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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
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This manuscript is important for the scientific community
Yesitis
- Some words need to be fixed (attached in the manuscript); It would better
if added the conclusion of the exploration
- Keyword should be 3-6 words; Choose ones New generation pesticides
or pesticides; change the IPM and INM with pest management

This manuscript is enough appropriate but :
- It would be better if more information on the success of nano technology
was added to the mitigation (point 3)
- In conclusion should be rewritten with short sentences according to the
purpose
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The used of the updated references (the last 10 years) will be better if any
There are more than 30 % un-updates references
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