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Compulsory REVISION comments Title: The title follows the theme studied;
Abstract: The abstract reports the main information obtained in the research;
Methodology: The methodology used by the authors is adequate;
Result: The results obtained are consistent, based on an adequate methodology;
Discussion: The authors make a good discussion of the results with tables and figures;
Reference: Although the authors do not cite very recent references (43% less than 10 years old), those cited are classics in
the area of study.
Tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum Mill) is one of the most consumed vegetables in the world. Its crop is attacked by pests,
requiring the use of insecticides to combat them. However, as it is a fruit that is normally consumed in natura, consumers
are subject to contamination of these insecticides, causing a risk to their health.
Research on bioinsecticides that do not cause resistance to pests and that are safe for health and the environment are
necessary, and Spinosad bioinsecticides meets this demand because it is effective and produced from the fermentation of
the bacterium Saccharopolyspora spinosa, being recommended in several countries for different agricultural pests.
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