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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The article does not justify sufficiently why the study was conducted and what contribution seeks to make to the existing
literature

The study is lacking a clear experimental design. The research methodology is poorly described.

The methodology must be clearly expressed.

Does the harvest take place after the 14th day? How can you explain that the highest yields are related to low
abundance of caterpillars when you have stopped at day 14? In the cycle of the corn, other infestations of
Spodoptera can occur and cause damage?

The article does not set a clear research hypothesis that could be assessed on the basis of data collected

A schematic drawing of the experimental is needed. The experimental system should be schematically described
as follows

When observing the TO treatment (Control) we notice that the infestation is low, less than 25 larvae. In this case, even if we
do not use insecticides, the damage will not be so serious. With such a low number of larvae, can we conclude that the
other treatments have an effect?

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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