons in the world and about 112 mi-
llion tons in the EU (Shahbandeh 2025). The European
harvest area of sugar beet was estimated at 2,000,000 ha
(Viri¢ Gaspari¢ et al. 2021) and Poland is one of the
leading producers in Europe (CEFS 2021/22; Viri¢
Gagspari¢ et al. 2020). Recently, new non-food mar-
kets for sugar have emerged. For example, sucrose has

been shown to be a useful raw material for the pro-
duction of valuable chemicals such as 2,5-furandicar-
boxylic acid (van Putten et al. 2013), polylactic acid
and biopolyethylene (Bos et al. 2012). Sugar beet is
also an alternative source of energy. It has been used
to produce bioethanol, which is the base material for
biofuels, an alternative to fossil fuels (Zhang et al.
2008; Borjesson and Tufvesson 2011; Salazar-Ordoéfiez
et al 2013).

Sugar beet plants store very large amounts of pure
sucrose in their roots and the root yield depends on
many factors, including field location, soil fertil-
ity, soil moisture, season length, and the activity of
pests and pathogens causing diseases (Ali et al. 2014).
From the moment of sowing until harvest sugar beet
can be infested by at least a dozen species of insect
pests (Rashidov and Khasanov 2003; EIl-Dessouki
et al. 2014; Hauer et al. 2017; Khalifa 2018). In recent
years, increasing economic losses in Europe and other


https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4037-3998
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4545-0788
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9999-4137
http://plantprotection.pl
http://plantprotection.pl

466 Journal of Plant Protection Research 65 (4), 2025

regions have been caused by the feeding of S. ocella-
tella (Boyd, 1858) (Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae) (Abdel
R-ahman 2018; Ibrahim 2020; Piszczek et al. 2020a;
Allahvaisi et al. 2021; Holy 2022a), which is cur-
rently one of the most serious threats to sugar beet
(Ahmadi et al. 2018; Allahvaisi et al. 2021; Fergani
et al. 2022). This problem is associated with climate
change, high fecundity, its polyvoltinism and initially
almost latent feeding. The restrictive European Union
(EU) policy and the withdrawal of active substances
suitable for the effective control of S. ocellatella, for
example chlorpyrifos, (Commission Implementing
Regulation EU 2020/18) are not without significance.
The EU withdraws active substances plant protec-
tion products for several key reasons, based on its
policies and legal regulations, primarily Regula-
tion (EC) No. 1107/2009 (2009). The main reasons
include health risks to humans (e.g., new evidence
indicating carcinogenic, mutagenic, or endocrine-
disrupting properties), and the need to protect non-
target organisms. Substances that are highly persis-
tent and mobile in the environment are subject to
more stringent evaluation. The EU applies the pre-
cautionary principle, meaning that if there are sci-
entific indications of potential risks - even without
full scientific certainty - preventive measures can
be taken, including the withdrawal of a substance.
However, some of them were highly effective against
S. ocellatella. According to Fergani et al. (2022), in-
secticides based on chlorpyrifos have shown high
efficiency against S. ocellatella. The effectiveness of
the organophosphorus insecticides was measured as
a percentage of reduction in infestation density of
the larvae. After 10 days post-treatment, 100% re-
duction was achieved. Hegazy (2018) reported
a 90% reduction for chlorpyrifos. Ghada and Heba
(2022) also demonstrated its high field effective-
ness, achieving reductions ranging from 90.72% to
98.19%. Scrobipalpa ocellatella causes crop losses
directly by feeding on plants and indirectly by cre-
ating favorable conditions for the growth of patho-
gens, such as Penicillium claviforme Bainier, Phoma
betae Frank and Botrytis cinerea Persoon causing
rot diseases (Fugate and Campbell 2009; Razini
et al. 2016). Heavy contamination of the beet crown
with larval excrement creates ideal conditions for
secondary fungal and bacterial infections. These in-
fections cause a 50% or greater decrease in sugar con-
centration in roots. Sugar beets with severe root rot
delivered to sugar plants are in many cases unsuitable
for processing (NASBG 2023). This article presents
a review of the available literature on the geographi-
cal distribution, biology and damage caused by
S. ocellatella, as well as control strategies, including
the use of natural enemies and other environmentally-
-friendly control methods.

Taxonomy

According to the established scientific classification
(GBIF 2024), S. ocellatella belongs to:

kingdom: Animalia (animals)
subkingdom: Eumetazoa

type: Polymeria

subtype: Arthropoda (arthropods)
class: Insecta (insects)

subclass: Pterygota (winged insects)
order: Lepidoptera (butterflies/moths)
suborder: Glossata

suprafamily: Gelechioidea

family: Gelechiidae

subfamily: Gelechiinae

tribe: Gnorimoschemini

genus: Scrobipalpa

Morphology

The body of adults is 6-8 mm long and the wing-
span is 12-15 mm (Fig. 1) (Bazok et al. 2015). The
wings are very narrow, elongated, with a light fringe

Fig. 1. Moth of Scrobipalpa ocellatella (source: Zdzistaw Klukowski)

on the margins. The forewings are gray-brown, with
several black spots surrounded by clusters of orange
or light-brown scales. The hindwings are light-gray,
with a notch on the apex (Chod et al. 1984). At rest,
the wings are held close to the body in a roof-like ar-
rangement. Sexual dimorphism is clearly marked in
moths (Al-Keridis 2016). The female is slightly larger
than the male (Bazok et al. 2015). Both sexes can also
be distinguished by the color of the head, the color of
the abdominal sternites (much darker in the male),
and the shape of the abdomen, which is shorter and
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narrower in the male (Al-Keridis 2016). A freshly de-
posited egg is 0.5 mm long, oval, yellowish and dark-
ens to yellow-green shortly before hatching (Bazok
et al. 2015; Al-Keridis 2016; Abdel R-ahman 2018).
The caterpillar has a brown head, three pairs of thorac-
ic legs and five pairs of abdominal prolegs on segments
3, 4, 5, 6 and 10. Caterpillars molt five times (Bazok
et al. 2015), reaching a length of up to 12 mm (Mac-
eljski 2002), and the last instar is gray with five dotted
pinkish stripes running along the body (Fig. 2). Larva
can be distinguished from related species, e.g., the
goosefoot moth Scrobipalpa atriplicella, based on the
arrangement of setae on the frontal part of the head
and the prothorax (Chod et al. 1984).

Fig. 2. Larva of Scrobipalpa ocellatella (source: https://maribo-
seed.com/poland/szkodniki/#afsnit_5)

The pupa is initially light brown and darkens with
age. It is 5.0-6.5 mm long, hiding in dense cocoons
made of light silk thread. It is most often attached to
fragments of leaves or roots. At the end of the abdo-
men the pupa has several pairs of larger and smaller
bristles (Bazok et al. 2015).

Biology

Scrobipalpa ocellatella is an oligophage and feeds on
sugar beet, fodder beet and wild beet, as well as plants
from the family Amaranthaceae (Allahvaisi et al. 2021;
Skenderovi¢ 2021). It is a polyvoltine species (Razini
et al. 2016), and produces three or more generations
annually, depending on local conditions. For exam-
ple, the number of recorded generations was 4-5 in
Croatia, Ukraine and Russia (Bazok et al. 2015, 2018),
3-6 in Iran (Kheyri ef al. 1981; Razini et al. 2016), 3-4
in Hungary, Czechia (Potyondi and Kimmel 2003;
Bittner et al. 2019), and Poland (Piszczek et al. 2020a).
Dry and warm weather, especially in early spring, and
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a long warm autumn promote its reproduction
(Sekuli¢ and Keresi 2003). The optimal temperature is
23-24°C (Bazok et al. 2015). Valic et al. (2005) record-
ed the first noticeable occurrence of S. ocellatella in
Slovenia in 2003, which was clearly drier and warmer
than previous years. Such weather conditions are par-
ticularly suitable for it. This was confirmed in a study
by Camprag et al. (2006). Analysis of data gathered in
Serbia for 1961-2004 indicated that the incidence of
S. ocellatella, a xerothermophilic species, was high in
dry and hot years. Similar relationships were found by
Sekuli¢ and Keresi (2003), who analyzed 28 seasons
between 1975 and 2002. Because of favorable weather
conditions and the high population dynamics, S. ocel-
latella can very quickly invade new areas. For example,
occurrence in Croatia was first recorded in 1947 in the
Slavonia region, and just 3 years later was reported from
almost all sugar beet fields in the country (Sekuli¢ and
Keresi 2003). Since the dry year of 2015, an increase
in the number of occurrences and harmfulness of
S. ocellatella has been noted in Czechia. Major damage
of heart-shaped leaves was recorded in 2018 in almost
all beet growing areas in this country (Bittner et al.
2019). Furthermore, recurrent outbreaks, at intervals
of about 10 years, were observed, and in many cases
followed an extremely dry and hot summer (EPPO
Standards 1997; Bazok et al. 2015).

Scrobipalpa ocellatella initially flies onto field mar-
gins. Its subsequent generations overlap in time, and
at the end of the growing season almost all develop-
mental stages are found in one field (Bazok et al. 2015;
Piszczek and Klukowski 2021). This is associated,
for example, with the extended seasons of flying and
oviposition. The first spring generation is responsi-
ble for reproduction and the large population size of
subsequent generations, which later cause signifi-
cant damage to crops (Bittner et al. 2019). The moth
flight after wintering begins in late March and early
April, depending on the region and weather condi-
tions (Maceljski 2002), and can last up to two months
(EPPO Standards 1997; Bittner et al. 2019). Individuals
wintering in the pupal stage fly at the earliest date. In
Czechia, it has been observed that the first moths leav-
ing pupae usually appear from mid-April to early May,
while those from wintering caterpillars appear from
late May to mid-June (Miller 1956). Mating and ovi-
position occur shortly after the onset of flight (Bazok
et al. 2015), and in the temperate climate zone, includ-
ing Poland, it is usually in May (Sekuli¢ and Keresi
2003). One female usually deposits 100-140 eggs,
maximum 200 (Maceljski 2002). The largest number
of eggs is deposited by females whose postembryonic
development took place at an optimal temperature. Al-
-Keridis (2016) and Abdel R-ahman (2018) observed
that eggs are deposited in single-layer clusters, in one
or two rows. Eggs are usually deposited along the
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midrib on the underside of sugar beet leaves, on peti-
oles, between the heart leaves or in the remains of dead
leaves. Embryonic development takes one to two weeks,
and after hatching the larvae very quickly bore into the
plant tissue. Caterpillar development lasts three to four
weeks in spring and 17 to 30 days in the warm summer
months (Skenderovi¢ 2021). Fully grown larvae stop
feeding and then enter the prepupal stage, which lasts
two to three days and usually takes place inside larval
tunnels in leaves. A small number of individuals pu-
pate buried in fallen dry leaves or in the soil. The pupa
is dark brown, and the average duration of this stage is
six days (Al-Keridis 2016). The life cycle of one genera-
tion in the field is 40-60 days, depending on climate
(Bazok et al. 2015). Observations have indicated that
the female lives longer than the male (Abdel R-aheem
2018). The mean lifespan of the female is 15.6 days
(Al-Keridis 2016).

The diapause in S. ocellatella is induced by low tem-
perature combined with a short day. Two-year field
monitoring showed that 50% of individuals start win-
ter diapause in the pupal stage at the beginning of Sep-
tember, and this ratio increases in response to reduced
day length and temperature (Ahmadi et al. 2018). It
also overwinters in the caterpillar stage, which is re-
sistant to low temperatures (Maceljski 2002; Camprag
and Jovani¢ 2005). Ganji and Moharramipour (2015)
studied seasonal changes in the frost resistance of cat-
erpillars, including the supercooling point (SCP). The
SCP is the temperature at which the body fluids of the
organism begin to freeze (Somme 1999). Below this
temperature, the organism dies as a result of damage
caused by crystals formed from freezing body fluids
(Gartych et al. 2014). Studies have demonstrated that
the mean supercooling points for larvae collected in
the field between September and March ranged from
—-15.0 to -17.8°C.

Geographical distribution

Originally, S. ocellatella was probably a species oc-
curring in the basins of the Mediterranean Sea and
the Black Sea, and in the coastal areas of Portugal
and France, and further east into southwestern Asia,
through central to eastern Asia, from where it was
distributed variously far north. However, more ac-
curate historical distribution data are not available.
In addition, the species develops on Amaranthaceae
plants, which are often widespread and do not limit
the former historical range in any way. Now, S. ocella-
tella occurs widely in Europe (Fig. 3), including Great
Britain (Emmet and Langmaid 2002), Spain (King
and Viejo Montesinos 2011), Portugal (Neves Evaristo
1983), France, Germany, Austria (Lichtenberger 2000),

Fig. 3. Geographical distribution of Scrobipalpa ocellatella in
Europe, North Africa, and the Middle East

Countries where the presence of S. ocellatella has been
confirmed and described in scientific literature are marked in
red. Countries with no data are marked in white

Poland (Piszczek et al. 2020b; Piszczek and Klukowski
2021), Czechia (Holy 2022b), Slovakia, Bulgaria (Ar-
naudov et al. 2012), Hungary (Potyondi and Kimmel
2003), Croatia (Bazok 2010; Bazok et al. 2018), Slo-
venia (Vali¢ et al. 2005; Biancardi et al. 2010), Serbia
(Camprag et al. 2006), Ukraine (Sabluk et al. 2002),
Moldova, Georgia, and Turkey (Neves Evaristo 1983;
Emmet and Langmaid 2002; Sabluk et al. 2002; Po-
tyondi and Kimmel 2003; Vali¢ et al. 2005; Camprag
et al. 2006; Bazok 2010; Biancardi et al. 2010; King and
Viejo Montesinos 2011; Arnaudov et al. 2012; Bazok
et al. 2018; Lichtenberger 2000; Piszczek et al. 2020b;
Piszczek and Klukowski 2021; Holy 2022b). In 2018
S. ocellatella was found in Sweden (Bengtsson 2019).
Scrobipalpa ocellatella also occurs in North Africa -
Libya and Morocco (El Aalaoui and Sbaghi 2024), in
the Middle East — Iraq and Iran (Kheyri et al. 1981;
Razini et al. 2016; 2017, Ahmadi et al. 2018), Egypt
(Shalaby 2001; Bazazo 2005; Amin et al. 2008; Bazazo
and Mashaal 2014; El-Dessouki et al. 2014; Bazazo
and Ibrahim 2019; Awadalla et al. 2020) and in Asia,
including Russia, Pakistan, Syria and China (Kheyri
et al. 1981; Shalaby 2001; Bazazo 2005; Amin et al.
2008; Bazazo and Mashaal 2014; El-Dessouki et al.
2014; Razini et al. 2016, 2017; Ahmadi et al. 2018; Ba-
zazo and Ibrahim 2019; Awadalla et al. 2020).

Harmfulness

The harmfulness of S. ocellatella depends primar-
ily on the developmental stage of sugar beet, weather
conditions and caterpillar density (Sekuli¢ and Keresi
2003). In a temperate climate caterpillars can feed in
petioles even until November. The maximum number
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of larvae is recorded during the harvest period, in
August and September (Vrabl 1992). Feeding larvae
cause a decrease in root yield and deteriorate root qual-
ity (Shalaby 2001; Bazazo 2010; El-Dessouki et al. 2014;
Ahmadi et al. 2018). Newly hatched larvae mine leaves
(Chod et al. 1984), then hide between the heart leaves
and inside petioles (Fig. 4), in which they bore tunnels

Fig. 4. Larva Scrobipalpa ocellatella feeding on heart-shaped
sugar beet leaves

Fig. 5. Feeding tunnel at the base of the leaf

(Fig. 5). Several larvae can feed inside one tunnel
(Al-Keridis 2016). The tunnel exit is contaminated with
dark excrement and in some cases tunnels can be seen
through the epidermis of the petiole. The damage heals
over time, but is still visible during leaf growth (Gorski
et al. 2023). Leaves with heavily damaged petioles break
off and necrotize (Renou et al. 1980). The outer leaves
wither, turn yellow, and die back completely, forming
a crown of dead foliage. In addition, the caterpillars
roll up the edges of the leaves with a silk web and feed
inside these shelters (Sekuli¢ and Keresi 2003; Valic¢
et al. 2005; Bazok 2015). The growth of the heart leaves
is inhibited and the plants produce many young leaves
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from the lateral buds, which reduces the sugar content
in roots. Heavily infested sugar beets lose up to 24%
of their sugar content (Ghada and Heba 2022). Beet
crown damage (Fig. 6) becomes a site for the invasion
of fungal pathogens causing root rot (Fig. 7) (Vali¢ et
al. 2005), which leads to the greatest losses in sugar
yield. The root crown turns black, and infections often
penetrate deeper into the root. Roots do not store well
in piles and often rot (Vi¢ar 2004). Rhizopus root rot
causes further losses during longer storage. Affected
sugar beets are usually unsuitable for long-term stor-
age and processing (NASBG 2023). In addition, dam-
age to sugar beet roots activates invertase, which con-
tributes to post-harvest sucrose losses (Rosenkranz et
al. 2001). Processing parameters of sugar beets deteri-
orate, including an increase in the content of molasses-
forming substances.

Fig. 7. Root rot caused by larvae feeding

Very early in 2018-2019 severe beet infestation
in some regions of Germany was followed by serious
fungal infections causing root rot in damaged plants,
which resulted in up to 50% reduction of sugar yield
in many sugar beet plantations (NASBG 2023). Abo-
Saied Ahmed (1987) found that severe infestation of
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sugar beet with S. ocellatella caused a 38.20% decrease
in root mass and a 52.40% decrease in sugar content.
Sekuli¢ and Keresi (2003) reported a 19% lower root
yield and 48% lower sugar yield. According to Razini
et al. (2016), a plant damage index of 20-25% under
field conditions was associated with 2.3 to 3.8 t/ha
lower root yield and 0.5 to 1.15% lower polariza-
tion. The annual mean losses caused by S. ocellatella
in sugar beet plantations in Iran are higher than 10%
(Anonymous 2020). Regardless of the percentage of
above-ground parts damaged, S. ocellatella disrupts
plant growth and has a negative effect on the normal
development of beets. Damage caused by S. ocellatel-
la may be mistaken for symptoms of feeding leafrol-
lers (Tortricidae) (Fig. 8), herbicide-induced damage,
symptoms of drought, two-spotted spider mite feeding
and, later in the season, with heart leaf scorch of sugar
beet (Fig. 9) and dry rot (Fig. 10) caused by boron de-
ficiency (Piszczek et al. 2020b).

Fig. 8. Leafroller in sugar beet, may be mistaken for larva
Scrobipalpa ocellatella

Fig. 9. Heart leaf scorch caused by boron deficiency, may be
mistaken for damages caused by Scrobipalpa ocellatella

Fig. 10. Dry rot caused by boron deficiency may be mistaken for
damages caused by Scrobipalpa ocellatella

Control strategies

Plant protection against harmful organisms requires
a comprehensive approach and the combined use of
all available methods (Tab. 1). Harmful organisms on
plants should at first be controlled by agrotechnical,
biological and biotechnical methods and, if economic
injury levels are exceeded, by using chemical pesticides
as the last resort (Gorski et al. 2023). The main goals
of these methods are to ensure normal plant develop-
ment, control pest populations below the critical level,
protect natural enemies, reduce the risk of pest resist-
ance, and reduce hazards to humans and the environ-
ment (Bazok et al. 2015).

Early sowing of sugar beet and optimal fertilization
according to plant needs and soil fertility ensure bet-
ter yields and, above all, rapid plant growth and good
vigor at the time of infestation (Bazok et al. 2015). New
sugar beet plantations should be established at a dis-
tance from fields where this crop was grown in the pre-
vious year (Sekuli¢ and Keresi 2003). Crop rotation is
an important issue (Bittner et al. 2019). It is not advis-
able to grow sugar beet in the same field in subsequent
years, and the risk of infestation is high if S. ocellatella
has previously occurred in this field. The lack of crop
rotation in such a case leads to very early infestation
of the plants, severe damage to the beet heads and
their rotting, which, combined with a further severe
infection with cercospora leaf spot of beet results in
the death of plants. In Poland, the yield of sugar beet
harvested from previously infested fields was about
30 t/ha, the sugar concentration was 11% and the sugar
loss was 2.8%, which is significantly below the standard
parameters and the mean value for previous years
(NASBG 2023). After beet harvest, deep winter plough-
ing is recommended to bury as many individuals as
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Table 1. Scrobipalpa ocellatella control methods
Source: Author’s own work based on literature cited in the text
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Method type Description

Advantages Limitations

- early sowing of sugar beet
- optimal fertilization
- crop rotation (Skenderovi¢ 2021)

- strengthens plant resistance
- reduces early pest

. - deep winter ploughing (Skenderovi¢ colonization - requires long term planning
Agrotechnical . . i
methods 2021) - improves phytosanitary - does not eliminate the pest
—irrigation (Sekuli¢ and Keresi 2003; Bazok conditions completely
etal. 2015; Skenderovic¢ 2021) - environmentally friendly
- distance from previous year’s beet - no risk of resistance
plantations
- pheromone traps (Valic et al. 2005; _ early detection
Dolenec 2012) ~ ena)klyles forecasting of pest does not reflect exact threat
Biotechnical - light traps (Bengtsson 2019) gotp level
occurrence
methods - extracts from non-host plants . . - pheromones may attract
. - no risk of resistance .
(Robert 1976; Robert and Blaisinger _ environmentally friendl non-target species
1978; El-Gawad 2007) y y
- biopesticides
e.g., Bacillus aryabhattai (Ghada
and Heba 2022),
Befzuve.rla bass:an.a,.Metarhlzmm _ often less effective and work
anisopliae (Al-Keridis 2016), slower than synthetic
Nomuraea rileyi (El-Gawad 2007) . - 4
. . I . . insecticides
. . Steinernema feltiae (Lortkipanidze etal. - environmentally friendly .
Biological . . ; - effectiveness depends
2014) - allowed in organic farming . -,
methods . - . . on environmental conditions
- natural enemies - parasitoids, predators - no risk of resistance o .
. . and application precision
e.g., Diadegma aegyphiator (Bazazo and .
- usually more expensive
Hassan 2021) than chemical method
Trichogramma evanescens (Marie 2004;
Mesbah et al. 2004), Bracon intercessor
(EI-Sheikh et al. 2022) Chrysoperla carnea
(Hegazy 2018)
- multiple mechanism - slower action compared
of action to chemical pesticides
- natural insecticides - low toxicity to humans and - sensitive to light
e.g., azadirachtin warm-blooded animals and temperature
(Allahvaisi et al. 2021) - relatively safe for beneficial - limited persistence
garlic oil (EI-Gawad 2007) fauna in the environment
- low tendency to develop - higher costs than synthetic
resistance insecticides
- synthetic insecticides (Skenderovi¢
2021)
e.g., chlorantraniliprole, acetamiprid,
lambda-cyhalothrin, deltamethrin _ risk of resistance
Chemical (FMFA 2025; MACR 2025) - rapid effect . .
: . A . - harmful to beneficial organisms
methods emamectin benzoate (Farag etal. 2023) - precise application possible leqal restrictions
methomyl (Ghada and Heba 2022) 9
chlorfenapyr (Mansour et al. 2023)
chlorpyrifos (Fergani et al. 2022)
profenofos (El-Gawad 2007)
- resistant varieties - time-consuming process
Breeding (El-Rawy and Shalaby 2011; - environmentally friendly - risk of loss or deterioration
methods y y ' - no risk of resistance of other important traits

Awadalla et al. 2020; EI-Sheikh et al. 2022)

(e.g. yield potential)

possible, including those in crop residues, with at least
15 cm layer of soil. Deep ploughing prevents moths
from moving to the soil surface in spring (Sekuli¢ and
Keresi 2003; Skenderovi¢ 2021). Another important
measure is proper weed control in the sugar beet plan-
tation (Bittner et al. 2019). Scrobipalpa ocellatella can

also be controlled by selecting the most appropriate
beet cultivar, since research has demonstrated that the
activity of the larvae varies with the cultivar (Razini
et al. 2016). In a 2-year study, El-Rawy and Shalaby
(2011) investigated the susceptibility of cultivars to
damage caused by larvae. Their study revealed that
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out of 11 tested cultivars, three were the least infest-
ed. The difference in root polarization value between
the least and most damaged cultivars exceeded 5%. In
a related study, Razini et al. (2017) examined the ac-
tivity of S. ocellatella larvae in 24 sugar beet lines and
cultivars, concluding that selection of resistant culti-
vars is a crucial factor that should be given due con-
sideration. Similar conclusions were reached by Kandil
et al. (2023) and El-Sheikh et al. (2022). It is recom-
mended that cultivars with more abundant foliage be
cultivated, as this has been shown to create an unfa-
vorable microclimate, while promoting entomopatho-
genic organisms, predators and parasitoids (Sekuli¢
and Keres$i 2003; Bazok et al. 2015). A correlation was
observed between the presence of large populations
of caterpillars and the underdevelopment and low
density of sugar beet plantations. Consequently, it is
vital to maintain a uniform density of approximately
100,000 plants per hectare, without the presence of
empty patches, to effectively prevent pest emergence
(Tribel and Deryugin 1993). Irrigation has been iden-
tified as a significant factor limiting the harmfulness of
S. ocellatella larvae (Maceljski 2002; Sekuli¢ and Keresi
2003; Skenderovi¢ 2021). Minoranskii (1989) reported
that irrigation significantly reduced damage caused by
the feeding S. ocellatella larvae, suggesting that higher
humidity in irrigated fields is unsuitable for the devel-
opment of caterpillars and creates unfavorable condi-
tions for S. ocellatella reproduction and growth. For
instance, Bazok et al. (2015) observed that caterpillars
colonized 100% of sugar beet plants in non-irrigated
fields, while only 20% of plants in irrigated fields were
colonized.

Scrobipalpa ocellatella flights can be monitored us-
ing pheromone traps (Renou et al. 1980; Vali¢ et al.
2005; Bazok 2010; Biancardi et al. 2010; Dolenec 2012;
Holy and Pavld 2021; Goérski et al. 2023). Regular
monitoring allows for the detection of threats, identifi-
cation of the onset of the moth flight season, and ena-
bles short-term and long-term forecasts occurrence,
which is an important aspect of integrated pest man-
agement (Arnaudov et al. 2012). A single pheromone
trap can lure moths within a maximum radius of sev-
eral dozen meters, and therefore an adequate number
of traps should be placed in the monitored plantation.
The main component of the female sex pheromone of
S. ocellatella is (E)-3-dodecenyl acetate (E3DDA). In
laboratory tests, synthetic E3DDA at a concentra-
tion of 1 pg induced a complete sequence of sexual
behaviors in the male. Field tests also demonstrated that
E3DDA was a very strong attractant (Renou et al.
1980). However, pheromone traps are non-selective
and E3DDA also lures males of several other related
species, in particular Metzneria spp. (Gelechiidae),
which creates a serious difficulty (Renou et al. 1980;
Bazok et al. 2015; Bittner et al. 2019; Holy and Pavla

2021). Pheromone traps should be set up early and
take into consideration the large flight range of moths,
resulting from local weather conditions and the emer-
gence of the wintering stage (Bazok et al. 2015). The
best effects are achieved when traps are used from
April to mid-October (Dolenec 2012). Studies have
demonstrated that the number of moths captured in
lure traps does not necessarily reflect the threat associ-
ated with the number of caterpillars later feeding on
the crop, and therefore it is recommended to start field
monitoring one to two weeks after the maximum catch
of moths to decide about chemical treatment. Diverse
countries have different economic injury levels (EIL)
for the control of S. ocellatella. For example, in Poland it
has not been specified. In Hungary it was established at
1-5 caterpillars per plant, and 3-6 per plant in Ukraine
(Bazok et al. 2015). The presence of 4-5 caterpillars on
50-70% of plants indicates the need for control treat-
ment in Slovenia (Vali¢ et al. 2005). In Croatia EIL is
0.5 caterpillars per plant with 6-8 leaves developed,
and 0.8-1 caterpillars per plant at the beginning of
root formation (Bazok et al. 2018). Scrobipalpa ocella-
tella can also be effectively captured using light traps.
The first individuals were caught in Sweden using light
traps (Bengtsson 2019).

Chemical factors play an important role in the host
plant-insect relationship. Nevertheless, insects live in
a complex environment consisting not only of host
plants, but also of many non-host plants. The latter
also release chemical signals that may be perceived by
insects. For example, Robert (1976) and Robert and
Blaisinger (1978) showed that a non-host plant (chest-
nut) affects the reproduction of S. ocellatella. Chestnut
compounds inhibit mating behavior and mask the
chemical stimulating effect of the beet on oogenesis
and oviposition. These effects have been observed in
laboratory and field experiments. Garlic extract at con-
centrations of 2% and 4% also proved effective. Mor-
tality rates for third instar larvae of S. ocelatella which
fed on sugar beet leaves treated with garlic oil reached
87.5% and 92.5%, respectively, after five days. After six
days, mortality rates increased to 92.5% and 97.5%,
respectively (El-Gawad 2007). Findings from these
studies indicate the potential role of non-host plant
compounds, and their identification will open new
prospects in S. ocellatella control by manipulating the
behavior of insects.

The use of natural enemies has been an increasingly
popular subject of studies due to the requirements of
integrated pest management, problems caused by the
withdrawal of some active substances, restricted use of
pesticides, and ecological and environmental aspects
(Trdan et al. 2023). Biological methods can effectively
complement other measures for the control of S. ocel-
latella in beet crops. Bioinsecticides represent a prom-
ising tool with no toxic pollution to the environment,
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but work slower and are usually less effective than
chemical pesticides (Farag et al. 2023). Scrobipalpa
ocellatella has natural enemies, as confirmed by nu-
merous field studies. Parasitoid Diadegma pusio was
identified in Iran (Abbasipour et al. 2012), and four
species of predators in Egypt: Coccinella undecim-
punctata, Scymnus interruptus, Chrysoperla carnea
and Paederus alfierii (El-Dessouki et al. 2014; Farag
et al. 2023). El-Serwy (2008) reported the pupal para-
sitoid Pachycrepoideus vindemmiae. Larval parasi-
toid Agathis sp. (Shalaby 2001; Bazazo 2010) and the
larval-pupal parasitoid Diadegma sp. (Khalifa 2018;
Hawila 2021) have been reported. Three other larval-
-pupal parasitoids are Bracon intercessor, Microchelonus
subcontractus and Enicospilus repentinus (Abbasipour
etal. 2012; Mahmoudi et al. 2013; El-Sheikh et al. 2022).
Several years ago, new parasitoids were discovered in
sugar beet fields in Egypt. One was a pupal parasitoid
identified as Diadegma oranginator (Bazazo and Ibra-
him 2019), and the other was a larval-pupal parasitoid
identified as Diadegma aegyptiator (Bazazo and Has-
san 2021). Trichogramma evanescens parasitizes the
eggs of S. ocellatella (Marie 2004; Mesbah et al. 2004).
Also, five predatory formicid species were recorded:
Tetramorium depressiceps, Tetramorium brevicoryne,
Camponotus thoracicus, Tapinoma simrothi and Sole-
nopsis latro. As for predation and food preference, the
predatory formicid species prefer S. ocellatella larvae
over eggs and pupae (El-Sheikh et al. 2023).

Insect-pathogenic nematodes have been known
for decades as effective biological agents against insect
pests (Webster 1973; Lacey and Unruh 1998; Georgis
et al. 2006). Lortkipanidze et al. (2014) demonstrated
high effectiveness of Steinernema feltiae against larvae
of S. ocellatella. In experiments conducted under field
conditions in June and August, two concentrations of
nematode suspension (2000 and 4000 nematodes/ml
of water) were applied. The results showed that in June,
at an air temperature of 27-28°C and relative humid-
ity of 50-54%, larval mortality ranged from 63.2% to
83.6%. In August, at relatively higher temperatures
(32-34°C) and lower humidity (45-50%), larval mor-
tality decreased to 37.5-77% after treatment with the
same suspensions.

One very promising example involves entomopa-
thogenic fungi, whose spores adhere to the cuticle of
insect larvae, germinate, and the mycelium penetrates
their bodies. The fungus grows inside the host, releas-
ing toxins that ultimately cause its death (Klukowski
and Piszczek 2021). Biopesticides containing Beau-
veria bassiana can be used for spraying plants, and
thorough application on the leaves is crucial to ensure
contact between fungal spores and larvae (Budzisze-
wska and Bere$ 2024). B. bassiana is widely used and
has enormous potential in pest control. For example,
B. bassiana is highly effective against boxwood moth
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larvae, with a mortality rate of 66-100%, depending on
the concentration and duration of exposure (Zamani
et al. 2023). Al-Keridis (2016) investigated two en-
tomopathogenic organisms: Metarhizium anisopliae
and Beauveria bassiana. The experimental infection
of the fourth instar larvae revealed higher virulence of
B. bassiana to M. anisopliae. Ten days after treatment
the mortality rate of S. ocellatella caterpillars infected
with three concentrations of B. bassiana (2 x 10%,2 x 10*
and 2 x 10°) was 69, 95 and 100%, respectively. For
the same concentrations of M. anisopliae, the mortal-
ity rate was 55, 70 and 85%, respectively. B. bassiana
also caused greater mortality of pupae. Seven days
after treatment with concentration 2 x 10° the mor-
tality rate was 100% vs 80% for pupae infected with
M. anisopliae. However, M. anisopliae was faster-acting,
and three days after treatment caused 55-70% mortal-
ity in pupae, depending on the used concentration,
while mortality for B. bassiana was 60-90%, with the
first effects observed on day 5 after treatment. Accord-
ing to El-Gawad (2007), the effectiveness of Nomuraea
rileyi at a concentration of 10° spores - ml™, applied to
third instar larvae, was 85% and 90% after five and six
days, respectively. Also, Bacillus aryabhattai BSW22
effectively reduced the S. ocellatella population (by
71.91-80.17% under field conditions) while causing
significantly lower losses among natural enemies than
traditional pesticides. It reduced predator populations
by approximately 22-24% and parasitoid populations
by 48-56%. In contrast, chlorpyrifos and methomyl
used in the same research virtually eliminated natural-
ly occurring predators and parasitoids, causing nearly
100% mortality (Ghada and Heba 2022).

Chemical control remains a key strategy in protect-
ing sugar beet crops against S. ocellatella. It relies on
the use of synthetic insecticides, which must be ap-
plied strictly in accordance with the manufacturer’s
guidelines and relevant national regulations. Many
chemical pesticides have a harmful effect on beneficial
insects, so their use should be limited to cases where
other methods are ineffective (Bartkowiak-Broda ef al.
2020). To reduce the risk of developing resistance in
pest populations, it is crucial to use insecticides con-
taining different active substances. The number of ac-
tive substances approved for the control of S. ocella-
tella varies from country to country. For example, in
the EU, in Poland, there are three chemical substances
approved: chlorantraniliprole (anthranilic diamide),
acetamiprid (neonicotinoid), and lambda-cyhalothrin
(pyrethroid) (MARD 2025). In Austria, only deltame-
thrin (pyrethroid) is registered (AFOFS 2025), while
in Germany (FMFA 2025) only chlorantraniliprole.
In Czechia, both chlorantraniliprole and acetamiprid
are approved (MACR 2025). Iranian research (Farag
et al. 2023) showed that emamectin benzoate (macro-
cyclic lactone) was highly effective against S. ocellatella,
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reducing its population by 88.96% to 91%. According
to Ghada and Heba (2022), methomyl (oxime carba-
mates) achieved reductions ranging from 89.97% to
98.10%. Similar results for methomyl were obtained
by Mansour et al. (2023). Moreover, they showed the
high effectiveness of chlorfenapyr (chlorinated pyr-
role). Profenofos at a concentration of 2.5% demon-
strated 90% effectiveness against third instar larvae the
following day. It achieved 100% effectiveness after four
days, while a concentration of 2.0% reached 100% ef-
fectiveness after five days (El-Gawad 2007).
Scrobipalpa ocellatella must be controlled before
the larvae gnaw into plant tissues (EPPO standards
1997). They produce spinnings on leaves to create
a shelter. This makes effective pest control difficult, es-
pecially since damaged spinnings are immediately re-
paired, so it is necessary to use adjuvants and increased
volume of the working solution 400-6001 - ha™' (Holy
and Pavla 2018; Piszczek et al. 2020b). Preferably,
treatments should be performed using a sprayer with
an auxiliary airstream (AAS) (Bittner et al. 2019).
According to Polish reports, S. ocellatella popula-
tions were very effectively reduced when the control
treatment was performed a month after the first moths
appeared in pheromone traps. In years favorable to re-
production, a second or even third insecticide treat-
ment is necessary (NASBG 2023). However, frequent
use of the same active substance or those with similar
mechanisms of action increases the risk of S. ocellatella
resistance. This is a serious problem and at the same
time a huge challenge that agriculture is currently fac-
ing. Future research should strongly focus on discov-
ering new, effective substances suitable for the control
of S. ocellatella. For example, azadirachtin (AZN) is an
extremely interesting compound due to its chemical
structure and biological activity as an insect repellent
and compound disrupting the growth of many ar-
thropods (Mordue et al. 2005; Ekukole 2006; Kilani-
Morakchi et al. 2021). The advantages of AZN include
very low toxicity to vertebrates and biodegradability.
AZN has a variety of effects, such as feeding inhibition,
delayed development of insects, incomplete molting,
and deformity of pupae. AZN acts as a repellent and
suppresses reproduction in some insects, which sur-
vive after exposure to pesticide, but their development
is disrupted, so they pose a lower threat (Morgan 2009;
Tome et al. 2013; Zhong et al. 2017; Zada et al. 2018).
Azadirachtin has been approved for plant protection
in organic farming and used in many European coun-
tries. Studies revealed that the best time for spraying
azadirachtin was 5-6 days after S. ocellatella deposited
eggs (Allahvaisi et al. 2021). AZN at a concentration
of 0.5 ml - 1! caused a several-fold decrease in the
number of deposited eggs compared to non-treated
control. In AZN at concentrations higher than LC 50

(1.14 ml - I'"), prolonged developmental times in larval
stages, repellency and antifeeding were observed. AZN
at concentrations of 2.0 and 2.5 ml - I"! significantly af-
fected the mortality of S. ocellatella, and consequently
this concentration can be introduced as a biopesticide.

Climate impact on insect spreading and
harmfulness

According to the Intergovernmental Panel on Cli-
mate Change (IPCC), each of the past three decades
was warmer than the last, with the 2000s being the
warmest. Depending on the adopted climate model,
the Earth’s temperature is expected to increase by
1.4-6.6°C over the next century (Ahmed et al. 2022).
Such warming could cause huge changes in the natural
environment (Ingole and Kakde 2013). Climate change
is manifested, for example, in rising temperatures,
changing precipitation patterns, droughts, milder win-
ters, disappearing seasons or extreme weather events
(Alshehab 2024). All these changes have a clear impact
on agriculture, affecting not only crops but also organ-
isms colonizing them, including pests (Prakash et al.
2014; Zeng et al. 2020; Ahmed et al. 2022; Abbas et al.
2025; Mecenero and Kirkman 2025). Increased crop
losses caused by insects may be a threat to food secu-
rity, especially in developing countries (Sharma 2014).
Insects are cold-blooded organisms, and the ambient
temperature directly impacts their metabolic rate, de-
velopment rate and activity patterns (Altermatt 2009;
Lehmann et al. 2021). Higher temperatures intensify
insect development, accelerate molting, sexual matu-
ration and reproduction rate, lead to the emergence
of greater numbers of generations per season, earlier
emergence of pests and changes in migration dynam-
ics (Bergant et al. 2005; Ingole and Kakde 2013; Shar-
ma 2014; Raza et al. 2014; Deutsch et al. 2018; Harvey
et al. 2020; Bohinc et al. 2024). It is believed that tem-
perature has a much greater effect on insects than other
environmental factors (Bale et al. 2002). For example,
a 10°C increase in temperature leads to about a two-
fold increase in metabolic rate (Lehmann et al. 2020;
Ma et al. 2021), which results in more intensive feeding,
greater losses in agriculture and decreased profitability
of farming. Moreover, studies suggest that increased
temperatures may lead to lower effectiveness of chemi-
cal pesticides and biopesticides (Sharma 2014). There
is a great deal of evidence of the ecological effects of
climate change and the responses of flora and fauna
to it concerning many ecosystems and organizational
hierarchies, from a single species to entire communi-
ties (Walther et al. 2002). The geographical distribution
of many terrestrial organisms is shifting in response to
climate change (Logan and Powell 2001; Sharma 2014;
Bebber 2015; Adler et al. 2022; Yadav et al. 2024). This
shift is most pronounced in regions with the highest
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increase in temperature (Chen et al. 2011). Insects are
migrating to new climate zones, including higher lati-
tudes and altitudes above sea level (Raza et al. 2014).
These changes result from insects’ adaptive behavior
to new conditions, longer growing seasons and milder
winters (Bale et al. 2002). Many insect species are mi-
grating farther north, beyond their previous climatic
range (Raza et al. 2014). The dynamics of change varies
significantly between species, indicating that the shift
in the distribution of each species depends not only
on environmental factors but also on species-specific
characteristics. As a result of these shifts in distribu-
tion, many insects are attacking new host plants that
were previously outside their range. This may lead to
the establishment of new host-pest interactions, which
poses a new challenge for the plant protection sector.
The main reason for this is the fact that emerging new
pest species require prompt identification and new
control strategies (Raza et al. 2014). As a result of the
above-described changes, the biological balance in
nature may also be disturbed and the control of pest
populations by natural enemies may be compromised.
Although abiotic factors affect harmful and benefi-
cial organisms at the same time and at the same level,
Robinet and Roques (2010), Raza et al. (2014), Sharma
(2014), and Beres et al. (2020) have reported that eco-
logical interactions may be disturbed and natural en-
emies can lose synchronization with their hosts.

Discussion

This review presents the current state of knowledge
about S. ocellatella. This pest is gaining importance in
many regions of sugar beet cultivation for many rea-
sons. The most important ones are ongoing climate
change (Robinet and Roques 2010; Sharma 2014) and
a limited choice of approved insecticides (BAES 2025;
BMEL 2025; MRiRW 2025; MzCR 2025). The restric-
tions imposed by the EU on the availability of active
substances, such as the withdrawal from use of very
effective seed dressings based on neonicotinoids (e.g.,
imidacloprid or thiamethoxam) and chlorpyrifos, sig-
nificantly limit the possibilities of effective control in
the Member States (Commission Implementing Regu-
lation (EU) 2018/783). However, despite growing le-
gal restrictions and few active substances approved
for the control of S. ocellatella, growers most often use
chemical methods. Chemical control provides high ef-
fectiveness in a short time, but is associated with the
risk of developing resistance and is not neutral to the
natural environment and beneficial organisms (Ghada
and Heba 2022; Farag et al. 2023). From this perspec-
tive, biological methods based on microorganisms or
entomopathogenic nematodes are safer (Fergani et al.
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2022). They show promising effects, but their effective-
ness under field conditions strongly depends on en-
vironmental conditions, which cannot be controlled.
In addition, biopesticides are more expensive than
synthetic insecticides, and require a longer time to
achieve satisfactory effects of control. Scrobipalpa ocel-
latella flights on plantations can be monitored using
pheromone traps (Vali¢ et al. 2005). However, the non-
selective pheromone used in traps also lures other spe-
cies of the genus Metzneria spp., which can be mislead-
ing as to the actual level of threat (Bazok et al. 2015;
Bittner et al. 2019; Holy and Pavlti 2021). In addition,
the results of catching moths do not provide any in-
formation on the number of larvae which later feed on
the crop. Despite numerous studies on the biology and
distribution of S. ocellatella there are still huge gaps
in knowledge. The clear geographical concentration
of previous studies in the Middle East (Egypt, Iran)
(El-Rawy and Shalaby 2011; Mahmoudi et al. 2013;
Ganji and Moharramipour 2015) limits the possibility
of extrapolating their findings to other regions. There-
fore, it is necessary to investigate in more detail the
flight dynamics, biology and development of S. ocel-
latella populations in European conditions. The causes
of specific food preferences and lower degrees of dam-
age to some crop varieties are still to be explained.
This is also associated with the need to breed varieties
tolerant to the European climate, with morphological
and biochemical characteristics not promoting the de-
velopment of pest larvae. It is necessary to develop an
advanced system for monitoring and forecasting the
occurrence of S. ocellatella, together with predictive
models that will help sugar beet growers make deci-
sions about chemical treatment. There is an urgent
need to create an effective pest control strategy using
many complementary methods, including irrigation
(Sekuli¢ and Keresi 2003) as a significant factor li-
miting the development of S. ocellatella. The range of
available active substances should be expanded with
new ones to enable their rotation and reduce the risk
of resistance development (Ghada and Heba 2022;
Farag et al. 2023; Mansour et al. 2023). Azadirachtin
is a highly effective substance, and it is worth first fo-
cusing on it. AZN is a natural substance and friend-
ly to the environment (Zhong et al. 2017; Allahvaisi
et al. 2021). Methods that involve the use of essential
oils and other substances from non-host plants that
modify the behavior of S. ocellatella, and limit feed-
ing and oviposition, should be tested and included in
the plant protection strategy. It has been observed that
they have a beneficial effect against many harmful or-
ganisms (Gorski 2005; Dancewicz and Gabrys 2008;
Dutka 2013; Souguir et al. 2013; Ismail et al. 2019; Is-
man 2000; Godoy da Silva et al. 2023; Jakubowska et al.
2023; Awad et al. 2024; Charkaoui et al. 2024). Differ-
ences in the level of pressure from the pest in different
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geographical regions suggests that control strategies
should be adapted to local agroclimatic conditions,
just like the economic injury level. EILs should also be
defined more precisely in many European countries
(Bazok et al. 2015). The effectiveness of methods us-
ing entomopathogenic fungi, bacteria and nematodes
under temperate climate conditions should be tested,
and faunistic studies conducted on naturally occur-
ring natural enemies of S. ocellatella (Al-Keridis 2016).
Despite significant advances in studies on the biology
and ecology of S. ocellatella, there is an urgent need for
a multidisciplinary approach to effectively and sustain-
ably manage its population.

Conclusions

1. The control of S. ocellatella currently poses a serious
challenge for sugar beet growers in many regions of
the world, mostly Middle East (Egypt, Iran, Iraq)
and Europe (Croatia, Serbia, Poland). The feeding
pest can stay unnoticed for a long time, and its high
fecundity, polyvoltinism and feeding symptoms are
initially difficult to detect and can cause significant
losses in yield volume and quality.

2. The withdrawal of active substances in the Euro-
pean Union has created a pressing need to search
for alternative methods of crop protection. Micro-
organisms and entomopathogenic nematodes have
demonstrated considerable potential in controlling
S. ocellatella in numerous studies; however, their ef-
fectiveness under field conditions is highly depend-
ent on environmental factors and is typically lower
than that of synthetic insecticides.

3. Protection of plants against S. ocellatella should rely
on integrated pest management (IPM), combining
agrotechnical practices (plowing, irrigation, crop
variety selection), monitoring (pheromone traps)
and environmentally-friendly biopesticides.

4. Pheromone traps are suitable for the monitoring of
S. ocellatella moth occurrence in plantations, but
the pheromone used in traps also lures other spe-
cies resembling the pest, which can be misleading
as to its actual population size.

5. There is an urgent need for further research to
establish economic injury levels in different geo-
graphical conditions, select crop varieties recom-
mended for areas highly threatened by S. ocellatella,
and develop control methods using substances iso-
lated from non-host plants producing insecticidal
effects (antifeedants, repellents, behavior modifi-
ers, sterilants, insect growth regulators, and deter-
rents).

6. Future research should be conducted in different
regions of Europe in order to better understand

the biology of S. ocellatella, its flight dynamics and
population growth.

Acknowledgements
Special thanks are due to Zdzistaw Klukowski and
Maribo® for sharing some photos.

References

Abbas A.O., Nassar ES., Elshekh MLE. 2025. Climate change
effects on agricultural pests: Aphids, Diabrotica balteata,
and Asian corn borer in plant-pest interactions and pest
dynamics in the context of achieving SDGs. Journal of
Lifestyle and SDGs Review 5 (2): €04015. DOI: https://doi.
0rg/10.47172/2965-730X.SDGsReview.v5.n02.pe04015

Abbasipour H., Basij M., Mahmoudvand M., Ashkan M. 2012.
First report of the parasitoid wasp, Diadegma pusio (Hym.:
Ichneumonidae) from Iran. Journal Entomology Society
Tran, 32 (2): 127-128.

Abdel R-ahman IL.E. 2018. Biological and ecological studies on
sugar — beet moth, Scrobipalpa ocellatella. International
Journal of Chem Tech Research 11 (11): 274-277. DOI:
http://dx.doi.org/10.20902/IJCTR.2018.111128

Abo-Saied Ahmed A.M.B. 1987. Studies on the insects of sugar-
beet in Kafr El-Sheikh Governorate, Egypt. Ph.D. Thesis,
Faculty of Agriculture, Tanta University, 160 pp.

Adler C., Athanassiou C., Carvalho M.O., Emekci M., Gvozde-
nac S., Hamel D., Riudavets J., Stejskal V., Trdan S., Trema-
terra P. 2022. Changes in the distribution and pest risk of
stored product insects in Europe due to global warming:
Need for pan-European pest monitoring and improved
food-safety. Journal of Stored Products Research 97: 101977.
DOT: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jspr.2022.101977

AFOFS. 2025. Austrian Federal Office for Food Safety. [Online]
[Available from: https://psmregister.baes.gv.at/psmregister/
faces/main] [Accessed 25th April 2025]

Ahmadi E, Moharramipour S., Mikani A. 2018. The effect of
temperature and photoperiod on diapause induction in
pupae of Scrobipalpa ocellatella (Lepidoptera: Gelechi-
idae). Environmental Entomology 47 (5): 1314-1322. DOL:
https://doi.org/10.1093/ee/nvy082

Ahmed A.A., Zahar M., Gribkova V., Nikolaeva N., Dwijen-
dra N.C.A., Suksatan W., Atiyah K.K,, Jalil A.T., Aravind-
han S. 2022. Effects of global warming on insect behaviour
in agriculture. Journal of Water and Land Development
54 (VII-IX): 150-153. DOI: https://doi.org/10.24425/
jwld.2022.141566

Ali S., Khan S., Akhtar K., Ali S., Ullah I., Rajput A., Hussain S.,
Khan F, Ali A. 2014. The effect of population dynamics of
insect pests on different varieties of sugar beet. Global Jour-
nal of Scientific Research 2 (3): 76-82.

Al-Keridis L.A. 2016. Biology, ecology and control studies on
sugar-beet mining moth, Scrobipalpa ocellatella. Der Phar-
ma Chemica 8: 166-171.

Allahvaisi S., Hassani M., Heidari B. 2021. Bioactivity of aza-
dirachtin against Scrobipalpa ocellatella Boyd. (Lepidop-
tera: Gelechidae) on sugar beet. Journal of Plant Protection
Research 61 (3): 280-289. DOI: https://doi.org/10.24425/
jppr.2021.137954

Alshehab E. 2024. Confirming the impact of climate change on
biodiversity: results from a global survey. [Online] [Avail-
able from: https://ssrn.com/abstract=5020477] [Accsessed
23.05.2025]

Altermatt F. 2009. Climatic warming increases voltinism in
European butterflies and moths. Proceedings of the Royal
Society B 277 (1685): 1281-1287. DOI: https://doi.org/
10.1098/rspb.2009.1910



Ulatowska A.K. et al.: Beet moth (Scrobipalpa ocellatella [Boyd]): a review of bionomics, distribution, harmfulness ...

Amin A.H., Helmi A., El-Serwy S.A. 2008. Ecological studies
on sugar beet insects at Kafr El-Sheikh Governorate, Egypt
Journal Agriculture Research 86 (6): 2129-2139.

Anonymous. 2020. Final Research Performance Report of Sugar
Beet Seed Institute (SBSI) for 2018 Cropping Season. Ag-
ricultural Research, Education and Extension Organiza-
tion (AREEO). Ministry of Jihad-e-Agriculture, Karaj, Iran,
121 pp. (in Persian)

Arnaudov V., Raykov S., Davidova R., Hristov H., Vasilev V.,
Petkov P. 2012. Monitoring of pest populations — an impor-
tant element of integrated pest management of field crops.
Agricultural Science and Technology 4 (1): 77-80.

Awad M., Moustafa M.A.M., Alfuhaid N.A., Amer A.,
Ahmed ES. 2024. Toxicological, biological, and biochemi-
cal impacts of the egyptian lavender (Lavandula multifida
L.) essential oil on two lepidopteran pests. Journal of Plant
Protection Research 64 (2): 127-138. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.24425/jppr.2024.150245

Awadalla S.S., Bayoumy M.H., Abd Allah FA., Hawila H.H.
2020. Effect of different sugar beet plantations on the sugar
beet moth, Scrobipalpa ocellatella Boyd. and its insect para-
sitoids in Kafr El-Sheikh Governorate. Journal of Plant Pro-
tection and Pathology 11 (11): 567-569. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.21608/jppp.2020.133512

Bale J.S., Masters G.J., Hodkinson I.D., Awmack C., Beze-
mer T.M., Brown V.K., Whittaker J.B. (2002). Herbivory
in global climate change research: direct effects of rising
temperature on insect herbivores. Global Change Bio-
logy 8 (1): 1-16. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-
2486.2002.00451.x

Bartkowiak-Broda I., Adamczyk J., Arseniuk E., Bere$ P.K., Kor-
bas M., Mréowczynski M., Nowacki W., Piszczek J. 2020. Can
plant breeding replace the loss of yield caused by not using
pesticides? p. 12. In: “Abstract Book of 60th Scientific Ses-
sion Institute of Plant Protection — National Research In-
stitute”. 11-13 February 2020, Poznan, Poland. (in Polish)

Bazazo K.G.I. 2005. Studies on insect predators and spiders
in sugar beet fields at Kafr El-Sheikh region. M.Sc. Thesis,
Tanta University, Egypt, 143 pp.

Bazazo K.G.L. 2010. Studies on some insect pests and natural
enemies in sugar beet fields at Kafr El-Sheikh Region. PH.
D. Thesis, Tanta University, Egypt, 139 pp.

Bazazo K.G., Hassan H. 2021. Diadegma aegyphiator Shaumer
(Hymenoptera: Ichneumonidae): New record parasitoid
on the rib miner, Scrobipalpa ocellatella Boyd. (Lepidop-
tera: Gelechiidae) in Egyptian sugar beet fields. Journal
of Plant Protection and Pathology, Mansoura University
12 (3): 229-231. DOI: https://doi.org/10.21608/jppp.2021.
155790

Bazazo K.G.L, Ibrahim A.Sh.M. 2019. New record of Diadegma
oranginator Aubert as a parasitoid of Scrobipalpa ocella-
tella Boyd. in Egyptian sugar beet fields. Egyptian Journal
of Experimental Biology 15 (2): 289-294. DOL: https://doi.
org/10.5455/egysebz.20191209061731

Bazazo K.G.I., Mashaal R.E.E. 2014. Pests attacking post-harvest
sugar beet roots, and their adverse effects on sugar content.
Journal Plant Protection and Pathology 5 (6): 673-678.
DOTI: https://doi.org/10.21608/jppp.2014.87978

Bazok R. 2010. Suzbijanje $tetnika u proizvodnji $ecerne repe.
Glasilo biljne zastite. 10 (3): 153-165.

Bazok R., Bari¢ K., Ca¢ija M., Drmi¢ Z., Dermi¢ E., Gotlin
Culjak T,, Grubisi¢ D., Ivi¢ D., Kos T., Kristek A., Kristek S.,
Lemi¢ D., §c'epan0vic' M., Voné¢ina D. 2015. Seéerna repa.
Zastita od $tetnih organizama u sustavu integrirane biljne
proizvodnje. Zagreb, 144 pp.

Bazok R., Drmi¢ Z., Caéija M., Mrgani¢ M., Viri¢ Gaspari¢, H.
Lemi¢ D. 2018. Moths of economic importance in the maize
and sugar beet production. p. 65-83. In: “Moths, Pests of
Potato, Maize and Sugar Beet” (EK. Perveen ed.). Intech-
Open, Rijeka, Croatia, 94 pp. DOL: https://doi.org/10.5772/
intechopen.78658

477

Bebber D.P. 2015. Range-expanding pests and pathogens in
a warming world. Annual Review of Phytopathology
53:335-356. DOLI: 10.1146/annurev-phyto-080614-120207

Bengtsson B.A. 2019. Anmirkningsvirda fynd av smafjirilar
(Microlepidoptera) i Sverige 2018. Entomologisk Tidskrift,
140 (1): 1-18.

Bere§ P.K., Mrowczynski M., Piszczek J., Klukowski Z. 2020.
Impact of climate change on pests of agricultural plants.
p. 34. In: “Abstract Book of 60th Scientific Session Institute
of Plant Protection - National Research Institute”. 11-13 Fe-
bruary 2020, Poznan, Poland. (in Polish)

Bergant K., Trdan S., Znidar¢i¢ D., Crepinsek Z., Kajfez-Bogataj
L. 2005. Impact of climate change on developmental dy-
namics of Thrips tabaci (Thysanoptera: Thripidae): Can it
be quantified? Environmental Entomology 34 (4): 755-766.
DOIL: https://doi.org/10.1603/0046-225X-34.4.755

Biancardi E., Mc Grath J.M., Panella L.W,, Lewellen R.T., Ste-
vanato P. 2010. Sugar Beet. p. 173-219. In: “Root and Tu-
ber Crops. Handbook of Plant Breeding, vol 7” (J. Brad-
shaw, ed.). Springer, New York, NY. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1007/978-0-387-92765-76

Bittner V., Pavlti K., Holy K., Migdau J. 2019. Makadlovka fepna
na cukrovce v roce 2018. Listy Cukrovarnicke a Reparske
135 (4): 140-145.

Bohinc T., Batisti¢ L., Trdan S. 2024. Seasonal dynamics of the
brown marmorated stink bug (Halyomorpha halys [Stal]) in
an urban landscape. Acta Agriculturae Scandinavica, sec-
tion B, Soil & Plant Science 74 (1): 2396983. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.1080/09064710.2024.2396983

Borjesson P, Tufvesson L. 2011. Agricultural crop-based bio-
fuels - resource efficiency and environmental performance
including direct land use changes. Journal of Cleaner Pro-
duction 19 (2-3): 108-120. DOL: https://doi.org/10.1016/].
jclepro.2010.01.001

Bos H.L., Meesters K.PH., Conijn S.G., Corre W.J., Patel M.K.
2012. Accounting for the constrained availability of land:
a comparison of bio-based ethanol, polyethylene and PLA
with regard to non-renewable energy use and land use.
Biofuels, Bioproducts and Biorefining 6 (2): 146-158. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1002/bbb.1320

Budziszewska M., Bere$§ P.K. 2024. The box tree moth Cydalima
perspectalis: a review of biology, invasiveness, management
practices and future perspectives of control strategy in Eu-
rope. Journal of Plant Protection Research 64 (4): 275-286,
DOTI: https://doi.org/10.24425/jppr.2024.152886

Camprag D., Jovani¢ M. 2005. Cutworms (Lepidoptera: Noctui-
dae) - Pests of Agricultural Crops. Poljoprivredni fakultet,
Departman za zastitu bilja i Zivotne sredine, Novi Sad, Ser-
bia, 222 pp. (in Serbian)

Camprag D.S., Sekuli¢ R.R., Keresi T.B. 2006. Forecasting of
major sugar beet pest occurrence in Serbia during the pe-
riod 1961-2004. Zbornik Matice srpske za prirodne nauke/
Proc. Nat. Sci, Matica Srpska Novi Sad 110: 187-194. DOL:
https://doi.org/10.2298/ZMSPN0610187C

CEFS Statistics 2021/22. European Association of Sugar Man-
ufacturers. [Online] [Available from: https://cefs.org/
wp-content/uploads/2023/04/European-Sugar-Statistics-
Report-for-the-marketing-year-2021-22-1.pdf] [Accessed
25th February 2025]

Charkaoui A., Jbilou R., Annaz H., Rharrabe K. 2024. Toxicity,
antifeedant and repellent activities of five essential oils on
adult Cassida vittata Vill. (Coleoptera: Chrysomelidae).
Journal of Plant Protection Research 64 (4): 323-335. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.24425/jppr.2024.151820

Chen I1.C,, Hill J.K., Ohlemiiller R., Roy D.B., Thomas C.D.
2011. Rapid range shifts of species associated with high
levels of climate warming. Science 333 (6045): 1024-1026.
DOT: https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1206432

Chod J., Dirlbek J., Novak I. Bernardova H., Ko¢mid V., Dirl-
bek K., Smrz J., Novotny J., Caca Z. 1984. Atlas Chordb
i Szkodnikéw Buraka (J. Benada, J. Sedivy, J. Spacek, eds.).



478 Journal of Plant Protection Research 65 (4), 2025

Panstwowe Wydawnictwo Rolne i Le$ne, Warszawa, Polska,
264 pp. (in Polish)

Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) 2018/783 of 29
May 2018 amending Implementing Regulation (EU) No
540/2011 as regards the conditions of approval of the active
substance imidacloprid. [Online] [Available from: https://
eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/reg_impl/2018/783/0j] [Accessed 22
April 2025].

Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) 2020/18 of 10 Ja-
nuary 2020 concerning the non-renewal of the approval
of the active substance chlorpyrifos, in accordance with
Regulation (EC) No 1107/2009 of the European Parliament
and of the Council concerning the placing of plant protec-
tion products on the market, and amending the Annex to
Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) No 540/2011.
[Online] [Available from: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/reg_
impl/2020/18/0j] [Accessed 22 nd April 2025]

Dancewicz K., Gabry$ B. 2008. Wplyw ekstraktow z czosnku
Allium sativum, piotunu Artemisia absinthium i wrotyczu
Tanaceum vulgare na zachowanie mszycy brzoskwiniowej
Myzus persicae (Sulz.) podczas zasiedlenia roslin. Pestycydy
3-4:93-99. (in Polish)

Deutsch C.A., Tewksbury J.J., Tigchelaar M., Battisti D.S., Mer-
rill S.C., Huey R.B., Naylor R.L. 2018. Increase in crop losses
to insect pests in a warming climate. Science 361 (6405):
916-919. DOL https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aat3466.

Dolenec B. 2012. Occurrence of the beet moth (Scrobipalpa
ocellatella Boyd, Lepidoptera, Gelechiidae) and the turnip
moth (Agrotis segetum Denis & Schiffermiiller, Lepidoptera,
Noctuidae) on the fodder beet field (Beta vulgaris L. subsp.
vulgaris var. alba DC.) in the area of §kofja Loka. Gradua-
tion thesis. Ljubljana, 2012, 42 pp.

Draycott A.P. 2006. Sugar Beet. Wiley-Blackwell, USA, 514 pp.

Duraisamy R., Salelgn K., Berekete A.K. 2017. Production
of beet sugar and bioethanol from sugar beet and it ba-
gasse: a review. International Journal of Engineering
Trends and Technology 43 (4): 222-233. DOL: https://doi.
org/10.14445/22315381/1JETT-V43P237.

Dutka A. 2013. Essential oils based on volatile compounds have
not been commonly used in plant protection. Progress in
Plant Protection/Postepy w Ochronie Roslin 53 (1): 36-42
(in polish).

Ekukole G. 2006. Some effects of an EC formulation of aza-
dirachtin on important cotton pests in Senegal. Journal of
Plant Protection Research 46 (4): 313-323.

El Aalaoui M., Rammali S., Bencharki B., Sbaghi M. 2025. Ef-
ficacy of biorational insecticides and entomopathogenic
fungi for controlling Cassida vittata Vill. (Coleoptera:
Chrysomelidae) in sugar beet crops. Neotropical Ento-
mology 54 (2). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s13744-024-
01215-9

El Aalaoui M., Sbaghi M. 2024. Temperature-dependent deve-
lopment and population growth of the invasive pest Cassida
vittata Vill. Sugar Beet Crops Crop Protection 184: 106845.
DOTI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cropro.2024.106845

El-Dessouki S.A., EI-Awady S.M., El-Khawass K.A.M.H., Mes-
bah A.H., El-Dessouki W.A.A. 2014. Population fluctuation
of some insect pests infesting sugar beet and the associated
predatory insects at Kafr El-Sheikh Governorate. Annals of
Agricultural Science 59 (1): 119-123. DOL: http://dx.doi.
0rg/10.1016/j.a0as.2014.06.016

El-Gawad H.A.S. 2007. Field and laboratory evaluation of dif-
ferent controlling agents against the tortoise beetle, Cassida
vittata Vill. and the rib miner Scrobipalpa ocellatella Boyd
infesting beet in Egypt. Bulletin of the Entomological Soci-
ety of Egypt, Economic Series 33: 103-121.

El-Rawy A.M., Shalaby G.A. 2011. Reaction of some sugar-
beet varieties to the infestation with some insects and final
yield. Egyptian Journal of Agricultural Research 89 (4):
1383-1391. DOL: https://doi.org/10.21608/ejar.2011.179033

El-Samahy M.EM., Khafagy L.E, El-Ghobary A.M.A. 2015. Ef-

ficiency of silica nanoparticles, two bioinsecticides, pepper-
mint extract and insecticide in controlling cotton leafworm,
Spodoptera littoralis Boisd. and their effects on some associ-
ated natural enemies in sugar beet fields. Journal of Plant
Protection and Pathology 6 (9): 1221-1230. DOL: https://
doi.org/10.21608/jppp.2015.74934

El-Serwy S.A. 2008. Pachycrepoidelis vindemmiae (Rondani),
a new record parasitoid (Hymenoptera, Pteromalidae) on
pupae of the beet leaf miner, Pegomya mixta Villeneuve
(Diptera: Anthomyiidae), and the beet moth Scrobipal-
pa ocellatella (Boyd) (Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae). Egyp-
tian Journal of Agricultural Research 86 (1): 43-63. DOL:
https://doi.org/10.21608/ejar.2008.202448

El-Sheikh M.F, Eldefrawy B.M., Mashaal R.E.F. 2022. The larval-
pupal parasitoid, Enicospilus repentinus (Hol.) and resistant
varieties as bio-agents for regulating populations of Scro-
bipalpa ocellatella Boyd. in the Egyptian sugar beet fields.
Egyptian Academic Journal of Biological Sciences 14 (1):
55-62. DOL: https://doi.org/10.21608/eajbsf.2022.216169

El-Sheikh ML.E, Mashaal R.E.E, Hegazy EH. 2023. Survey, pop-
ulation density and food preference of predatory formicid
species on Scrobipalpa ocellatella Boyd. Life cycle stages un-
der Egyptian sugar beet fields. Egyptian Academic Journal
of Biological Sciences 16 (1): 179-188. DOI: https://doi.
0rg/10.21608/eajbsa.2023.295060

Emmet A.M., Langmaid, J.R. (eds.) 2002. The Moths and But-
terflies of Great Britain and Ireland. Gelechiidae. Vol. 4, pt.
2. Harley Books, 277 pp.

EPPO Standards. 1997. PP 2/13(1). Guideline on good plant
protection practice: principles of good plant protection
practice. Ornamental plants under protected cultivation.
[Online] [Available from: https://gd.eppo.int > standard »
pp2-013-1-en] [Accessed 25th February 2025]

Farag A.A., El Kenawy A.H., Refaei E.A. 2023. Field evaluation
of a commercial biopesticide in comparison with a conven-
tional insecticide against Spodoptera littoralis and Scrobi-
palpa ocellatella sugar beet insect pests and their effect on
the associated predators. Arab Journal of Plant Protection
41 (3): 266-271. DOI: https://doi.org/10.22268/AJPP-
041.3.266271

Fergani Y.A., EL Sayed Y.A., Refaei E.A. 2022. Field evaluation
of organophosphorus insecticides, chlorpyrifos and fungal
bio-pesticides, Beauveria bassiana towards the sugar beet
moth Scrobipalpa ocellatella (Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae)
and studying their effect on the population size of the as-
sociated arthropod predators in the Egyptian sugar beet
fields. Journal of Plant Protection and Pathology, Mansoura
University 13 (8): 191-194. DOI https://doi.org/10.21608/
ippp.2022.153541.1089

FMFA. 2025. Federal Ministry of Food and Agriculture. [On-
line] [Available from: https://psm-zulassung.bvl.bund.de/
psm/jsp/] [Accessed 25th April 2025].

Fugate K.K., Campbell L.G. 2009. Postharvest deterioration of
sugar beet. p. 92-94. In: “Compendium of Beet Diseases
and Pests” (R.M. Harveson, L.E. Hanson, G.L. Hein, eds.).
Part III. 2nd edition. St. Paul, MN: The American Phyto-
pathological Society Publication, USA.

Ganji Z., Moharramipour S. 2015. Seasonal changes in su-
percooling point and cold tolerance in field collected lar-
vae of the beet moth, Scrobipalpa ocellatella (Lepidoptera:
Gelechiidae) in Karaj, Iran. Journal of Entomological So-
ciety of Iran 35 (2): 63-75.

Garcia Gonzalez M.N., Bjornsson L. 2022. Life cycle assessment
of the production of beet sugar and its by-products. Jour-
nal of Cleaner Production 346: 131-211. DOL https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2022.131211

Gartych M., Chowanski S. Rosinski G., Slocinska M. 2014.
Mechanizmy reakcji na stres chtodu u owadéw. Postepy
Biologii Komorki 41 (4): 617-636. (in Polish)

Georgis R., Koppenhdfer A.M., Lacey L.A., Bélair G., Dun-
can L.W,, Grewal P.S., Samish M., Tan L., Torr P., van Tol R. W.



Ulatowska A.K. et al.: Beet moth (Scrobipalpa ocellatella [Boyd]): a review of bionomics, distribution, harmfulness ...

2006. Successes and failures in the use of parasitic nema-
todes for pest control. Biological Control 38 (1): 103-123.
DOT: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocontrol.2005.11.005

Ghada M.R., Heba S.A. 2022. Effect of Bacillus aryabhattai
B8W22 and two conventional insecticides on Scrobipalpa
ocellatella (Lepidoptera: Gelechidae) larvae and their natu-
ral enemy populations. Egyptian Journal of Plant Protection
Research Institute 5 (4): 432-439.

Godoy da Silva S., SantAna J., Mundstock Jahnke S., Ribei-
ro dos Santos C.D. 2023. Effects of essential oils from the
Brazilian pepper tree, eucalyptus and citronella on bras-
sica aphids Brevicoryne brassicae and Myzus persicae (He-
miptera: Aphididae) and their parasitoid Diaeretiella rapae
(Hymenoptera: Braconidae). Journal of Plant Protection
Research 63 (3): 286-296. DOLI: https://doi.org/10.24425/
jppr.2023.146879

Gorski R. 2005. Effectiveness of natural essential oils in moni-
toring of the occurrence of pea leaf miner (Liriomyza huido-
brensis Blanchard) in gerbera crop. Journal of Plant Protec-
tion Research 45 (4): 287-291.

Gorski D., Kiniec A., Miziniak W., Piszczek J., Strazynski P.,
Tomalak M., Ulatowska A., Kierzek R., Nijak K., Gorzala G.
2023. Metodyka Integrowanej Produkeji Buraka. Instytut
Ochrony Roélin - Panstwowy Instytut Badawczy, War-
szawa, Polska, 58 pp. (in Polish)

Harvey J.A., Heinen R., Gols R., Thakur M.P. 2020. Climate
change- mediated temperature extremes and insects: From
outbreaks to breakdowns. Global Change Biology 26 (12):
6685-6701. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15377

Hauer M., Hansen A.L., Manderyck B., Olsson A, Raaijma-
kers E., Hanse B., Stockfisch N., Mirldnder B. 2017. Neoni-
cotinoids in sugar beet cultivation in Central and Northern
Europe: Efficacy and environmental impact of neonic-
otinoid seed treatments and alternative measures. Crop
Protection 93: 132-142. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
cropro.2016.11.034

Hawila H.H.Z. 2021. Ecological and biological studies on the
main insect pests infesting sugar beet plants and their asso-
ciated natural enemies. PhD thesis. Arab Republic of Egypt,
Mansoura University, 163 pp.

Hegazy EH. 2018. Role of Chrysoperla carnea (Stephens) release
in the biocontrolling of Cassida vittata Vill. and Scrobipalpa
ocellatella Boyd. larvae as well as enhancing the associated
arthropod predator populations in comparison with con-
ventional insecticides applications in sugar beet fields. Za-
gazig Journal of Agricultural Research 45 (6B): 2357-2365.
DOL: https://doi.org/10.21608/zjar.2018.47878

Holy K. 2022a. Monitoring $kidcd zeleniny pomoci fero-
monovych lapaka. Metodika pro praxi. Vyzkumny udstav
rostlinné vyroby, Praha-Ruzyné, 27 pp.

Holy K. 2022b. Vyskyt $kiidcti cukrové fepy v letech 2018-2021.
Listy Cukrovarnicke a Reparske 138 (7/8): 255-259.

Holy K., Pavla K. 2018. Motyli $kodici na cukrové repé. Listy
Cukrovarnicke a Reparske 134 (3): 98-100.

Holy K., Pavlti K. 2021.Vyskyt makadlovky fepné v letech 2017-
2020. Listy Cukrovarnicke a Reparske 137 (7/8): 256-259.

Hossain R., Menzel W.,, Lachmann C., Varrelmann M. 2021.
New insights into virus yellows distribution in Europe and
effects of beet yellows virus, beet mild yellowing virus, and
beet chlorosis virus on sugar beet yield following field.
Inoculation Plant Pathology 70: 584-593. DOL: https://doi.
org/10.1111/ppa.13306

Ibrahim A.S.M. 2020. Field evaluation of methoxyfenozide
and chromafenozide, ecdysone agonists against cotton leaf
worm, sugar beet moth and preservation their predators.
Egyptian Journal of Plant Protection Research Institute 3 (1):
290-299.

Ingole S., Kakde A. 2013. Global warming and climate change:
impact on biodiversity. International Journal of Scientific
Research 2 (5): 288-290.

Ismail M.S.M., Tag H.M., Rizk M.A. 2019. Acaricidal, ovicidal,
and repellent effects of Tagetes patula leaf extract against

479

Tetranychus urticae Koch (Acari: Tetranychidae). Journal of
Plant Protection Research 59 (2): 151-159. DOL: https://doi.
org/10.24425/jppr.2019.129285

Isman M.B. 2000. Plant essential oils for pest and disease man-
agement. Crop Protection 19 (8-10): 603-608. DOL: https://
doi.org/10.1016/S0261-2194(00)00079-X

Jakubowska M., Dobosz R., Szabelska-Beresewicz A., Zyprych-
-Walczak J., Kowalska J., Tratwal A. 2023. Effects of water-
based extracts of peppermint (Mentha piperita L.) and
French marigold (Tagetes patula L.) on the transformation of
larvae and nymphs of two-spotted spider mite (Tetranychus
urticae Koch). Journal of Plant Protection Research 63 (4):
474-480. DOL: https://doi.org/10.24425/jppr.2023.147828

Kandil R.S., Fayed A.M., El-Dessouki A. 2023. Impact of chemi-
cal composition and molecular diversity of sugar beet culti-
vars on Scrobipalpa ocellatella Boyd (Lepidoptera: Gelechi-
idae) and Cassida vittata Vill (Coleoptera: Chrysomelidae).
Journal of Plant Protection and Pathology 14 (11): 353-358.

Khalifa A. 2018. Natural enemies of certain insect pests attack-
ing sugar beet plants at Kafr El-Sheikh Governorate. Journal
of Plant Protection Pathology 9 (8): 507-510. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.21608/jppp.2018.43742

Kheyri M., Naiim A., Fazeli M., Djavan-Moghaddam H., Eghte-
dar E. 1981. Some studies on Scrobipalpa ocellatella Boyd in
Iran. Entomolgie et Phytopathologie Appliquees 48 (1): 1-39.

Kilani-Morakchi S., Morakchi-Goudjil H., Sifi K. 2021. Azadi-
rachtin-based insecticide: overview, risk assessments, and
future directions. Frontiers in Agronomy 3: 676208. DOL:
https://doi.org/10.3389/fagro.2021.676208

King G.E., Viejo Montesinos J.L. 2011. Towards an understand-
ing of the immature stages of the genus Scrobipalpa Janse,
1951 in Spain (Insecta: Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae). Boletin
de la Real Sociedad Espaiiola de Historia Natural, Seccion
Bioldgica 105 (1-4): 83-90.

Klukowski Z., Piszczek J. 2021. Distribution of damages in
Poland caused by the sugar beet weevil (Asproparthenis
punctiventris Germ. Coleoptera: Curculionidae). Journal
of Plant Protection Research 61 (3): 311-313. DOI: https://
doi.org 10.24425/jppr.2021.137946

Lacey L., Unruh T. 1998. Entomopathogenic nematodes for con-
trol of codling moth, Cydia pomonella (Lepidoptera: Tor-
tricidae): Effect of nematode species, concentration, tem-
perature, and humidity. Biological Control 13 (3): 190-197.
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1006/bcon.1998.0658

Lehmann P, Tea A., Barton M., Battisti A., Eigenbrode S.D.,
Jepsen J.U., Kalinkat G., Neuvonen S., Niemela P, Ter-
blanche J.S., @kland B., Bjorkman C. 2020. Complex re-
sponses of global insect pests to climate warming. Frontiers
in Ecology and the Environment 18 (3): 141-150. DOL:
https://doi.org/10.1002/fee.2160

Lehmann P, Piiroinen S., Lyytinen A., Lindstrom L. 2021. Com-
plex responses to climate change: temperature drives pop-
ulation dynamics of a pest insect. Ecological Entomology
45 (3): 571-580. DOL: https://doi.org/10.1111/een.12818

Lichtenberger F. 2000. Lepidopterologische Notizen aus Oberos-
terreich — 5 Scrobipalpa ocellatella (BOYD 1858) in Oberds-
terreich (Insecta: Lepidoptera, Gelechiidae). Beitraege
zur Naturkunde Oberoesterreichs 9: 5-8. [Online] [Avail-
able from: https://www.zobodat.at/pdf/LBB_0042_1_0725-
0733.pdf] [Assecced 23.05.2025]

Logan J.A., Powell J.A. 2001. Ghost forests, global warming, and
the mountain pine beetle (Coleoptera: Scolytidae). Ameri-
can Entomologist 47: 160-173.

Lortkipanidze M., Gorgadze O., Kuchava M,. Burjanadze M.,
Gratiashvili N. 2014. Entomopathogenic nematode S. fel-
tiae for biocontrol of beet moth Gnorimoschema ocellatella
Boyd. (Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae). Georgian National Acad-
emy of Science 8 (2): 104-108.

Ma C.S., Ma G., Pincebourde S. 2021. Survive a warming cli-
mate: Insects responses to extreme high temperatures. An-
nual Review of Entomology 66: 163-184. DOI https://doi.
org/10.1146/annurev-ento-041520-074454



480 Journal of Plant Protection Research 65 (4), 2025

Maceljski M. 2002. Poljoprivredna entomologija. 2nd ed. Zrin-
ski Cakovec. Croatia. 519 pp.

MACR 2025. Ministry of Agriculture of the Czech Republic
[Online] [Available from: https://mze.gov.cz/public/app/
eagriapp/POR/Vyhledavani.aspx?type=0&vyhledat=A&sta
mp=1744971273086] [Accessed 25th April 2025]

Mahmoudi J., Askarianzadeh A., Karimi J., Abbasipour H. 2013.
The first report of two parasitoids braconids wasps on sugar
beet moth, Scrobipalpa ocellatella Boyd. (Lep.: Gelechidae)
from Khorasan-e-Razavi province. Journal of Sugar Beet 28
(2): 103-106. DOI: https://doi.org/10.22092/jsb.2013.1302

Mansour M.R., Ueno T., Mousa K. M. 2023. Efficacy of Bacillus
thuringiensis Strain 407 versus synthetic pesticides in con-
trolling sugar beet pests under open field conditions. Jour-
nal of The Faculty of Agriculture Kyushu University 68 (2):
143-150. DOL: https://doi.org/10.5109/6796257

MARD. 2025. Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development.
Wyszukiwarka §rodkéw ochrony roélin. [Online] [Available
from: https://www.gov.pl/web/rolnictwo/wyszukiwarka-
srodkow-ochrony-roslin] [Accessed 25th April 2025] (in
Polish)

Marie S.S. 2004. Use of the egg parasitoid Trichogramma eva-
nescens West. for controlling the rib miner, Scrobipalpa
ocellatella Boyd. in sugar beet in Egypt. Egyptian Journal of
Biological Pest Control 14 (2): 371-374.

Mecenero S., Kirkman S.P. 2025. Life history and behavioural
observations during the rearing of Dira clytus clytus (Lin-
naeus, 1764) (Insecta, Lepidoptera, Nymphalidae), with
notes on implications for climate change adaptation. African
Invertebrates 66 (1): 65-72. DOL: https://doi.org/10.3897/
AfrInvertebr.66.138082

Mesbah I., Abou-Attia F, Metwally S., Bassyouni A., Shalaby G.
2004. Utilization of biological control agents for controlling
some sugar beet insect pests at Kafr El-Sheikh region. Egyp-
tian Journal of Biological Pest Control 14 (1): 195-199.

Miller F. 1956. Zemédélska entomologie. CSAV, Praha, 1056 pp.

Minoranskii V.A. 1989. Protection of irrigated field cultures
from pests. Moscow: VO Agrokhimizdat, 205 pp.

Mordue A.J., Morgan E.D., Nisbet A.J. 2005. Azadirachtin,
a natural product in insect control. p. 185-201. In: “Com-
prehensive Molecular Insect Science” (L.I. Gilbert, S.S. Gill,
eds.). Elsevier, Amsterdam, 469 pp.

Morgan E.D. 2009. Azadirachtin, a scientific gold mine. Bioor-
ganic and Medicinal Chemistry 17 (12): 4096-4105. DOI:
https://doi.org/10.1016/7.bmc.2008.11.081

NASBG. National Association of Sugar Beet Growers. 2023.
Raport z wystepowania sko$nika buraczaka na plantac-
jach buraka cukrowego w Polsce. [Online] [Available from:
https://kzpbc.com.pl/files/files/Raport_sko%C5%9Bnik_-_
marzec_2023.pdf] [Accessed 03 March 2025] (in Polish)

Neves Evaristo F. 1983. On the insect fauna of sugarbeet in Por-
tugal. Boletim da Sociedade Portuguesa de Entomologia 2
(7): 77-94.

Piszczek J., Klukowski Z. 2021. Occurrence of the beet moth
(Scrobipalpa ocellatella) and sugar beet weevil (Asproparthen-
sis punctiventis) on sugar beet crops in Poland. p. 43. In: Ab-
stract Book of 61 Scientific Session Institute of Plant Pro-
tection — National Research Institute. 10-12 February 2021,
Poznan, Poland (in Polish).

Piszczek J., Klukowski Z., Kiniec A. 2020a. Impact of global
warming on pests occurring and changes in the importance
of sugar beet diseases. p. 162. In: Abstract Book of 60th Sci-
entific Session Institute of Plant Protection — National Re-
search Institute. 11-13 February 2020, Poznan, Poland (in
Polish).

Piszczek J., Tratwal A., Ulatowska A., Gérski D., Jakubows-
ka M., Trzcinski P, Strazynski P. Miziniak W. 2020b. Porad-
nik Sygnalizatora Ochrony Buraka. Instytut Ochrony Roélin
- Panstwowy Instytut Badawczy, Poznan, Polska, 234 pp.
(in Polish)

Potyondi L., Kimmel J. 2003. Present situation in hungarian
sugarbeet production. P. 849-855. In: Proceedings of 1st

joint IIRB-ASSBT Congress, 26 February - 1 March 2003,
San Antonio, USA.

Prakash A.,Rao]., Mukherjee AK., Berliner]., PokhareS., AdakT.,
Munda S., Shashank PR. 2014. Climate Change: Impact
on Crop Pests. Applied Zoologists Research Association
(AZRA), Odisha, India, 205 pp.

Rashidov M.A., Khasanov A. 2003. Pests of sugar beet in Uz-
bekistan. Zashchita Rastenii 3: 29.

Raza M., Khan M., Arshad M. Sagheer M. Sattar Z., Shafi J., Ehe-
tisham Ul Hag M., Ali A., Usman Aslam H.M. Mushtaq A.,
Ishfaq I. Sabir Z., Sattar A. 2015. Impact of global warming
on insects. Archives of Phytopathology and Plant Protec-
tion 48 (1): 84-94. DOL: https://doi.org/10.1080/03235408
.2014.882132

Razini A., Pakyari H., Arbab A. 2017. Estimation of sugar beet
lines and cultivars infection to Scrobipalpa ocellatella Boyd.
(Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae) larvae under field condition with
natural infection. Journal of Sugar Beet 32 (2): 147-155.
DOT: https://doi.org/10.22092/jsb.2016.107214

Razini A., Pakyari H., Arbab A., Ardeh M.]., Ardestani H. 2016.
Study of infestation amount to beet moth “Scrobipalpa ocel-
latella”, among different sugar beet genotypes in the field.
p. 603. In: Proceedings of 22nd Iranian Plant Protection
Congress, 27-30 August 2016, Karaj, Iran.

Regulation (EC) No 1107/2009 of the European Parliament
and of the Council of 21 October 2009 concerning the
placing of plant protection products on the market and re-
pealing Council Directives 79/117/EEC and 91/414/EEC.
[Online] [Available from: https://eurlex.europa.eu/eli/
reg/2009/1107/0j/eng] [Accessed 22 nd April 2025].

Renou M., Descoins Ch., Lallemand ].Y., Priesner E., Lettere M.,
Gallois M. 1980. Lacétoxy-1 dodecéne 3E, composant prin-
cipal de la phéromone sexuelle de la teigne de la bettera-
ve: Scrobipalpa ocellatella Boyd. (Lépidoptére Gelechiidae).
Zeitschrift fiir Angewandte Entomologie 90: 275-289. DOL:
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0418.1980.tb03527.x

Robert P. 1976. Inhibitory action of chestnut-leaf extracts (Oas-
tanea sativa Mill.) on oviposition and oogenesis of the
sugar beet moth (Scrobipalpa ooellatella Boyd.; Lepidoptera,
Gelechiidae). Symposia Biologica Hungarica 16: 223-227.

Robert P, Blaisinger P. 1978. Role of non-host plant chemicals in
the reproduction of an oligophagous insect: the sugar beet
moth Scrobipalpa ocellatella (Lepidoptera: Gelechiidae).
Entomologia Experimentalis et Applicata 24 (3): 632-636.
DOTI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1570-7458.1978.tb02827.x

Robinet C., Roques A. 2010. Direct impacts of recent cli-
mate warming on insect populations. Integrative Zoology
5 (2): 132-142. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-4877.
2010.00196.x

Rosenkranz H., Vogel R., Greiner S., Rausch T. 2001. In wound-
ed sugar beet (Beta vulgaris L.) tap-root, hexose accumu-
lation correlates with the induction of a vascular invertase
isoform. Journal of Experimental Botany 52 (365): 2381-
2385. DOL: https://doi.org/10.1093/jexbot/52.365.2381

Sabluk V.T., Fedorenko V.P, Gres Y.A. 2002. A forecast of the
development and spread of pests in Ukraine. Sakharnaya
Svekla 4: 19-21.

Salazar-Ordéfiez M., Pérez-Hernidndez PP, Martin-Loza-
no L.M. 2013. Sugar beet for bioethanol production: An
approach based on environmental agricultural outputs.
Energy Policy 55: 662-668. DOL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
enpol.2012.12.063

Sekuli¢ R., Keresi T. 2003. Da li treba hemijski suzbijati repinog
moljca? Nau¢ni Institut za Ratarstvo i Povrtlarstvo. Novi
Sad 38: 299-306.

Shahbandeh M. 2025. Sugar beet production worldwide from
1965 to 2023. Statista website. [Online] [Available from:
https://www.statista.com/statistics/249609/sugar-beet-pro-
duction-worldwide/] [Accessed 25th February 2025]

Shalaby G.A.M. 2001. Ecological studies on some important
sugar beet pests and natural enemies and their control.
Ph.D. Thesis, Tanta University, Egypt, 141 pp.



Ulatowska A.K. et al.: Beet moth (Scrobipalpa ocellatella [Boyd]): a review of bionomics, distribution, harmfulness ... 481

Shalaby G.A., El-Samahy M.EM. 2010 Sugar beet plant stand in
august cultivation as influenced by cotton leafworm infesta-
tion and role of arthropod predators in insect management.
Journal Plant Protection and Pathology 1 (10): 807-813.
DOIL: https://doi.org/10.21608/jppp.2010.86942

Sharma H.C. 2014. Climate change effects on insects: implica-
tions for crop protection and food security. Journal of Crop
Improvement 28 (2): 229-259. DOLI: https://doi.org/10.108
0/15427528.2014.881205

Skenderovi¢ I. 2021. Poljoprivredna entomologija. Tuzla: Prin-
tas. Bosne i Hercegovine, Sarajevo, 302 pp.

Somme L. 1999. The physiology of cold hardiness in terrestrial
arthropods. European Journal of Entomology 96: 1-10.
Souguir S., Chaieb I, Cheikh Z.B., Laarif A. 2013. Insecticidal
activities of essential oils from some cultivated aromatic
plants against Spodoptera littoralis (Boisd). Journal of Plant
Protection Research 53 (4): 388-391. DOI: https://doi.

org/10.2478/jppr-2013-0057

Thalooth A.T., Tawfik M.M., Badre E.A., Mohamed M.H. 2019.
Yield and quality response of some sugar beet (Beta vulgaris
L.) varieties to humic acid and yeast application in newly
reclaimed soil. Middle East Journal of Agriculture Research
8 (1): 56-65.

Tome H.V.V,, Martins J.C., Corréa A.S., Galdino T.V.S., Picango
M.C., Guedes R.N.C. 2013. Azadirachtin avoidance by lar-
vae and adult females of the tomato leaf miner Tuta absoluta.
Crop Protection 46: 63-69. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/].
cropro.2012.12.021

Trdan S., Laznik Z., Bohinc T. 2023. Native natural enemies of
plant pests in Slovenia with an emphasis on species suit-
able for mass rearing. Journal of Insect Science 23 (5): 1-12.
DOIL: https://doi.org/10.1093/jisesa/iead015

Tribel S.A., Deryugin E.A. 1993. Biocenotic mechanisms of
control of harmfulness. Sakharnaya svekla 3: 19-20.

Walther G.R., Post E., Convey P. Menzel A., Parmesan C.,
Beebee T., Fromentin J.M., Guldberg O., Bairlein E. 2002.
Ecological responses to recent climate change. Nature 416:
389-395. DOL: https://doi.org/10.1038/416389a

Webster M. 1973. Manipulation of environment to facilitate
use of nematodes in biocontrol of insects. Experimental
Parasitology 33 (2): 197-206. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/
0014-4894(73)90026-X

Vali¢ N., Vucajnk E, Ferencak B., Mlinari¢ M., Trdan S. 2005.
Monitoring of sugarbeet moth (Scrobipalpa ocellatella Boyd,
Lepidoptera, Gelechiidae) in Slovenia using pheromone
traps p. 141. Lectures and papers presented at the 7th Slo-
venian Conference on Plant Protection, 8-10 March 2005,
Zrece, Slovenia. Ljubljana, Plant Protection Society of Slo-
venia: 454-458.

Van Putten R.J., Van Der Waal J.C., De Jong E., Rasrendra C.B.,
Heeres H.J., De Vries J.G. 2013. Hydroxymethylfurfural,

a versatile platform chemical made from renewable resourc-
es. Chemical Reviews 113 (3): 1499-1597. DOT: https://doi.
0rg/10.1021/cr300182k

Vicar B. 2004. Pesni molj in pesni ril¢kar. Sladkorna pesa 4:
7-26.

Viri¢ Gaspari¢ H., Grubelic M., Dragovic Uzelac V., Bazok R.,
Cacija M., Drmic Z., Lemic D. 2020. Neonicotinoid resi-
dues in sugar beet plants and soil under different agro-cli-
matic conditions. Agriculture 10 (10): 484. DOLI: https://doi.
org/10.3390/agriculture10100484

Viri¢ Gaspari¢ H., Lemic D., Drmic Z., Cacija M., Bazok R.
2021. The efficacy of seed treatments on major sugar beet
pests: possible consequences of the recent neonicotinoid
ban. Agronomy 11 (7): 1277. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3390/
agronomy11071277

Vrabl S. 1992. Skodljivci poljs¢in. Kmeeki glas, knjizica za
pospesevanje kmetijstva. Ljubljana, 142 pp.

Yadav S., Sarangi S., Shafi A.A., Pandey K.P, Thodusu M.,
Soni S., Parmar S. 2024. Climate change and insect ecology:
impacts on pest populations and biodiversity. Journal of
Advances in Microbiology 24 (12): 103-118. DOI: https://
doi.org/10.9734/jamb/2024/v24i12876

Zada H., Naheed H., Ahmad B., Saljoqi A.UR., Salim M., Has-
san E. 2018. Toxicity potential of different azadirachtin
against Plutella xylostella (Lepidoptera: Plutellidae) and its
natural enemy, Diadegma species. Journal of Agronomy and
Agricultural Science 1: 003. DOI: https://doi.org/10.24966/
AAS-8292/100003

Zamani S.M., Ghavamabad R.G., Kazerani F. 2023. Efficacy of
indigenous isolates of entomopathogenic fungi, Beauveria
bassiana against the box tree moth, Cydalima perspecta-
lis, invasive pest in Iranian forests. Bulletin of Insectology
76 (1): 117-125.

Zeng J., Liu Y., Zhang H., Liu J,, Jiang Y., Wyckhuys K.A.,
Wu K. 2020. Global warming modifies long-distance migra-
tion of an agricultural insect pest. Journal of Pest Science
93 (2): 569-581. DOL: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10340-019-
01187-5.

Zhang C.L., Xu D.C,, Jiang X.C., Zhou Y., Cui J., Zhang C.X.,
Chen D.E, Fowler M.R,, Elliott M.C., Scott N.W., Dewar
A.M., Slater A. 2008. Genetic approaches to sustainable
pest management in sugar beet (Beta vulgaris). Annals
of Applied Biology 152 (2):143-156. DOI: https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1744-7348.2008.00228.x

Zhong B., Chaojun L., Weiquan Q. 2017. Effectiveness of the
botanical insecticide azadirachtin against Tirathaba rufive-
na (Lepidoptera: Pyralidae). Florida Entomological Society
100(2):215-218.DOLI: https://doi.org/10.1653/024.100.0215



	highlight: 
	hotspot: 


